F 


iti^Ahl    1: 


V 


^^M 


7^;V^I{ 


->  u 


'WM 


'n'^'A^/^/. 


'US 


<-Ji^. 


^^§^M 


'■T^^^ 


Tf 
o 


1? 


DATE  DUE 


rrm^ 


-fteTT/ 


r^ 


PRINTED  IN  U.S.  A. 


Cornell  University 
Library 


The  original  of  this  book  is  in 
the  Cornell  University  Library. 

There  are  no  known  copyright  restrictions  in 
the  United  States  on  the  use  of  the  text. 


http://archive.org/details/cu31924092705221 


ABRIDGMENT 


DEBATES  OF  COIGRESS, 


FROM    1789    TO    1856. 


FROM  GALES  AND  SEATON'S  AKNALS  OF  CONGRESS;  FROM  THEIR 

REGISTER  OF  DEBATES ;  AND  FROM  THE  OFFICIAL 

REPORTED  DEBATES,  BY  JOHN  C.  RIVES. 


BY 

THE  AUTHOR  OF  THE  THIRTY  YEARS'  VIEW. 


VOL.  IV. 


NEW  YOEK: 

D.  APPLETON  &  COMPANY,  346  &  348  BEOADWAT. 

COLTMBirS,  0.: 

FOLLETT,   FOSTEE   &   CO. 

1857. 


Entesed  according  to  Act  of  Congress,  in  the  year  1856,  by 

D.  APPLETON  AND  COMPANY, 

in  the  Clerk's  OfBce  of  the  District  Court  for  the  Southern  District  of  New  York. 


TENTH  COMRESS-SECOe  SESSION. 


BEGUN   AT    THE  CITY  OF  WASHINGTON,    NOVEMBER  7,  1808. 


PEOCEEDINGS  EST  THE  SENATE. 


Monday,  November  V,  1808. 
Conformably  to  tbe  act,  passed  the  last  ses- 
sion, entitled  "An  act  to  alter  the  time  for  the 
next  meeting  of  Congress,"  the  second  session 
of  the  tenth  Congress  commenced  this  day ; 
and  the  Senate  assembled  at  the  city  of  Wash- 
ington. 

PBESENT  : 

Geoege  CtDTTON,  Vice  President  of  the  Unit- 
ed States  and  President  of  the  Senate. 

Nicholas  GrLMAN  and  Nahum  Pabeeb,  from 
New  Hampshire. 

TmoTECT  PiOKEEDTG,  from  Massachnsetts. 
James  Hillhotjse  and  CHAuifOET  Goodeioh, 
from  Connecticut. 

Beitjamet  Howxand  and  Elisha  Mathb-w- 
SON,  from  Bhode  Island, 

Stephen  K.  Beadxet  and  Jonathan  Eobin- 
SON,  from  Vermont. 

Samuel  L.  Mitohill  and  John  Smith,  from 
New  York. 

John  OoNDiiand  AaeonKiiohel,  from  New 
Jersey. 

Samttel  Maclat,  from  Pennsylvania. 
Samuel  White,  from  Delaware. 
William  B.  Giles,  from  Virginia. 
James  Tuenee,  from  North  OaroUna. 
Thomas  Sumtee  and  John  Gaillaed,  from 
South  Carolina. 
William  H.  Ceawfoed,  from  Geor^a. 
BuoEUEE  Theuston  and  John  Pope,  from 
Kentucky. 
Daniel  Smith,  from  Tennessee. 
Edwaed  Tiffin,  from  Ohio. 
James  Llotd,  jnn.,  appointed  a  Senator  by 
the  Legislature  of  the  State  of  Massachnsetts, 
to  supply  the  place  of  John  Qnincy  Adams,  re- 
signed, took  his  seat  in  the  Senate,  and  produced 
his  credentials,  which  were  read,  and  the  oath 
prescribed  by  law  was  administered  to  him. 

Ordered,  That  the  Secretary  acquaint  the 
House  of  Representatives  that  a  quorum  of  the 
Senate  is  assembled  and  ready  to  proceed  to 
business ;  and  that  Messrs.  Bkadlet  and  Pope 
be  a  committee  on  the  part  of  the  Senate,  to- 
gether with  such  committee  as  may  be  appoint- 
ed by  the  House  of  Kepresentatives  on  their 


part,  to  wait  on  the  President  of  the  United 
States  and  notify  him  that  a  quorum  of  the  two 
Houses  is  assembled. 

A  message  from  the  House  of  Representa- 
tives informed  the  Senate  that  a  quorum  of  the 
House  is  assembled  and  ready  to  proceed  to 
business ;  and  that  the  House  had  appointed  a 
committee  on  their  part,  jointly  with  the  com- 
mittee appointed  on  the  part  of  the  Senate,  to 
wait  on  the  President  of  the  United  States  and 
notify  him  that  a  quorum  of  the  two  Houses  is 
assembled. 

Sesolved,  That  James  Mathers,  Sergeant-at- 
Arms  and  Doorkeeper  to  the  Senate,  be,  and  he 
is  hereby,  authorized  to  employ  one  assistant 
and  two  horses,  for  the  purpose  of  performing 
such  services  as  are  usually  required  by  the 
Doorkeeper  to  the  Senate ;  and  that  the  sum  of 
twenty-eight  doUars  be  allowed  him  weekly  for 
that  purpose,  to  commence  with,  and  remain 
during  the  session,  and  for  twenty  days  after. 

On  motion,  by  Mr,  Beadlet, 

Hesohed,  That  two  Chaplains,  of  different 
denominations,  be  appointed  to  Congress  during 
the  present  session,  one.  by  each  House,  who 
shall  interchange  weekly. 

Mr.  Beadlex  reported,  from  the  joint  com- 
mittee, that  they  had  waited  on  the  President 
of  the  United  States,  agreeably  to  order,  and 
that  the  President  of  the  United  States  in- 
formed the  committee  that  he  would  make  a 
communication  to  the  two  Houses  at  12  o'clock 
to-morrow. 


TuESDAT,  November  8. 

Samuel  Smith  and  Philip  Eeed,  from  the 
State  of  Maryland,  attended. 

The  following  Message  was  received  from  the 
Pbesident  of  the  United  States  : 
To  the  Senate  and  House  of 

Representatives  of  the  United  States  : 

It  would  have  been  a  sonrce,  fellow-citizens,  of 
mnch  gratification,  if  onr  last  commtmioations  from 
Eniope  had  enabled  me  to  inform  yon  that  the  bellig- 
erent nations,  whose  disregard  of  nentral  rights  has 
been  so  destmotive  to  om*  commerce,  had  become 
awakened  to  the  duty  and  true  policy  of  revoking 
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tlioir  unrighteous  edicts.  That  no  means  might  be 
omitted  to  produce  this  salutary  cifect,  I  lost  no  time 
in  availing  myself  of  the  act  authorizing  a  suspension, 
in  whole,  or  in  part,  of  the  several  embargo  laws. 
Our  Ministers  at  London  and  Paris  were  instructed 
to  explain  to  the  respective  Governments  there,  our 
disposition  to  exercise  the  authority  in  such  manner 
as  would  withdraw  the  pretext  on  which  aggressions 
were  originally  founded,  and  open  the  way  for  a  re- 
newal of  that  commercial  intercourse  which  it  was 
alleged,  on  all  sides,  had  been  relnctantly  obstructed. 
As  each  of  those  Governments  had  pledged  its  readi- 
ness to  concur  in  renouncing  a  measure  which  reached 
its  adversary  through  the  incontestable  rights  of 
neutrals  only,  and  as  the  measure  had  been  assumed 
by  each  as  a  retaliation  for  an  asserted  acquiescence 
in  the  aggressions  of  the  other,  it  was  reasonably  ex- 
pected that  the  occasion  would  have  been  seized  by 
both  for  evincing  the  sincerity  of  their  professions, 
and  for  restoring  to  the  commerce  of  the  United 
States  its  legitimate  freedom.  The  instructions  of 
our  Ministers,  with  respect  to  the  different  belliger- 
ents, were  necessarily  modified  with  a  reference  to 
their  different  circumstances,  and  to  the  condition 
annexed  by  law  to  the  Executive  power  of  suspension 
requiring  a  degree  of  security  to  our  commerce  which 
would  not  result  from  a  repeal  of  the  decrees  of 
France.  Instead  of  a  pledge  therefore  of  a  suspen- 
sion of  the  embargo  as  to  her,  in  case  of  such  a  re- 
peal, it  was  presumed  that  a  sufficient  inducement 
might  be  found  in  other  considerations,  and  particu- 
larly in  the  change  produced  by  a  compliance  with 
our  just  demands  by  one  belligerent,  and  a  refusal  by 
the  other,  in  the  relations  between  the  other  and  the 
United  States.  To  Great  Britain,  whose  power  on 
the  ocean  is  so  ascendant,  it  was  deemed  not  incon- 
sistent with  that  condition  to  state,  explicitly,  on  her 
rescinding  her  orders  in  relation  to  the  United  States, 
their  trade 'Would  be  opened  with  her,  and  remain 
shut  to  her  enemy,  in  case  of  his  failure  to  rescind 
his  decrees  also.  From  France  no  answer  has  been  re- 
ceived, nor  any  indication  that  the  requisite  change  in 
her  decrees  is  contemplated.  The  favorable  reception 
of  the  proposition  to  Great  Britain  was  the  less  to  be 
doubted,  as  her  Orders  of  Council  had  not  only  been 
referred  for  their  vindication  to  an  acquiescence  on 
the  part  of  the  United  States  no  longer  to  be  pre- 
tended, but  as  the  arrangement  proposed,  whilst  it 
resisted  the  illegal  decrees  of  France,  involved,  more- 
over, substantially,  the  precise  advantages  professedly 
aimed  at  by  the  British  Orders.  The  arrangement 
has,  nevertheless,  been  rejected. 

This  candid  and  liberal  experiment  having  thus 
failed,  and  no  other  event  having  occurred  on  wljich 
a  suspension  of  the  embargo  by  the  Executive  was 
authorized,  it  necessarily  remains  in  the  extent  orig- 
inally given  to  it.  We  have  the  satisfaction,  how- 
ever, to  reflect,  that  in  return  for  the  privations  im- 
posed by  the  measure,  and  which  our  fellow-citizens 
in  general  have  borne  with  patriotism,  it  has  had  the 
important  effects  of  saving  our  mariners,  and  our  vast 
mercantile  property,  as  well  as  of  affording  time  for 
prosecuting  the  defensive  and  provisional  measures 
called  for  by  the  occasion.  It  has  demonstrated  to 
foreign  nations  the  moderation  and  firmness  which 
govern  our  councils,  and  to  our  citizens  the  necessity 
of  uniting  in  support  of  the  laws  and  the  rights  of 
their  country,  and  has  thus  long  frustrated  those  usur- 
pations and  spoliations  which,  if  resisted,  involved 
war,  if  submitted  to,  sacrificed  a  vital  principle  of  our 
national  independence. 


Under  a  continnance  of  the  belligerent  measures, 
which,  in  defiance  of  laws  which  consecrate  the  rights 
of  neutrals,  overspread  the  ocean  with  danger,  it  will 
rest  with  the  wisdom  of  Congress  to  decide  on  the 
course  best  adapted  to  such  a  state  of  things;  and 
bringing  with  them,  as  they  do,  from  every  part  of 
the  Union,  the  sentiments  of  our  constituents,  my 
confidence  is  strengthened  that,  in  forming  this  deci- 
sion, they  wiU,  with  an  unerring  regard  to  the  essen- 
tial rights  and  interests  of  the  nation,  weigh  and 
compare  the  painful  alternatives  out  of  which  a  choice 
is  to  be  made.  Nor  should  I  do  justice  tothe  virtues 
which,  on  other  occasions,  have  marked  the  character 
of  our  fellow-citizens,  if  I  did  not  cherish  an  equal 
confidence  that  the  alternative  chosen,  whatever  it 
may  be,  will  he  maintained  with  all  the  fortitude  and 
patriotism  which  the  crisis  ought  to  inspire. 

The  documents  containing  the  correspondences  on 
the  subject  of  foreign  edicts  against  our  commerce, 
with  the  instructions  given  to  our  Ministers  at  London 
and  Paris,  are  now  laid  before  you. 

The  communications  made  to  Congress  at  their  last 
session  explained  the  posture  in  which  the  close  of 
the  discussions  relating  to  the  attack  by  a  British  ship 
of  war  on  the  frigate  Chesapeake,  left  a  subject  on 
which  the  nation  had  manifested  so  honorable  a  sen- 
sibility. Every  view  of  what  had  passed  authorized 
a  belief  that  immediate  steps  would  be  taken  by  the 
British  Government  for  redressing  a  wrong,  which, 
the  more  it  was  investigated,  appeared  the  more 
clearly  to  require  what  had  not  been  provided  for  in 
the  special  mission.  It  is  found  that  no  steps  have 
been  taken  for  the  purpose.  On  the  contrary,  it  will 
be  seen,  in  the  documents  laid  before  you,  that  the 
inadmissible  preliminary,  which  obstructed  the  ad- 
justment, is  still  adhered  to ;  and,  moreover,  that  it 
is  now  brought  into  connection  irith  the  distinct  and 
irrelative  case  of  the  Orders  in  Council.  The  instruc- 
tions which  had  been  given  to  our  Minister  at  Lon- 
don, with  a  view  to  facilitate,  if  necessary,  the  repa- 
ration claimed  by  the  United  States,  are  included  in 
the  documents  communicated. 

Our  relations  with  the  other  powers  of  Europe 
have  undergone  no  material  changes  since  our  last 
session.  Tile  important  negotiations  with  Spain, 
which  had  been  alternately  suspended  and  resumed, 
necessarily  experience  a,  pause  under  the  extraordi- 
nary and  interesting  crisis  which  distinguishes  her 
internal  situation. 

With  the  Barbary  Powers  we  continue  in  harmony, 
with  the  exception  of  an  unjustifiable  proceeding  of 
the  Dey  of  Algiers  towards  our  Consul  to  that  Re- 
gency. Its  character  and  oircumstajices  are  now  laid 
before  you,  and  will  enable  you  to  decide  how  far  it 
may,  either  now  or  hereafter,  call  for  any  measures 
not  within  the  limits  of  the  Executive  authority. 

Of  the  gun  boats  authorized  by  the  act  of  Decem- 
ber last,  it  has  been  thought  necessary  to  build  only 
one  hundred  and  three  in  the  present  year.  These, 
with  those  before  possessed,  are  sufficient  for  the  har- 
bors and  waters  most  exposed,  and  the  residue  will 
require  little  time  for  their  construction  when  it  shall 
be  deemed  necessary. 

Under  the  act  of  the  last  session  for  raising  an  ad- 
ditional military  force,  so  many  officers  were  imme- 
diately appointed  as  were  necessary  for  carrying  on 
the  business  of  recruiting ;  and  in  proportion  as  it  ad- 
vanced, others  have  been  added.  We  have  reason 
to  believe  their  success  has  been  satisfactory,  allhouo'h 
such  returns  have  not  yet  been  received  as  enable  me 
to  present  you  a  statement  of  the  number  engaged. 
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The  suspension  of  our  foreign  commerce,  produced 
by  the  injustice  of  the  belligerent  powers,  and  the 
consequent  losses  and  sacrifices  of  our  citizens,  are 
subjects  of  just  concern.  The  situation  into  which 
we  have  thus  been  forced  has  impelled  us  to  apply  a 
portion  of  our  industry  and  capital  to  internal  manu- 
factures and  improvements.  The  extent  of  this  con- 
version is  daily  increasing,  and  little  doubt  remains 
that  the  establishments  formed  and  forming  will, 
under  the  auspices  of  cheaper  materials  and  subsist- 
ence, the  freedom  of  labor  from  taxation  with  us, 
and  of  protecting  duties  and  prohibitions,  become 
permanent.  The  commerce  with  the  Indians,  too, 
within  our  own  boundaries,  is  likely  to  receive  abun- 
dant aliment  from  the  same  internal  source,  and  will 
secure  to  them  peace  and  the  progress  of  civilization, 
undisturbed  by  practices  hostile  to  both. 

The  accounts  of  the  receipts  and  expenditures  dur- 
ing the  year  ending  on  the  thirtieth  day  of  Septem- 
ber last,  being  not  yet  made  up,  a  correct  statement 
will  hereafter  be  transmitted  from  the  Treasury.  In 
the  mean  time,  it  is  ascertained  that  the  receipts  have 
amounted  to  near  eighteen  millions  of  dollars,  which, 
with  the  eight  mUtions  and  a  half  in  the  Treasuiy  at 
the  beginning  of  the  year,  have  enabled  us,  after 
meeting  the  current  demands,  and  interest  incurred, 
to  pay  two  millions  three  hundred  thousand  dollars  of 
the  principal  of  our  funded  debt,  and  left  us  in  the 
Treasury,  on  that  day,  near  fourteen  millions  of  dol- 
lars. Of  these,  five  millions  three  hundred  and  fifty 
thousand  dollars  will  be  necessary  to  pay  what  will 
be  due  on  the  first  day  of  January  next,  which  will 
complete  the  reimbursement  of  the  eight  per  cent, 
stock.  These  payments,  with  those  made  in  the  six 
years  and  a  half  preceding,  will  have  extinguished 
thirty-three  millions  five  hundred  and  eighty  thou- 
sand dollars  of  the  principal  of  the  funded  debt,  being 
the  whole  which  could  be  paid  or  purchased  within 
the  limits  of  the  law  and  our  contracts ;  and  the 
amount  of  principal  thus  discharged  will  have  liberat- 
ed the  revenue  from  about  two  millions  of  dollars  of 
interest,  and  added  that  sum  annually  to  the  disposa- 
ble surplus.  The  probable  accumulation  of  the  sur- 
pluses of  revenue  beyond  what  can  be  applied  to  the 
payment  of  the  public  debt,  whenever  the  freedom 
and  safety  of  our  commerce  shall  be  restored,  merits 
the  consideration  of  Congress.  ShaU  it  lie  unproduc- 
tive in  the  public  vaults  ?  Shall  the  revenue  be  re- 
duced ?  Or,  shall  it  not  rather  be  appropriated  to 
the  improvements  of  roads,  canals,  rivers,  educa- 
tion, and  other  great  foundations  of  prosperity  and 
union,  under  the  powers  which  Congress  may  already 
possess,  or  such  amendment  of  the  constitution  as 
may  be  approved  by  the  States  ?  While  uncertain 
of  the  course  of  things,  the  time  may  be  advantage- 
ously employed  in  obtaining  the  powers  necessary  for 
a  system  of  improvement,  should  that  be  thought  best. 

Availing  myself  of  this,  the  last  occasion  which 
will  occur,  of  addressing  the  two  Houses  of  the  Legis- 
lature at  their  meeting,  I  cannot  omit  the  expression 
of  my  sincere  gratitude  for  the  repeated  proofs  of 
confidence  manifested  to  me  by  themselves  and  their 
predecessors  since  my  call  to  the  administration,  and 
the  many  indulgences  experienced  at  their  hands. 
The  same  grateful  acknowledgments  are  due  to  my 
fellow-citizens  generally,  whose  support  has  been  my 
great  encouragement  under  all  embarrassments.  In 
the  transaction  of  their  business  I  cannot  have  escaped 
error.  It  is  incident  to  our  imperfect  nature.  But  I 
may  say  with  truth  my  errors  have  been  of  the  un- 
derstanding, not  of  intention,  and  that  the  advance- 


ment of  their  rights  and  interests  has  been  the  con- 
stant motive  for  every  measure.  On  these  consider- 
ations I  solicit  their  indulgence.  Looking  forward 
with  anxiety  to  their  fiiture  destinies,  I  trust  that,  in 
their  steady  character,  unshaken  by  difficulties,  in 
their  love  of  liberty,  obedience  to  law,  and  support  of 
the  pubhc  authorities,  I  see  a  sure  guarantee  of  the 
permanence  of  our  Republic ;  and  retiring  from  the 
charge  of  their  affairs,  I  carry  with  me  the  consola- 
tion of  a  firm  persuasion  that  Heaven  has  in  store  for 
our  beloved  country  long  ages  to  come  of  prosperity 
and  happiness.  TH.  JEFFERSON. 

NOVEMBEE  8^1808. 

The  Message  and  papers  -srere  in  part  read, 
and  one  thousand  copies  ordered  to  be  printed 
for  the  nse  of  the  Senate. 

A  confidential  Message  was  also  received,  with 
sundry  documents  therein  referred  to,  which 
were  read  for  consideration. 


"W^BDirasiiAT,  November  9. 
Jesse  Feauklix,  from  the  State  of  North 
Carolina,  attended. 


Fhidat,  November  11. 
A  message  from  the  House  of  Representatives 
informed  the  Senate  that  the  House  have  ap- 
pointed the  Rev.  Mr.  Beowst  a  Chaplain  to  Con- 
gress, on  their  part,  during  the  present  session. 

MosDAT,  November  14. 
Joseph  Asdeesojt,  from  the  State  of  Tennes- 
see, and  AcfDEEW  Mooeb,  from  the  State  of  Vir- 
ginia, attended. 

■Wbdsesdat,  November  16. 
AsDEBW  Geeg&,  from  the  State  of  Pennsyl- 
vania, attended. 

Monday,  November  21. 
The  Embwgo. 

This  being  the  day  fixed  for  the  discussion  of 
the  following  resolution,  offered  by  Mr.  Hill- 
house  : 

Resolved,  That  it  is  expedient  that  the  act,  entitled 
"An  act  laying  an  embargo  on  all  ships  and  vessels 
in  the  ports  and  harbors  of  the  United  States,"  and 
the  several  acts  supplementary  thereto,  be  repealed^ 
and  that  a  committee  be  appointed  to  prepare  and 
report  a  bill  for  that  purpose  : 

Mr.  HrLLHorsE  opened  the  debate.  "WTien 
the  reporter  entered  the  Senate  chamber,  Mr. 
H.  had  been  speaking  for  a  few  minutes,  and 
was  then  discussing  the  effect  which  the  embar- 
go had  had  upon  France,  and  the  light  in  which 
it  was  viewed  by  her  rulers.  He  alluded  to  the 
declaration  of  satisfaction  at  the  measure,  con- 
tained in  a  late  French  expos6,  and  made  many 
observations  tending  to  show  that  it  wasnot  a 
measure  of  hostility  or  coercion,  as  applied  to 
France. 

On  England  it  had  little  or  no  effect.  Her 
resources  were  immense.  If  deprived  of  a  sup- 
ply of  grain  here,  she  could  obtain  it  elsewhere. 
The  Barbary  Powers  were  at  war  with  France 
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and  at  peace  with  England,  who  might  thence 
obtain  wheat   in    any  quantity  she   pleased. 
Great  Britain,  he  said,  was  a  nation  with  the 
whole  world  before  her ;  her  commerce  spread 
over  every  sea,  and  she  had  access  to  almost 
every  port  and  clime.    Oould  America  expect  to 
starve  this  nation  ?     It  wag  a  farce,  an   idle 
farce.    As  to  her  West  India  Islands,  they  raised 
Indian  corn ;  all  their  sngar  plantations  could 
he  converted  into  corn-fields,  and  wonld  any 
man  say  that  they  wonld  starve  because  they 
could  not  get  superfine  flour  ?     Was  this  a  ne- 
cessary of  life  without  which  they  could  not  sub- 
sist ?     On  the  contrary,  a  great  proportion  of 
the  American  people  subsisted  on  it,  and  enjoy- 
ed as  good  health  as  if  they  ate  nothing  but  the 
finest  of  wheat  flour.    The  moment  people  un- 
derstood that  they  could  not  get  their  necessary 
supplies  from  a  customary  source,  they  wonld 
look  out  for  it  in  another  quarter,  and  ample 
time  had  been  given  to  them  to  make  arrange- 
ments for  this  purpose.    A  man  of  the  first  re- 
spectability in  the  town  in  which  Mr.  H.  lived, 
had  been  there  daring  this  embargo,  under  the 
President's  permission.    What  accounts  did  he 
bring  ?    Why,  that  the  trade  in  com-meal  and 
live  cattle,  articles  of  great  export  from  Con- 
necticut, and  comprising  not  only  the  product 
of  that  State,  but  of  parts  of  the  neighboring 
States,  would  be  entirely  defeated ;  that,  where 
they  had  formerly  sent  a  hundred  hogsheads  of 
meal,  they  would  not  now  find  vent  for  ten ; 
and  that,  from  South  America,  where  cattle 
had,  in  times  past,  been  killed  merely  for  their 
hides  and  tallow,  cattle  in  abundance  could  be 
procured.     Were  these  people  to  be  starved 
out,  when  they  could  actually  purchase  cheaper 
now  from  other  places  than  they  had  formerly 
done  from  ns?     No;    the  only  consequence 
would  be,  and  that  too  severely  felt,  that  we 
should  lose  our  market ;  the  embargo  thus  pro- 
ducing, not  only  present  privation  and  injury, 
but  permanent  mischief.     The  United  States 
would  have  lost  the  chance  of  obtaining  future 
supplies,  they  would  have  lost  then-  market, 
and  ten  or  twenty  years  would  place  them  on 
the  same  footing  as  before.    Mr.  H.  said  the 
West_  Indians  would  have  learnt  that  they  can 
do  without  us ;  that  they  can  raise  provisions 
cheaper  on  their  own  plantations  than  we  can 
sell  them ;  and  knowing  this,  they  would  never 
resort  to  ns.     Though  we  might  retain  a  part 
of  this  commerce,  the  best  part  wonld  be  lost 
forever.    The  trade  would  not  be  worth  pursu- 
ing ;  though  this  might  answer  one  purpose  in- 
tended by  the  embargo,  and  which  was  not  ex- 
pressed. 

Having  considered  the  article  of  provisions 
as  important  to  various  parts  of  the  Union,  Mr. 
H.  said  he  would  now  turn  to  another  article, 
cotton.  It  had  been  very  triumphantly  said, 
that  the  want  of  this  article  would  distress  the 
manufacturers  of  Great  Britain,  produce  a 
clamor  amongst  them,  and  consequently  accele- 
rate the  repeal  of  the  Orders  in  Council.  Mr. 
H.  said  he  would  examine  this  a  little,  and  see 


if  all  the  evil  consequences  which  opened  on 
him  at  the  time  of  the  passage  of  the  embargo 
law  were  not  likely  to  be  realized.     He  had 
hinted  at  some  of  them  at  that  time,  but  the 
bill  had  gone  through  the  Senate  like  a  flash  of 
lightning,  giving  no  time  for  examination ;  once, 
twice,  and  a  third  time  in  one  day,  affording  no 
time  for  the  development  of  all  its  consequences. 
This  article  of  cotton  was  used  not  only  by 
Britain,  but  by  Prance  and  other  nations  on  the 
Continent.    Cotton,  not  being  grown  in  Europe, 
must  be  transported  by  water  carriage.     This 
being  the  case,  who  wonld  now  be  most  likely 
to  be  supplied  with  it  ?      Not  the  Continental 
Powers  who  have  so  little  commerce  afloat  nor 
any  neutrals  to  convey  it  to   them;   for  the 
United  States  were  the  only  neutral  which,  of 
late,  traded  with  France,  and  now  the  embargo 
was  laid,  she  had  no  chance  of  getting  it,  ex- 
cept by  the  precarious  captures  made  by  her 
privateers.     To  Great  Britain,  then,  was  left 
the  whole  commerce  of  the  world,  and  her  mer- 
chants were  the  only  carriers.   Wonld  not  these 
carriers    supply    their    own    manufacturers? 
Wonld  they  suffer  cotton  to  go  elsewhere,  until 
they  themselves  were  supplied  ?    America  was 
not  the  only  country  where  cotton  was  raised ; 
for  he  had  seen  an  account  of  a  whole  cargo 
brought  into  Salem  from  the  East  Indies,  and 
thence  exported  to  Holland,  with  a  good  profit. 
Cotton  was  also  raised  in  Africa,  as  well  as  else- 
where ;  and  this  wary  nation,  Great  Britain, 
conceiving  that  the  United  States  might  be  so 
impolitic  as  to  keep  on  the  embargo,  had  car- 
ried whole  cargoes  of  the  best  cotton  seed  there 
for  the  purpose  of  raising  cotton  for  her  use. 
Great  Britain  had  possessions  in  every  climate 
on  the  globe,  and  cotton  did  not,  like  the  sturdy 
oak,  require  forty  gr  fifty  years  to   arrive  at 
maturity;    but,   if  planted,  would  produce  a 
plentiful  supply  in  a  year.     Thus,  then,  when 
this  powerful  nation  found  America  resorting 
to  such  means  to  coerce  her,  she  had  taken  care 
to  look  out  for  supplies  in  other  quarters ;  and, 
with  the  command  of  all  the  cotton  on  the 
globe  which  went  to  market,  could  we  expect 
to_  coerce  her  by  withholding  ours?    Mr.  H. 
said  no ;  all  the  inconvenience  which  she  could 
feel  from  our  measure  had  already  been  borne ; 
and  Great  Britain  was  turning  her  attention  to 
every  part  of  the  globe  to  obtain  those  supplies 
which  she  was  wont  to  get  from  ns,  that  she 
might  not  be  reduced  to  the  humiliating  condi- 
tion of  making  concession  to  induce  ns  to  re- 
peal our  own  law,  and  purchase  an  accommoda- 
tion by  telling  ns  that  we  had  a  weapon  which 
we  could  wield  to  her  annoyance.      Mr.  H. 
wished  to  know  of  gentlemen  if  we  had  not  ex- 
perience enough  to  know  that  Great  Britain 
was  not  to  be  threatened  into  compliance  by  a 
rod  of  coercion?    Let  ns  examine  ourselves 
said  he,  for  if  we  trace  our  genealogy  we  shali 
find  that  we  descend  from  them ;  were  they  to 
use  us  in  this  manner,  is  there  an  American 
that  would  stoop  to  them?    I  hope  not;  and 
neither  will  that  nation,  from  which  we  are  de- 
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Bcended,  be  driven  from  their  position,  how- 
ever erroneous,  by  threats. 

This  embargo,  therefore,  instead  of  operating 
on  those  nations  which  had  been  violating  our 
rights,  was  fraught  with  evils  and  privations  to 
the  people  of  the  United  States.  They  were 
the  sufferers.  And  have  we  adopted  the  monk- 
ish plan  of  scourging  ourselves  for  the  sins  of 
others  ?  He  hoped  not ;  and  that,  having  made 
the  experiment  and  found  that  it  had  not  pro- 
duced its  expected  effect,  they  would  abandon 
it,  as  a  measure  wholly  ineflBcient  as  to  the  ob- 
jects intended  by  it,  and  as  having  weakened 
the  great  hold  which  we  had  on  Great  Britain, 
from  her  supposed  dependence  on  us  for  raw 
materials. 

Some  gentlemen  appeared  to  build  up  expec- 
tations of  the  efficiency  of  this  system  by  an  ad- 
dition to  it  of  a  non-intercourse  law.  Mr.  H. 
treated  this  as  a  futile  idea.  They  should  how- 
ever examine  it  seriously,  and  not,  like  children, 
shut  their  eyes  to  danger.  Great  Britain  was 
not  the  only  manufacturing  nation  in  Europe. 
Germany,  Holland,  France,  Spain,  Portugal, 
and  Italy,  manufactured  more  or  less,  and  most 
of  them  had  colonies,  the  exclusive  supply  of 
whose  manufactures  they  had  heretofore  re- 
served to  themselves.  ~  While  we  had  enjoyed 
the  carrying  trade,  we  had  supplied  the  defi- 
ciency ih  navigation  of  those  nations ;  and  all 
the  inconvenience  felt  for  the  want  of  it  ceased 
because  we  stepped  in  and  aided  them.  This 
trade  had  been  out  up,  and  perhaps  it  was  not  a 
trade  which  the  energies  of  the  nation  should 
be  embarked  in  defending.  "Who  was  there 
now  to  supply  all  these  various  colonies  that 
used  to  be  supplied  by  us  ?  None  but  England, 
the  sole  mistress  of  the  ocean.  Whose  products, 
then,  would  Great  Britain  carry  ?  Would  she 
carry  products  of  other  nations,  and  let  her 
own  manufacturers  starve  ?  No ;  and  this  ex- 
clusion from  the  colonies  of  other  manufactures, 
and  leaving  her  merchants  the  sole  carriers  of 
the  world,  produced  a  greater  vent  for  her  man- 
ufactures than  the  whole  quantity  consumed  in 
the  United  States. 

This,  however,  was  arguing  upon  the  ground 
that  the  United  States  would  consume  none  of 
her  manufactures  in  case  of  a  non-intercourse. 
Mr.  H.  said  he  was  young  when  the  old  non-in- 
tercourse took  place,  but  he  remembered  it  well, 
and  had  then  his  ideas  on  the  subject.  The 
British  army  was  then  at  their  door,  burning 
their  towns  and  ravaging  the  country,  and  at 
least  as  much  patriotism  existed  then  as  now; 
but  British  fabrics  were  received  and  consumed 
to  almost  as  great  an  extent  as  before  the  pro- 
hibition. The  armies  could  not  get  fresh  pro- 
visions from  Europe,  but  they  got  them  here 
by  paying  higher  prices  in  guineas  for  them 
than  was  paid  by  our  Government  in  ragged 
continental  paper  money.  When  the  country 
was  in  want  of  clothing,  and  could  get  it  for 
one-fourth  price  from  the  British,  what  weis  the 
consequence  ?  Why,  all  the  zealous  patriots — 
for  this  work  of  tarring  and  feathering,  and 


meeting  in  mobs  to  destroy  their  neighbor's 
property,  because  he  could  not  think  quite  as 
fast  as  they  did,  which  seemed  to  be  coming  in 
fashion  now,  had  been  carried  on  then  with 
great  zeal — these  patriots,  although  all  inter- 
course was  penal,  carried  on  commerce  not- 
withstanding.   Supplies  went  hence,  and  man- 
ufactures were  received  from  Europe.    Now, 
what  reliance  could  be  placed  on  this  patriot- 
ism ?    A  gentleman  from  Vermont  had  told  the 
Senate  at  the  last  session,  that  the  patriotism 
of  Vermont  would  stop  all  exportation  by  land, 
without  the  assistance  of  the  law.    How  had 
it  turned  out  ?  Why,  patriotism,  cannon,  militia, 
and  all  had  not  stopped  it ;  and  although  the 
field-pieces  might  have  stopped  it  on  the  Lakes, 
they  were  absolutely  cutting  new  roads  to  carry 
it  on  by  land.    And  yet  the  gentleman  had  sup- 
posed that  their  patriotism  would  effectually 
stop  it !     Now,  Mr.  H.  wanted  to  know  how  a 
non-intercourse  law  was  to  be  executed  by  us 
with  a  coast  of  fifteen  hundred  miles  open  to 
Great  Britain  by  sea,  and  joining  her  by  land  ? 
Her  goods  would  come  through  our  Courts  of 
Admiralty  by  the  means  of  friendly  captors ; 
they  would  be  brought  in,  condemned,  and  then 
naturalized,  as  Irishmen  are  now  naturalized, 
before  they  have  been  a  month  in  the  country. 
Mr.  Pope  said  it  had  been  his  opinion  this 
morning  that  this  resolution  should  have  been 
referred  to  that  committee,  but  after  what  had 
been  said,  it  was  his  wish  that  some  commer- 
cial gentleman,  whose  knowledge  of  commercial 
subjects  would  enable  him  to  explore  the  wide 
field  taken  by  the  gentleman  from  Connecticut, 
would  have  answered  him.    He  had  hoped,  at 
this  session,  after  the  Presidential  election  was 
decided,  that  all  would  have  dismounted  from 
their  political  hobbies,  that  they  would  have 
been  all  Federalists,  all  Eepublicans,  aU  Amer- 
icans.   When  they  saw  the  ocean  swarming 
with  pirates,  and  commerce  almost  annihilated, 
he  had  hoped  that  the  demon  of  party  spirit 
would  not  have  reared  its  head  within  these 
walls,  but  that  they  would  all  have  mingled 
opinions  and  consulted  the  common  good.    He 
had  heretofore  been  often  charmed  with  the  mat- 
ter-of-fact arguments  of   the  gentleman  from 
Connecticut;  but  on  this  day  the  gentleman 
had  resorted  to  arguments  from  newspapers,  and 
revived  all  the  old  story  of  French  influence, 
in  the  same  breath  in  which  he  begged  them  to 
discard  all  party  feelings  and  discuss  with  can- 
dor.    The  gentleman  had  gone  into  a  wide  field, 
which  Mr.  H.  said  he  would  not  now  explore, 
but  begged  time  till  to-morrow,  when  he  would 
endeavor  to  show  to  the  nation  and  to  the  world 
that  the  arguments  used  by  the  gentleman  in 
favor  of   his  resolution  were    most  weighty 
against  it.    If  patriotism  had  departed  the  land, 
if  the  streams  of  foreign  corruption  had  flowed 
so  far  that  the  people  were  ready  to  rise  in  op- 
position to  their  Government,  it  was  indeed 
time   that  foreign  intercourse    should    cease. 
If  the   spirit  of  1776   were  no  more— if  the 
spirit  of  commercial  speculation  had  surmount- 
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ed  all  patriotism— if  this  was  the  melancholy 
situation  of  the  United  States,  it  was  time  to 
redeem  the  people  from  this  degeneracy,  to  re- 
generate them,  to  cause  them  to  be  born  again 
of  the  spirit  of  1776.  But  he  believed  he  should 
he  able  to  show  that  the  proposition  of  the 
gentleman  from  Connecticut  hardly  merited  the 
respect  or  serious  consideration  of  this  honor- 
able body.  Mr.  P.  said  he  had  expected  that 
in  advocating  his  resolution  the  gentleman 
would  have  told  the  Senate  that  we  should 
go  to  war  with  Great  Britain  and  France ;  that 
he  would  have  risen  with  patriotic  indignation 
and  have  called  for  a  more  efficient  measure. 
But  to  his  surprise,  the  gentleman  had  risen, 
and  with  the  utmost  sang  froid  told  them,  let 
your  ships  go  out,  all's  well,  and  nothing  is  to 
be  apprehended.  Mr.  P.  said  he  would  not  go 
into  the  subject  at  this  moment ;  he  had  but 
risen  to  express  his  feelings  on  the  occasion. 
He  wished  the  subject  postponed,  the  more  he- 
cause  he  wished  to  consult  a  document  just  laid 
on  their  table,  to  see  how  the  memorials  pre- 
sented a  short  time  ago  from  those  whose  cause 
the  gentleman  from  Connecticut  undertook  to 
advocate,  accorded  with  the  sentiments  he  had 
this  day  expressed  for  them. 

Mr.  Lloyd  said  he  considered  the  question 
now  under  discussion  as  one  of  the  most  im- 
portant that  has  occurred  since  the  adoption  of 
the  Eederal  Constitution.  It  is  a  subject,  said 
Mr.  L.,  deeply  implicating,  and  perhaps  deter- 
mining, the  fate  of  the  commerce  and  naviga- 
tion of  our  country;  a  commerce  which  has 
afforded  employment  for  nearly  a  million  and  a 
half  of  tons  of  navigation ;  which  has  found  oc- 
cupation for  hundreds  of  thousands  of  our  citi- 
zens ;  which  has  spread  wealth  and  prosperity 
in  every  region  of  bur  country,  and  which  has 
upheld  the  Government  by  furnishing  the  rev- 
enue for  its  support. 

A  commerce  which  has  yielded  an  annual 
amount  of  exports  exceeding  one  hundred  mil- 
lions of  dollars;  an  amount  of  exports  three 
times  as  great  as  was  possessed  by  the  first 
maritime  and  commercial  nation  of  the  world 
at  the  commencement  of  the  last  century,  when 
her  population  was  double  that  of  the  TJnited 
States  at  this  time  ;  an  amount  of  exports  equal 
to  what  Great  Britain,  with  her  navy  of  a  thou- 
sand ships,  and  with  all  her  boasted  manufac- 
tures, possessed  even  at  so  recent  a  period  as 
within  about  fifteen  years  fi-om  this  date ;  surely 
this  is  a  commerce  not  to  be  trifled  with;  a 
commerce  not  lightly  to  be  offered  up  as  the 
victim  of  fruitless  experiment. 

Our  commerce  has  unquestionably  been  sub- 
ject to  great  embarrassment,  vexation,  and  plun- 
der, from  the  belligerents  of  Europe.  There  is 
no  doubt  but  both  France  and  Great  Britain 
have  violated  the  laws  of  nations,  and  immo- 
lated the  rights  of  neutrals ;  but  there  is,  in  my 
opinion,  a  striking  difference  in  the  circum- 
stances of  the  two  nations ;  the  one,  instigated 
by  a  lawless  thirst  of  universal  domination,  is 
seeking  to  extend  an  iron-handed,  merciless  des- 


potism over  every  region  of  the  globe  ;  while 
the  other  is  fighting  for  her  natale  solum,  for 
the  preservation  of  her  liberties,  and  probably 
for  her  very  existence. 

The  one  professes  to  reluct  at  the  inconveni- 
ence she  occasions  you  by  the  adoption  of  meas- 
ures which  are  declared  to  he  intended  merely 
as  measures  of  retaliation  on  her  enemies,  and 
which  she  avows  she  will  retract  as  soon  as  the 
causes  which  occasion  them  are  withdrawn. 
The  other,  in  addition  to  depredation  and  con- 
flagration, treats  you  with  the  utmost  contumely 
and  disdain  ;  she  admits  not  that  you  possess 
the  rights  of  sovereignty  and  independence,  but 
undertakes  to  legislate  for  you,  and  declares 
that,  whether  you  are  willing  or  nnwilling,  she 
considers  you  as  at  war  with  her  enemy  ;  that 
she  had  arrested  your  property,  and  would  hold 
it  as  bail  for  your  obedience,  until  she  knew 
whether  you  would  servilely  echo  submission  to 
her  mandates. 

There  is  no  doubt  that  the  conduct  of  these 
belligerents  gave  rise  to  the  embargo  ;  but  if 
this  measure  has  been  proved  by  experience  to 
he  inoperative  as  it  regards  them,  and  destruc- 
tive only  as  it  respects  ourselves,  then  every  dic- 
tate of  magnanimity,  of  wisdom,  and  of  pru- 
dence, should  urge  liie  immediate  repeal  of  it. 

The  propriety  of  doing  this  is  now  under  dis- 
cussion. The  proposition  is  a  naked  one  ;  it 
is  unconnected  with  ulterior  measures  ;  and 
gentlemen  who  vote  for  its  repeal  ought  not  to 
be  considered  aa  averse  from,  and  they  are  not 
opposed  to,  the  subsequent  adoption  of  such 
other  measures  as  the  honor  and  the  interest  of 
the  country  may  require. 

In  considering  this  subject,  it  naturally  pre- 
sents itself  under  three  distinct  heads : 

1st.  As  it  respects  the  security  which  it  gave 
to  our  navigation,  and  the  protection  it  offered 
our  seamen,  which  were  the  ostensible  objects 
of  its  adoption. 

2dly.  In  reference  to  its  effect  on  other  na- 
tions, meaning  France  and  Great  Britain,  in  co-  . 
ercing  them  to  adopt  a  more  just  and  honora- 
ble course  of  policy  towards  us  :  and, 

3dly.  As  it  regards  the  effects  which  it  has 
produced  and  will  produce  among  ourselves. 

In  thus  considering  it,  sir,  I  shall  only  make 
a  few  remarks  on  the  first  head.  I  have  no  de- 
sire to  indulge  in  retrospections  ;  the  measure 
was  adopted  by  the  Government ;  if  evil  has 
flowed  from  it,  that  evU  cannot  now  be  recalled. 
If  events  have  proved  it  to  be  a  wise  and  ben- 
eficial measure,  I  am  willing  that  those  to  whom 
it  owes  its  parentage  should  receive  all  the  hon- 
ors that  are  due  to  them ;  but  if  security  to  our 
navigation,  and  protection  to  our  seamen,  were 
the  real  objects  of  the  embargo,  then  it  has 
already  answered  all  the  effects  that  can  be  ex- 
pected from  it.  In  fact,  its  longer  continuance 
will  effectually  counteract  the  objects  of  its  adop- 
tion ;  for  it  is  notorious,  that  each  day  lessens 
the  number  of  our  seamen,  by  their  emigration 
to  foreign  countries,  in  quest  of  that  employ- 
ment and  subsistence  which  they  have  been 
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accustomed  to  find,  but  can  no  longer  procure, 
at  home  ;  and  as  it  regards  our  navigation,  con- 
sidered as  part  of  the  national  property,  it  is  not 
perhaps  very  material  whether  it  is  sunk  in  the 
ocean,  or  whether  it  is  destined  to  hecome  worth- 
less from  lying  and  rotting  at  our  wharves.  In 
either  case,  destruction  is  equally  certain,  it  is 
death  ;  and  the  only  difference  seems  to  be  be- 
tween death  by  a  coup  de  grace,  or  death  after 
having  sustained  the  long-protracted  torments 
of  torture. 

What  effect  has  this  measure  produced  on 
foreign  nations  ?  "What  effect  has  it  produced 
on  France  ? 

The  honorable  gentleman  from  Connecticut 
has  told  you,  and  told  you  truly,  in  an  expose 
presented  by  the  French  Minister  of  Foreign 
Affairs  to  the  Emperor,  that  this  measure  is 
much  applauded  :  it  is  called  a  magnanimous 
measure  of  the  Americans !  And  in  a  conversa- 
tion which  is  stated  to  have  passed  recently  at 
Bayonne,  between  the  Emperor  of  France  and 
an  American  gentleman,  it  is  said,  and  I  believe 
correctly,  that  the  Emperor  expressed  his  ap- 
probation of  the  embargo.  I  have  no  doubt 
that  this  is  the  fact ;  the  measure  is  too  consen- 
taneous with  his  system  of  policy,  not  to  be 
approbated  by  him.  So  long  as  the  extreme 
maritime  preponderancy  of  Great  Britain  shall 
continue,  with  or  without  the  existence  of  an 
American  embargo,  or  with  or  without  the 
British  Orders  in  Council,  France  can  enjoy  but 
very  little  foreign  commerce,  and  that  little  the 
Emperor  of  France  would  undoubtedly  be  will- 
ing to  sacrifice,  provided  that,  by  so  doing,  he 
could  insure  the  destruction  of  a  much  larger 
and  more  valuable  amount  of  British  and  Amer- 
ican commerce. 

It  is  therefore  apparent,  that  this  measure, 
considered  as  a  coercive  measure  against  France, 
is  nugatory  in  the  extreme. 

What,  sir,  are,  or  have  been  its  effects  on 
Great  Britain? 

When  the  embargo  was  first  laid  the  nation 
were  alarmed.  Engaged  in  a  veiy  extended 
and  important  commerce  with  this  country, 
prosecuted  upon  the  most  liberal  and  confiden- 
tial terms,  this  measure,  whether  considered  as 
an  act  of  hostility,  or  as  a  mere  municipal  re- 
strictive regulation,  could  not  but  excite  ap- 
prehension ;  for  most  of  our  writers,  in  relation 
to  her  colonies,  had  impressed  the  belief  of  the 
dependence  of  the  West  India  settlements  on 
the  United  States  for  the  means  of  subsistence. 
Accordingly,  for  several  months  after  the  im- 
position of  the  embargo,  we  find  it  remained  an 
object  of  solicitude  with  them,  nor  have  I  any 
doubt  that  the  Ministry,  at  that  time,  partook 
of  the  national  feeling  ;  for  it  appears,  so  late 
as  June,  that  such  a  disposition  existed  with  the 
British  Ministry,  as  induced  our  Minister  at  the 
Court  of  London  to  entertain  the  belief,  and  to 
make  known  to  his  Government  the  expectation 
he  entertained,  that  an  adjustment  would  taie 
place  of  the  differences  between  this  country 
and  Great  Britain. 


But,  sir,  the  apprehensions  of  the  British  na- 
tion and  Ministry  gi-adually  became  weaker  ; 
the  embargo  had  been  submitted  to  the  never- 
erring  test  of  experience,  and  information  of  its 
real  effects  flowed  in  from  every  quarter. 

It  was  found  that,  instead  of  reducing  the 
West  Indies  by  famine,  the  planters  in  the  West 
Indies,  by  varying  their  process  of  agriculture, 
and  appropriating  a  small  part  of  their  planta- 
tions for  the  raising  of  ground  provisions,  were 
enabled,  without  materially  diminishing  their 
usual  crops  of  produce,  in  a  great  measure  to 
depend  npoifthemselves  for  their  own  means  of 
subsistence. 

The  British  Ministry  also  became  acquainted 
about  this  time  (June)  with  the  unexpected  and 
unexampled  prosperity  of  their  colonies  of  Can- 
ada and  Nova  Scotia.  It  was  perceived  that 
one  year  of  an  American  embargo  was  worth  to 
them  twenty  years  of  peace  or  war  under  any 
other  circumstances;  that  the  usual  order  of 
things  was  reversed  ;  that  in  lieu  of  American 
merchants  making  estates  from  the  use  of  Brit- 
ish merchandise  and  British  capital,  the  Cana- 
dian merchants  were  making  fortunes  of  from 
ten  to  thirty  or  forty  thousand  pounds  in  a  year, 
from  the  use  of  American  merchandise  and 
American  capital :  for  it  is  notorious,  that  great 
supplies  of  lumber,  and  pot  and  pearl  ashes, 
have  been  transported  from  the  American  to 
the  British  side  of  the  Lakes  ;  this  merchan- 
dise, for  want  of  competition,  the  Canadian 
merchant  bought  at  a  very  reasonable  rate,  sentj 
it  to  his  correspondents  in  England,  and  drew 
exchange  against  the  shipments  ;  the  bUls  for 
which  exchange  he  sold  to  the  merchants  of  the 
United  States  for  specie,  transported  by  wagon 
loads  at  noon-day,  from  the  banks  in  the  Unit- 
ed States,  over  the  borders  into  Canada.  And 
thus  was  the  Canadian  merchant  enabled,  with 
the  assistance  only  of  a  good  credit,  to  cany  on 
an  immensely  extended  and  beneficial  com- 
merce, without  the  necessary  employment,  on 
his  part,  of  a  single  cent  of  his  own  capital. 

About  this  time,  also,  the  revolution  in  Spain 
developed  itself.  The  British  Ministry  foresaw 
the  advantage  this  would  be  to  them,  and  im- 
mediately formed  a  coalition  with  the  patriots : 
by  doing  this,  they  secured  to  themselves,  in 
despite  of  their  enemies,  an  accessible  channel 
of  communication  with  the  Continent.  They 
must  also  have  been  convinced,  that  if  the  Span- 
iards did  not  succeed  in  Europe,  the  Colonies 
would  declare  thetaiselves  independent  of  the 
mother  country,  and  rely  on  the  maritime  force 
of  Great  Britain  for  their  protection,  and  thus 
would  they  have  opened  to  them  an  incalcu- 
lably advantageous  mart  for  their  commerce  and 
manufactures  ;  for,  having  joined  the  Spaniards 
without  stipulation,  they  undoubtedly  expected 
to  reap  their  reward  in  the  exclusive  commer- 
cial privileges  that  would  be  accorded  to  them ; 
nor  were  they  desirous  to  seek  competitors  for 
the  favor  of  the  Spaniards  :  if  they  could  keep 
the  navigation,  the  enterprise,  and  the  capital  of 
the  United  States  from  an  interference   with 
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them,  it  was  their  interest  to  do  it,  and  they 
"would,  from  this  circumstance,  probably  consid- 
er a  one,  two,  or  three  years'  continuance  of  the 
embargo  as  a  boon  to  them. 

Mr.  Smith,  of  Maryland,  said  he  was  not  pre- 
pared to  go  as  largely  into  this  subject  as  it  mer- 
ited, having  neither  documents  nor  papers  be- 
fore him.  He  would  therefore  only  take  ^ 
short  view  of  it  in  his  way,  and  endeavor  to  re- 
but a  part  of  the  argument  of  the  gentleman 
from  Massachusetts,  and  perhaps  to  notice  some 
of  the  observations  of  the  gentleman  from  Con- 
necticut. He  perfectly  agreed  with  the  latter 
gentleman  that  this  subject  ought  to  be  taken 
up  with  coolness,  and  with  temper,  and  he  could 
have  wished  that  the  gentleman  fi-om  Connecti- 
cut would  have  been  candid  enough  to  pursue 
that  course  which  he  had  laid  down  for  others. 
Had  he  done  it?  No.  In  the  course  of  the 
discussion,  the  gentleman  had  charged  it  upon 
some  one,  he  knew  not  whom,  that  there  was 
a  disposition  to  break  down  commerce  for  the 
purpose  of  erecting  manufactures  on  its  ruins. 
If  this  was  the  disposition  of  those  who  had  ad- 
vocated the  embargo,  Mr.  S.  said  he  was  not 
one  to  go  with  them,  and  perfectly  correspond- 
ed with  the  gentleman  in  saying  that  such  a 
plan  would  be  extremely  injurious;  that  possi- 
bly it  could  not  be  enforced  in  the  United 
States ;  and  that,  if  it  could,  merchants  would 
conceive  themselves  highly  aggrieved  by  it. 
But  the  gentleman's  ideas  had  no  foundation. 
^Mr.  S.  said  he  had  before  seen  it  in  newspapers, 
but  had  considered  it  a  mere  electioneering 
trick;  that  nothing  like  common  sense  or 
reason  was  meant  by  it,  and  nobody  believed  it. 
The  gentleman  surely  did  not  throw  out  this 
suggestion  by  way  of  harmonizing ;  for  nothing 
could  be  more  calculated  to  create  heat. 

The  gentleman  last  up,  throughout  his  argu- 
ment, had  gone  upon  the  gi-ound  that  it  is  the 
embargo  which  has  prevented  all  our  com- 
merce ;  that,  if  the  embai'go  were  removed,  we 
might  pursue  it  in  the  same  manner  as  if  the 
commerce  of  the  whole  world  was  open  to  us. 
If  the  gentleman  could  have  shown  this,  he 
would  have  gone  with  him  heart  and  hand ;  but 
it  did  not  appear  to  him  that,  were  the  embar- 
go taken  off  to-morrow,  any  commerce  of  mo- 
ment could  be  pursued.  Mr.  S.  said  he  was  not 
certain  that  it  might  not  be  a  wise  measure  to 
take  off  the  embargo ;  but  he  was  certain  that 
some  other  measure  should  be  taken  before 
they  thought  of  taking  that.  And  he  had 
hoped  that  gentlemen  would  have  told  them 
what  measure  should  have  been  taken  before 
they  removed  the  embargo.  Not  so,  however. 
A  naked  proposition  was  before  them  to  take 
off  the  embargo  ;  and  were  that  agreed  to,  and 
the  property  of  America  subject  to  depredations 
by  both  the  belligerents,  they  would  be  fore- 
closed from  taking  any  measure  at  all  for  its 
defence.  For  this  reason  this  resolution  should 
properly  have  gone  originally  to  the  committee 
on  the  resolution  of  the  gentleman  from  Vir- 
ginia, (Mr.  GiLBs.'t 


Mr.  8.  said  he  was  not  prepared  for  a  long 
discussion,  he  should  take  but  a  short  view. 
He  would  not  go  back  to  see  which  nation  had 
been  the  first  offender.    He  was  not  the  apolo- 
gist of  any  nation,  but,  he  trusted,  a  fe^s^ent  de- 
fender of  the  rights,  honor,  and  interests  of  his 
own  country.    By  the  decrees  of  France  every 
vessel  bound  to  or  from  Great  Britain,  was  de- 
clared good  prize.     And  BtiU  further ;  if  spoken 
alone  by  any  British  vessel,  they   were  con- 
demned in  the  French  prize  courts.     When  a 
vessel  arrived  in  the  ports  of  France,  Mr.  S. 
said,  bribery  and  corruption  were  made  use  of 
in  order  to  effect  her  condemnation.    Every 
sailor  on  board  was  separately  examined  as  to 
what  had  happened  in  the  course  of  the  voyage; 
they  were  told,  yon  will  have  one-third  of  the 
vessel  and  cargo  as  your  portion  of  the  prize- 
money,  if  you  will  say  that  your  vessel  has 
touched  at  a  British  port  or  has  been  visited 
by  a  British  cruiser.     Of  course  then,  by  the 
decrees    of   France,    all    American    property 
that  floats  is  subject  to  condemnation  by  the 
French,  if  it  had  come  in  contact  with  British 
hands.     Were  gentlemen  willing  to  submit  to 
this :   to  raise   the  embargo,  and  subject  our 
trade  to  this  depredation  ?    Yes,  said  the  gen- 
tleman from   Connecticut,   who  was  willing, 
however,  that  our  ships  should  arm  and  defend 
themselves.     Mr.  S.  said   that  he  had  hoped 
the  honorable  gentleman  would  have  gone  fur- 
ther, and  said  not  only  that  he  would  in  this 
case  permit  our  vessels  to  defend  themselves,  but 
to  make  good  prize  of  any  vessel  which  should 
impede  the  trade  admitted  by  the  laws  of  na- 
tions.   But  the  gentleman  had  stopped  short 
of  this. 

By  the  orders  in  Council,  now  made  law, 
(said  Mr.  S.,)  aU  neutrals — all  neutrals,  this  is  a 
mere  word  ad  captandum,  as  it  is  well  known 
there  is  no  neutral  commerce  but  American — 
all  American  vessels,  then,  bound  to  France,  or 
countries  in  alliance  with  her,  are  made  good 
prize  in  the  British  courts.  When  bound  to 
any  part  of  the  continent  of  Europe,  or  any 
possessions  in  Turkey  or  Asia,  they  are  a  good 
prize,  Sweden  alone  excepted.  We  are  then 
permitted  to  trade— fcfr  it  is  a  permission  to 
trade,  since  we  must  acknowledge  ourselves 
indebted  to  her  for  any  she  permits — we  are 
graciously  permitted  to  go  to  Sweden,  to  which 
country  our  whole  exports  amount  to  $56,157 ! 
This  petty  trade  is  generously  permitted  us  as 
a  boon,  and  this  boon  will  be  struck  off  the  list 
of  permission,  the  moment  any  difference  arises 
between  Great  Britain  and  Sweden.  I  am 
aware,  sir,  that  gentlemen  will  say  this  may  re- 
quire explanation.  I  will  give  it  to  them. 
Great  Britain  says  you  shall  not  trade  to  any 
of  the  countries  I  have  interdicted  till  you  have 
my  leave ;  pay  me  a  duty  and  then  you  may 
go  to  any  port ;  pay  me  a  tribute,  and  then  you 
shall  have  my  license  to  trade  to  any  ports 
you  choose.  What  is  this  tribute  ?  Not  having 
the  documents  before  me,  I  may  make  an  error 
of  a  fraction,  but  in  the  principle  I  anj  correct. 
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On  the  article  of  flour,  they  tell  us,  you  may 
bring  flour  to  Great  Britain  from  America,  land 
it,  and,  if  you  re-export  it,  pay  into  our  treasury 
two  dollars  on  every  barrel.  For  every  barrel 
of  flour  which  we  send  to  Spain,  Portugal,  or 
Italy,  where  the  gentleman  from  Massachusetts 
has  correctly  told  us  much  of  it  is  consumed, 
little  of  it  being  used  in  Great  Britain  or  France, 
you  must  pay  two  dollars  besides  your  freight 
and  insurance.  And  this  tribute  is  to  be  paid 
for  a  permission  to  trade.  Are  gentlemen  will- 
ing to  submit  to  this? 

On  the  article  of  wheat,  exported,  you  must 
pay  in  Great  Britain  a  duty  of,  I  believe,  two 
shillings  sterling  a  bushel,  before  it  can  be  re- 
exported. On  the  important  article  of  cotton 
they  have  charged  a  duty  on  its  exportation  of 
nine  pence  sterhng  per  lb.,  equal  to  the  whole 
value  of  the  article  itself  in  Georgia  or  South 
Carolina.  This  is  in  addition  to  the  usual  im- 
port duty  of  two  pence  in  the  pound.  Thus, 
if  we  wish  to  go  to  the  Continent,  we  may  go 
on  condition  of  paying  a  tribute  equal  to  the 
value  of  the  cotton,  in  addition  to  risk  or  in- 
surance. It  is  generally  understood  that  two- 
thirds  of  the  cotton  exported  by  us,  may  be 
consumed  in  England,  when  all  her  manufac- 
tures are  in  good  work.  On  the  remaining 
third  the  people  of  the  Southern  country  are 
subject  to  a  tribute — on  twenty  miUions  of 
pounds,  at  the  rate  of  17  cents  per  pound.  Let 
this  be  calculated,  and  it  will  be  seen  what  tax 
we  must  pay  for  leave  to  sell  that  article. 

The  English  Orders  had  told  us  we  might 
trader  usual  with  the  West  India  Islands ;  but 
now,  believing  no  doubt  that  this  Government 
has  not  strength  or  energy  in  itself  to  maintain 
any  system  long,  what  has  she  done?  Pro- 
claimed a  blockade  on  the  remaining  islands  of 
France,  so  that  we  are  now  confined  to  British 
islands  alone !  We  are  restricted  from  trading 
there  by  blockade,  and  what  security  have  we, 
that  if  the  embargo  be  taken  ofi^ — ^for  I  wish  it 
were  off:  no  man  suffers  more  from  it,  in  pro- 
portion to  his  capital,  than  I  do ;  but  I  stand 
here  the  Eepresentative  of  the  people,  and  must 
endeavor  to  act  in  such  a  manner  as  will  best 
secure  their  interests ;  and  I  pledge  myself  to 
join  heart  and  hand  with  gentlemen  to  take  it 
off,  whenever  we  can  have  a  safe  and  honorable 
trade — that,  from  our  submitting  to  these  inter- 
dictions, as  a  right  of  Great  Britain,  she  may 
not  choose  to  interdict  all  trade,  she  being  om- 
nipotent, and  sole  mistress  of  the  ocean,  as  we 
were  told  by  the  gentleman  from  Connecticut. 
I  have  seen  a  late  English  pamphlet,  called 
"Hints  to  both  Parties,"  said  to  be  by  a  minis- 
terial writer,  to  this  effect:  that  Great  Britain, 
having  command  over  all  the  seas,  conld  and 
ought  to  exclude  and  monopolize  the  trade  of 
the  world  to  herself.  This  pamphlet  goes  criti- 
cally into  an  examination  of  the  subject;  says 
that  by  a  stroke  of  policy  she  can  cut  us  off 
from  our  extensive  trade ;  that  she  has  the 
power,  and,  having  the  power,  she  ought  to 
doit. 


Ttjesdat,  November  22. 
The  Embargo. 

Mr.  MooEE  said  the  gentleman  from  Con- 
necticut had  asked  if  the  embargo  had  been 
productive  of  the  consequences  eg)ected  to  re- 
sult from  it  when  passed  ?  Had  it  not  been 
more  injurious  to  the  United  States  than  to 
foreign  nations?  It  is  certainly  true  (said  Mr. 
M.)  that  it  has  not  been  productive  of  all  the 
effects  expected  by  those  who  were  its  advo- 
cates when  it  passed,  but  it  has  not  had  a  fair 
experiment.  »The  law  has  been  violated,  and 
an  fllicit  commerce  carried  on,  by  which  the 
belligerents  have  received  such  supplies  as  to 
have  partially  prevented  its  good  effects. 

The  publications  throughout  the  United 
States,  and  thence  in  England,  that  the  em- 
bargo conld  not  be  maintained,  have  induced 
the  belligerents  to  believe  that  we  wanted  en- 
ergy, and  that  we  are  too  fluctuating  in  our 
councils  to  persevere  in  a  measure  which  re- 
quires privations  from  the  people.  Under 
these  circumstances,  it  appears  to  me  that  the 
embargo  has  not  had  a  fair  triaL  I  have  ever 
been  of  opinion  that  the  only  warfare  which  - 
we  could  ever  carry  on  to  advantage,  must  be 
commercial ;  and,  but  for  evasions  and  miscal- 
culations on  our  weakness,  we  should  before 
this  have  been  suffered  to  pursue  our  accus- 
tomed trade. 

It  has  been  asked  whether  the  embargo  has 
not  operated  more  on  the  United  States  than 
on  the  European  Powers  ?  In  estimating  this, 
it  will  be  proper  to  take  into  consideration  the 
evils  prevented,  as  well  as  the  injury  done  by 
the  embargo.  1£  the  embargo  had  not  passed, 
is  it  not  certain  that  the  whole  produce  of  the 
United  States  would  have  invited  attack  and 
offered  a  bait  to  the  rapacity  of  the  belligerent 
cruisers?  If  a  few  have  accidentally  escaped 
them,  it  is  no  evidence  that,  if  the  embargo 
had  not  been  laid,  the  whole  would  not  havo 
been  in  the  hands  of  the  belligerents.  That 
both  belligerents  have  manifested  hostilities  by 
edicts  which  prostrated  our  commerce,  will  not 
be  denied  by  any  gentleman.  Great  Britain, 
on  a  former  occasion,  passed  an  order,  sent  it 
out  secretly,  and  before  our  Minister  was  ofli- 
ciaUy  notified,  it  was  in  full  operation.  Their 
late  orders  included  aU  our  commerce  which 
was  afloat.  Was  it  not  to  be  expected  that 
such  would  have  been  the  policy  of  Great 
Britain  in  this  case,  and  such  our  proportionate 
loss,  if  the  embargo  had  not  been  laid,  and  thus 
snatched  this  valuable  commerce  from  their 
grasp? 

Wednesday,  November  23. 
The  Embmgo. 
Mr.  Obawfoed  said  that  one  of  the  objects  of 
the  gentleman  from  Connecticut  was,  no  doubt, 
to  obtain  information  of  the  effects  of  the  em- 
bargo system  from  every  part  of  the  United 
States.  This  information  was  very  desirable  at 
the  present  time,  to  assist  the  Councils  of  the 
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nation  in  an  opinion  of  the  course  proper  to  be 
pursued  iu  relation  to  it.  A  Government  found- 
ed, lilie  ours,  on  the  principle  of  the  will  of  the 
nation,  which  subsisted  but  by  it,  should  be  at- 
tentive as  far  as  possible  to  the  feelings  and 
wishes  of  the  people  over  whom  they  presided. 
He  did  not  say  that  the  Eepresentatives  of  a 
free  people  ought  to  yield  implicit  obedience  to 
any  portion  of  the  people  who  may  believe  them 
to  act  erroneously ;  but  their  will,  when  fairly 
expressed,  ought  to  have  great  weight  on  a  Gov- 
ernment like  ours.  The  Senate  had  received 
several  descriptions  of  the  effects  produced  by 
the  embargo  in  the  eastern  section  of  the  Union. 
As  the  Representative  of  another  extreme  of 
this  nation,  Mr.  0.  said  he  conceived  it  his  duty 
to  give  a  fair,  faithful,  and  candid  representa- 
tion of  the  sentiments  of  the  people  whom  he 
had  the  honor  to  represent.  It  was  always 
the  duty  of  a  Representative  to  examine 
whether  the  effects  expected  from  any  given 
measure,  had  or  had  not  been  produced.  If 
this  were  a  general  duty,  how  much  more  im- 
periously was  it  their  duty  at  this  time !  Every 
one  admitted  that  considerable  sufferings  have 
been  undergone,  and  much  more  was  now  to 
be  borne. 

Gentlemen  have  considered  this  subject,  gen- 
erally, in  a  two-fold  view,  (said  Mr.  0.,)  as  to  its 
effects  on  ourselves,  and  as  to  its  effects  on  foreign 
nations.  I  think  this  a  proper  and  correct 
division  of  the  subject,  because  we  are  certainly 
more  interested  in  the  effects  of  the  measure 
on  ourselves  than  on  other  nations.  I  shall 
therefore  thus  pursue  the  subject. 

It  is  in  vain  to  deny  that  this  is  not  a  pros- 
perous time  in  the  United  States;  that  our 
situation  is  neither  promising  nor  flattering.  It 
is  impossible  to  say  that  we  have  suffered  no 
privations  in  the  year  1808,  or  that  there  is  a 
general  spirit  of  content  throughout  the  United 
States ;  but  I  am  very  far  from  believing  that 
there  is  a  general  spirit  of  discontent.  When- 
ever the  measures  of  the  Government  imme- 
diately affect  the  interest  of  any  considerable 
portion  of  its  citizens,  discontents  wiU  arise, 
however  great  the  benefits  which  are  expected 
from  such  measures.  One  discontented  man 
excites  more  attention  than  a  thousand  con- 
tented men,  and  hence  the  number  of  discon- 
tented is  always  overrated.  In  the  country 
which  I  represent,  I  believe  no  measure  is  more 
applauded  or  more  cheerfully  submitted  to  than 
the  embargo.  It  has  been  viewed  there  as  the 
only  alternative  to  avoid  war.  It  is  a. measure 
which  is  enforced  in  that  country  at  every 
sacrifice.  At  the  same  time  that  I  make  this 
declaration,  I  am  justified  in  asserting  that 
there  is  no  section  of  the  Union  whose  inter- 
ests are  more  immediately  affected  by  the  meas- 
ure than  the  Southern  States— than  the  State  of 
Georgia. 

We  have  been  told  by  an  honorable  gentle- 
man, who  has  declaimed  with  great  force  and 
eloquence  against  this  measure,  that  great  part 
of  the  produce  of  the  Eastern  country  has  found 


its  way  into  market ;  that  new  ways  have  been 
cut  open,  and  produce  has  found  its  way  out. 
Not  so  with  us;  we  raise  no  provisions,  except 
a  small  quantity  of  rice,  for  exportation.  The 
production  of  our  lands  lies  on  our  bands.  "We 
have  suffered,  and  now  suffer ;  yet  we  have 
not  complained. 

The  fears  of  the  Southern  States  particularly 
have  been  addressed  by  the  gentleman   from 
Connecticut,  by  a  declaration  that  Great  Britain, 
whose  fleets  cover  the   ocean,   wUl   certainly 
find  a  source  from  which  to  procure  supplies  of 
those  raw  materials  which  she  ha.s  heretofore 
been  in  the  habit  of  receiving  from  us ;  and 
that  having  thus  found  another  market,  when 
we  have  found  the  evil  of  our  ways,  she  will 
turn  a  deaf  ear  to  us.    By  way  of  exemplifica- 
tion, the  gentleman  cited  a  familiar  example  of 
a  man  buying  butter  from  his  neighbors.     It 
did  not  appear  to  me  that  this  butter  story  re- 
ceived a  very  happy  elucidation.     In  the  coun- 
try in  which  he  lives  there  are  so  many  buyers 
and  so  many  sellers  of  butter,  that  no  difficulty 
results  from  a  change  of  purchasers  or  custom- 
ers.    Not  so  with  our  raw  material.   Admitting 
that  Britain  can  find  other  markets  with  ease, 
there  is  still  a  great  distinction  between  this 
and  the  gentleman's  butter  case.     When  a  man 
sells  butter  he  receives  money  or  supplies  in 
payment  for  it.     His  wants  and  wishes  and 
those  of  his  purchasers  are  so  reciprocal,  that 
no  difficulty  can  ever  arise.    But  Great  Britain 
must  always  purchase  raw  materials  of  those 
who  purchase  her  manufactures.     It  is  not  to 
oblige  us  that  she  takes  our  raw  materials,  but 
it  is  because  we  take  her  manufactures  in  ex- 
change.   So  long  as  this  state  of  things  con- 
tinues, so  long  they  wUl  continue  to  resort  to 
our  market.     I  have  considered  the  gentleman's 
argument  on  this  point  as  applied  to  the  feelings 
of  the  Southern  country.     No  article  exported 
from  the  United  States  equals  cotton  in  amount. 
If  then  we  are  wiUing  to  run  the  risk,  I  trust 
no  other  part  of  the  United  States  will  hesitate 
on  this  subject. 

Another  reason  offered  by  the  gentleman  from 
Connecticut,  and  a  substantial  one  if  true,  is, 
that  this  measure  cannot  be  executed.  K  this 
be  the  case,  it  is  certainly  in  vain  to  persevere 
in  it,  for  the  non-execution  of  any  public  law 
must  have  a  bad  tendency  on  the  morals  of  the 
people.  But  the  facility  with  which  the  gen- 
tleman represents  these  laws  to  have  been 
evaded,  proves  that  the  morals  of  the  evaders 
could  not  have  been  very  sound  when  the 
measure  was  adopted;  for  a  man  trained  to 
virtue  will  not,  whatever  facility  exists,  on  that 
account,  step  into  the  paths  of  error  and  vice. 

Although  I  beheve  myself  that  this  measure 
has  not  been  properly  executed,  nor  in  that  way 
in  which  the  situation  of  our  country  might  rea- 
sonably have  induced  us  to  expect,  yet  it  has 
been  so  far  executed  as  to  produce  some  good 
effect.  So  far  as  the  orders  and  decrees  remain 
in  full  force,  so  far  it  has  failed  of  the  effect 
hoped  from  it.    But  it  has  produced  a  consider- 
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able  effect,  as  I  shall  attempt  to  show  here- 
after. 

In  commenting  on  this  part  of  the  gentle- 
man's observations,  it  becomes  proper  to  notice, 
not  an  insinuation,  but  a  positive  declaration 
that  the  secret  intention  of  laying  the  embargo 
was  to  destroy  commerce ;  and  was  in  a  state 
of  hostility  to  the  avowed  intention.  This 
certainly  is  a  heavy  charge.  In  a  Government 
like  this,  we  should  act  openly,  honestly,  and 
candidly ;  the  people  ought  to  Jmow  their  situa- 
tion, and  the  views  of  those  who  conduct  their 
afeirs.  It  is  the  worst  of  political  dishonesty 
to  adopt  a  measure,  and  offer  that  reason  as  a 
motive  for  it  which  is  not  the  true  and  substan- 
tial one.  The  true  and  substantial  reason  for 
the  embargo,  the  gentleman  says  he  beheves, 
was  to  destroy  commerce,  and  on  its  ruins  to 
raise  up  domestic  manufactures.  This  idea,  I 
think,  though  not  expressly  combated  by  the 
observations  of  the  gentleman  from  Delaware, 
(Mr.  White,)  was  substantially  refuted  by  him. 
That  gentleman,  with  great  elegance  and  some- 
thing of  sarcasm,  applied  to  the  House  to  know 
how  the  Treasury  would  be  filled  in  the  next 
year ;  and  observed  that  the  "  present  incum- 
bent of  the  Presidential  palace  "  would  not  dare 
to  resort  to  a  direct  tax,  because  a  former  Ad- 
ministration had  done  so  and  felt  the  effects  of 
it,  insinuating  that  the  present  Administration 
did  not  possess  courage  enough  to  attempt  it. 
Now,  I  ask,  if  they  dare  not  resort  to  a  direct 
tax,  excise  laws,  and  stamp  acts,  where  wiU 
they  obtain  money  ?  In  what  way  will  the  public 
coffers  be  filled  ?  The  gentleman  must  acknowl- 
edge that  aU  our  present  revenue  is  derived  from 
commerce,  and  must  continue  to  be  so,  except 
resort  be  had  to  a  direct  tax,  and  the  gentleman 
says  we  have  not  courage  enough  for  that.  The 
gentleman  from  Connecticut  must  suppose,  if  the 
gentleman  from  Delaware  be  correct,  that  the 
Administration  seeks  its  own  destruction.  We 
must  have  revenue,  and  yet  are  told  that  we  wish 
to  destroy  the  only  way  in  which  it  can  be  had, 
except  by  a  direct  tax ;  a  resort  to  which,  it  is 
asserted,  would  drive  us  from  the  public  service. 

But  we  are  told,  with  a  grave  face,  that  a  dis- 
position is  manifested  to  make  this  measure  per- 
manent. The  States  who  call  themselves 
commercial  States,  when  compared  with  the 
Southern  States,  may  emphatically  be  caUed 
manufacturing  States.  The  Southern  States  are 
not  manufacturing  States,  whUe  the  great  com- 
mercial States  are  absolutely  the  manufacturing 
States.  If  this  embargo  system  were  intended 
to  be  permanent,  those  commercial  States  would 
be  benefited  by  the  exchange,  to  the  injury  of 
the  Southern  States.  It  is  impossible  for  us  to 
find  a  market  for  our  produce  but  by  foreign 
commerce;  and  whenever  a  change  of  the  kind 
alluded  to  is  made,  that  change  will  operate  to 
the  injury  of  the  Southern  States  more  than  to 
the  injury  of  the  commercial  States,  so  called. 

But  another  secret  motive  vrith  which  the 
Government  is  charged  to  have  been  actuated 
is,  that  this  measure  was  intended  and  is  calcu- 


lated to  promote  the  interests  of  France.  To 
be  sure  none  of  the  gentlemen  have  expressly 
said  that  we  are  under  French  inflaence,  but  a 
resort  is  had  to  the  expose  of  the  French  Minis- 
ter, and  a  deduction  thence  made  that  the 
embargo  was  laid  at  the  wish  of  Bonaparte. 
The  gentleman  from  Connecticut  told  us  of  this 
expos^  for  this  purpose;  and  the  gentleman 
from  Massachusetts  appeared  to  notice  it  with 
the  same  view.  , 

Now  we  are  told  that  there  is  no  danger  of 
war,  except  it  be  because  we  have  understood 
that  Bonaparre  has  said  there  shall  be  no  neu- 
trals; and  that,  if  we  repeal  the  embargo,  we 
may  expect  that  he  will  make  war  on  us.  And 
this  is  the  only  source  frt)m  whence  the  gentle- 
man could  see  any  danger  of  war.  If  tbis  de- 
claration against  neutrality  which  is  atfributed 
to  the  Gallic  Emperor  be  true,  and'it  may  be  so, 
his  Galhc  Majesty  could  not  pursue  a  more  di- 
rect course  to  effect  his  own  wishes  than  to  de- 
clare that  our  embargo  had  been  adopted  under 
his  influence.  And  unless  the  British  Minister 
had  more  political  sagacity  than  the  gentleman 
who  offered  the  evidence  of  the  expose  in  proof 
of  the  charge,'  it  would  produce  the  very  end 
which  those  gentlemen  wished  to  avoid — a  war 
with  Great  Britain ;  for  she  would  commence 
the  attack  could  she  believe  this  country  under 
the  influence  of  France.  I  would  just  as  much 
beheve  in  the  sincerity  of  that  expose,  as  Mr. 
Canning's  sincerity,  when  he  says  titat  his  Ma- 
jesty would  gladly  make  any  sacrifice  to  restore 
to  the  commerce  of  the  United  States  its  wonted 
activity.  No  man  in  the  nation  is  siUy  enough 
to  be  gulled  by  these  declarations;  but,  from 
the  use  made  of  them,  we  should  be  led  to  think 
otherwise,  were  it  not  for  the  exercise  of  our 
whole  stock  of  charity.  Now,  I  cannot  beheve 
that  any  man  in  this  nation  does  believe  in  the 
sincerity  of  Mr.  Canning's  expressions,  or  that 
Bonaparte  believes  that  the  embargo  was  laid 
to  promote  his  interest.  I  cannot  believe  that 
there  is  any  man  in  this  nation  who  does  can- 
didly and  seriously  entertain  such  an  opinion. 

The  gentleman  from  Massachusetts  says  it  is 
true  that  a  considerable  alarm  was  excited  in 
England  when  the  news  of  the  embargo  arrived 
there ;  that  they  had  been  led  to  believe,  from 
their  writers  and  speakers,  that  a  discontinuance 
of  their  intercourse  with  this  country  would  be 
productive  of  most  injurious  consequences ;  but 
that  they  were  now  convinced  that  all  their 
writers  and  statesmen  were  mistaken,  and  that 
she  can  suffer  a  discontinuance  of  intercotu-se 
without  being  convulsed  or  suffering  at  all.  To 
believe  this  requires  a  considerable  portion  of 
credulity,  especially  when  the  most  intelligent 
men  affirm  to  the  contrary.  In  the  last  of 
March  or  the  first  of  April  last,  we  find,  on  an 
examination  of  merchants  at  the  Bar  of  the 
British  House  of  Commons,  that  the  most  posi- 
tive injury  must  result  from  a  continuance  of 
non-intercourse.  It  is  not  possible  that  our 
merchants  on  this  side  of  the  water,  however 
intelligent  they  maybe,  can  be  as  well  acquaint- 
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ed  with  the  interests  of  Great  Britain  as  her 
most  intelligent  merchants.  This  alarm,  how- 
ever, the  gentleman  has  told  us,  continued 
through  the  spring  and  dissipated  in  the  summer. 
It  is  very  easy  to  discover  the  cause  of  the  dis- 
sipation of  this  alarm.  It  was  not  because  the 
loss  of  intercourse  was  not  calculated  to  produce 
an  effect,  but  it  proceeded  from  an  adventitious 
cause,  which  could  not  have  been  anticipated — 
the  revolution  in  Spain ;  and  there  is  no  intelli- 
gent man  who  will  not  acknowledge  its  injurious 
effects  on  our  concerns.  No  sooner  did  the 
British  Ministers  see  a  probability  that  the 
struggle  between  the  Spanish  patriots  and 
France  would  be  maintained,  than  they  conceived 
hopes  that  they  might  find  other  supplies ;  and 
then  they  thought  they  might  give  to  the  people 
an  impulse  by  interesting  the  nation  in  the  affairs 
of  Spain,  which  would  render  lighter  the  effects 
of  our  embargo.  This  is  the  cause  of  the  change 
in  Mr.  Oanning's  language ;  for  every  gentleman 
in  the  House  knows  that  a  very  material  change 
took  place  in  it  in  the  latter  part  of  the  summer. 
If  then  the  embargo  has  not  produced  the  effects 
calculated  from  it,  we  have  every  reason  to  be- 
lieve that  its  failure  to  produce  these  effects  has 
been  connected  with  causes  wholly  adventitious, 
and  which  may  give  way  if  the  nation  adheres 
to  the  measure.  If,  however,  there  be  any  prob- 
ability that  these  causes  will  be  continued  for 
a  long  time,  we  ought  to  abandon  it.  I  am  not 
in  favor  of  continuing  any  measure  of  this  kind, 
except  there  be  a  probability  of  its  producing 
some  effect  on  those  who  make  it  necessary  for 
us  to  exercise  this  act  of  self-denial.  When  I 
first  saw  the  account  of  the  revolution  in  Spain, 
my  fears  were  excited  lest  it  should  produce 
the  effect  which  it  has  done.  As  soon  as  I  saw 
the  stand  made  by  the  Spanish  patriots,  I  was 
apprehensive  that  it  might  buoy  up  the  British 
nation  under  the  sufferings  arising  from  the 
effects  of  their  iniquitous  orders,  which,  com- 
pared with  the  sufferings  which  we  ourselves 
have  borne,  have  been  as  a  hundred  to  one. 
If  there  be  evidence  that  the  effects  of  this  meas- 
ure will  yet  be  counteracted  by  recent  events 
in  Spain,  I  will  abandon  it,  but  its  substitute 
should  be  war,  and  no  ordinary  war — I  say  this 
notwithstanding  the  petitions  in  the  other 
branch  of  the  Legislature,  and  the  resolutions 
of  a  State  Legislature  which  have  lately  been 
published.  When  I  read  the  resolutions,  called 
emphatically  the  Essex  resolutions,  I  blush  for 
■the  disgrace  they  reflect  on  my  country.  We 
are  told  there  that  this  nation  has  no  just  cause 
of  complaint  against  Great  Britain;  and  that 
all  our  eomplaints  are  a  mere  pretext  for  war. 
I  blush  that  any  man  belonging  to  the  great 
American  family  should  be  so  debased,  so  de- 
graded, so  lost  to  every  generous  and  national 
feelmg,  as  to  mak«  a  declaration  of  this  kind. 
It  is  debasing  to  the  national  character. 

How  are  these  orders  and  decrees  to  be  op- 
posed but  by  war,  except  we  keep  without  their 
reach?  If  the  embargo  produces  a  repeal  of 
lihese  -edicts,  we  effect  it  without  going  to  war. 


Whenever  we  repeal  the  embargo  we  are  at  war, 
or  we  abandon  our  neutral  rights.  It  is  impos- 
sible to  take  the  middle  ground,  and  say  that 
we  do  not  abandon  them  by  trading  with  Great 
Britain  alone.  Ton  must  submit,  or  oppose 
force  to  force.  Can  arming  our  merchant  ves- 
sels, by  resisting  the  whole  navy  of  Great 
Britain,  oppose  force  to  force  8  It  is  impossible. 
The  idea  is  absurd. 

By  way  of  ridiculing  the  embargo,  the  gentle- 
man from  Connecticut,  in  his  familiar  way,  has 
attempted  to  expose  this  measure.  He  eluci- 
dated it  by  one  of  those  familiar  examples  by 
which  he  generally  exemplifies  his  precepts. 
He  says  your  neighbor  tells  you  that  you  shall 
not  trade  with  another  neighbor,  and  you  say 
you  will  not  trade  at  all.  Now  this,  he  says, 
is  very  magnanimous,  but  it  is  a  kind  of  magnar 
nimity  with  which  he  is  not  acquainted.  Now 
let  us  see  the  magnanimity  of  that  gentleman, 
and  see  if  it  savors  more  of  true  magnanimity 
than  our  course.  Great  Britain  and  France  each 
say  that  we  shall  not  trade  with  the  other. 
We  say  we  will  not  trade  with  either  of  them, 
because  we  believe  our  trade  will  be  important 
to  both  of  them.  The  gentleman  says  it  is  a 
poor  way  of  defending  the  national  rights.  Sup- 
pose we  pursue  his  course.  Great  Britain  says 
we  shall  not  trade  to  France ;  we  say  we  will 
not,  but  win  obey  her.  We  will  trade  upon 
such  terms  as  she  may  impose.  "  This  will  be 
magnanimity  indeed;  this  will  be  defending 
commerce  with  a  witness!"  It  will  be  bowing 
the  neck  to  the  yoke.  The  opposition  to  taxa- 
tion against  our  consent,  at  the  commencement 
of  the  Eevolution,  was  not  more  meritorious 
than  the  opposition  to  tribute  and  imposition  at 
the  present  day.  I  cannot,  for  my  soul,  see  the 
difference  between  paying  tribute  and  a  tacit 
acquiescence  in  the  British  Orders  in  Council. 
True,  every  gentleman  revolts  at  paying  tribute. 
But  where  is  the  difference  between  that  and 
suffering  yourself  to  be  controlled  by  the  ar- 
bitrary act  of  another  nation  ?  If  you  raise  the 
embargo  you  must  carry  your  produce  to  Great 
Britain  and  pay  an  arbitrary  sum  before  you 
can  carry  it  elsewhere.  If  it  remains  there,  the 
markets  will  be  glutted  and  it  will  produce 
nothing.  For  it  appears,  from  the  very  evidence 
to  which  I  have  before  alluded,  that  at  least 
four-fifths  of  our  whole  exports  of  tobacco  must 
go  to  England  and  pay  a  tax  before  we  could 
look  for  a  market  elsewhere,  and  that  out  of 
seveaty-five  thousand  hogsheads  raised  in  this 
country,  not  more  than  fifteen  thousand  are 
consumed  in  Great  Britain.  Where  does  the 
remainder  usually  go  ?  Why,  to  the  ports  of 
the  Continent  I  ask,  then,  if  the  whole  con- 
sumption of  Great  Britain  be  but  fifteen  thou- 
sand hogsheads,  if  an  annual  addition  of  sixty 
thousand  hogsheads  be  thrown  into  that  market, 
would  it  sell  for  the  costs  of  freight?  Certainly 
not  The  same  would  be  the  situation  of  our 
other  produce. 

The  gentleman  from  Delaware  (Mr.  Wbitb) 
has  said,  that,  by  repealing  the  embargo,  we 
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can  now  carry  on  a  safe  and  secure  trade  tx)  the 
extent  of  nearly  four-fifths  of  the  amount  of  our 
domestic  productions.  There  is  nothing  more 
delusive,  and  hetter  calculated  to  impose  on 
those  who  do  not  investigate  subjects,  than  these 
calculations  in  gross.  If  the  gentleman  will  take 
the  trouble  to  make  the  necessary  inquiries,  he 
will  find  that  instead  of  Great  Britain  taking  to 
the  amount  he  supposes  of  our  domestic  produc- 
tions, she  takes  nothing  Uke  it.  It  is  true  that 
a  large  proportion  of  our  domestic  exports  is 
shipped  ostensibly  for  Great  Britain ;  but  it  is 
equally  true  that  a  very  large  proportion  of 
these  very  exports  find  their  way  into  the  con- 
tinental ports.  For  the  British  merchants  in 
their  examination  before  the  House  of  Commons, 
already  alluded  to,  say  that  three-fourths  of 
their  receipts  for  exportation  to  the  United 
States  have  been  usually  drawn  from  the  Con- 
tinent ;  and  that  even  if  the  embargo  was  re- 
moved and  the  Orders  in  Council  were  con- 
tinued, they  must  stop  their  exportation,  because 
the  continental  ports  would  be  closed  against 
American  vessels ;  because  their  coasts  swarm 
with  English  cruisers,  the  French  must  know 
that  the  American  vessels  attempting  to  enter 
have  come  from  an  English  port.  That  they 
had  facilities  of  conveyance  to  the  Continent 
prior  to  the  Orders  in  Council,  the  merchants 
acknowledged ;  and  when  requested  to  explain 
the  mode  of  conveyance,  they  begged  to  be  ex- 
cused. No  doubt  every  gentleman  has  seen 
these  depositions,  or  might  have  seen  them,  for 
they  have  been  published  in  almost  every  paper 
on  the  Continent.  They  have  opened  to  me 
and  to  my  constituents  a  scene  perfectly  new. 
They  tell  you  that  the  Berlin  decree  was  noth- 
ing. Notwithstanding  that  decree,  they  had 
a  facility  of  conveying  produce  into  the  conti- 
nental ports ;  but  the  Orders  of  Council  com- 
pletely shut  the  ports  of  the  Continent  against 
the  entrance  of  American  vessels.  On  this  point 
there  was  no  contrariety  of  opinion ;  and  several 
of  these  merchants  declared  that  they  had  sent 
vessels  to  the  Continent  a  very  few  days  before 
the  date  of  the  Orders  of  Council.  This  clearly 
shows  that  any  conclusion  to  be  drawn  from 
the  gross  amount  of  exports  must  be  fallacious, 
and  that  probably  three-fourths  ought  to  be  de- 
ducted from  the  gross  amount.  This  statement 
of  the  gentleman  from  Delaware,  which  holds 
out  to  the  public  the  prospect  of  a  lucrative 
trade  in  four-fifths  of  their  exports,  will  certainly 
have  a  tendency  to  render  them  uneasy  under 
the  privations  which  they  are  called  upon  to 
suflEer  by  the  iniquitous  measures  of  foreign  na- 
tions. Although  the  statement  was  extremely 
delusive,  I  do  not  say  that  the  gentleman  meant 
to  delude  by  it.  This,  however,  being  the  ef- 
fect of  the  gentleman's  assertion,  I  am  certainly 
warranted  in  saying  that  the  evidence  of  the 
British  merchants  who  carry  on  this  trade,  is 
better  authority  than  the  gentleman's  state- 
ments. 

But  admit,  for  the  sake  of  argument,  and  on 
no  other  ground  would  I  admit  it,  that  these 


gross  statements  are  correct;  and  that,  at  the 
time  the  embargo  was  adopted,  these  Orders  in 
Council  notwithstanding,  the  trade  of  the  United 
States  could  have  been  carried  on  to  this  extent. 
What  security  have  we,  if  the  embargo  had  not 
been  laid,  after  submitting  and  compromitting 
the  national  dignity  and  independence,  that  the 
British  aggressions  and  Orders  in  Council  would 
have  stopped  at  the  point  at  which  we  find 
them?  Have  we  not  conclusive  evidence  to 
the  contrary?  Are  we  not  officially  notified 
that  the  French  leeward  islands  are  declared  by 
proclamation  In  a  state  of  blockade  ?  And  do 
we  not  know  that  this  is  but  carrying  into  efiect 
a  report  of  the  committee  of  the  British  House 
of  Commons  on  the  West  India  Islands,  in  which 
this  measure  is  recommended,  and  in  which  it 
is  stated  that  His  Britannic  Majesty's  West  India 
subjects  ought  to  receive  further  aid  by  placing 
these  islands  in  a  state  of  blockade?  I  can  see 
in  this  measure  nothing  but  a  continuation  of 
the  system  recommended  last  winter  in  this- 
report,  and  published — ^for  the  information  of 
the  United  States,  I  suppose. 

If  the  embargo  should  be  repealed,  and  our 
vessels  suffered  to  go  out  in  the  face  of  the  pres- 
ent orders  in  Council  and  blockading  decrees 
and  proclamations,  Mr.  C.  said,  they  would  but 
expose  us  to  new  insults  and  aggressions.  It 
was  in  vain  to  talk  about  the  magnanimity  of 
nations.  It  was  not  that  magnanimity  which 
induced  nations  as  weU  as  men  to  act  honestly ; 
and  that  was  the  best  kind  of  magnanimity. 
The  very  magnanimity  which  had  induced  them 
to  distress  our  commerce,  would  equally  induce 
them  to  cut  off  the  pitiful  portion  they  had  left 
to  us.  In  a  general  point  of  view,  tiiere  was 
now  no  lawful  commerce.  No  vessel  could  saU 
from  the  United  States  without  being  liable  to 
condemnation  in  Britain  or  France.  If  they 
sailed  to  France,  Mr.  C.  said,  they  were  carried 
into  Britain ;  if  they  sailed  to  Britain,  they  were 
carried  into  France.  Now,  he  asked,  whether 
men  who  had  any  regard  to  national  honor 
would  consent  to  navigate  the  ocean  on  terms 
so- disgraceful!  We  must  be  cool  calculators, 
indeed,  if  we  could  submit  to  disgrace  like  this! 

The  last  reason  offered  by  the  supporters  of 
the  present  resolution,  Mr.  0.  said,  may  prop- 
erly be  said  to  be  an  argument  in  terrorem. 
The  gentleman  from  Massachusetts  says,  by  way 
of  abstract  proposition,  that  a  perseverance  in  a 
measure  opposed  to  the  feelings  and  interests 
of  the  people  may  lead  to  opposition  and  insur- 
rection; but  the  gentleman  from  Connecticut 
uses  the  same  expressions  as  applicable  to  the 
embargo.  It  may  be  a  forcible  argument  with 
some  gentlemen,  and  most  likely  may  have  had 
its  effect  on  those  who  mtended  it  to  produce 
an  effect  on  others.  But  I  trust  that  this  House 
and  this  nation  are  not  to  be  addressed  in  this 
way.  Our  understandings  may  be  convinced 
by  reason,  but  an  address  to  our  fears  ought  to 
be  treated  with  contempt.  If  I  were  capable  of 
being  actuated  by  motives  of  fear,  I  should  be 
unworthy  of  the  seat  which  I  hold  on  this  floor. 
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If  the  nation  be  satisfied  that  any  course  is  prop- 
er, it  would  be  base  and  degrading  to  be  driven 
from  It  by  the  discordant  murmurs  of  a  minori- 
ty. We  are  cautioned  to  beware  how  we  exe- 
cute a  measure  with  which  the  feelings  of  the 
people  are  at  war.  I  should  be  the  last  to  per- 
sist in  a  measure  which  injuriously  affected  the 
interest  of  the  United  States ;  but  no  man  feels 
more  imperiously  the  duty  of  persevering  in  a 
course  which  is  right,  notwithstanding  the  con- 
trary opinion  of  a  few ;  and  though  I  may  regret 
and  respect  the  feelings  of  these  few,  I  will  per- 
sist in  the  course  which  I  believe  to  be  right,  at 
the  expense  even  of  the  Government  itself. 

Mr.  MiToniLL  said  he  was  not  prepared  to 
vote  on  the  question  of  repealing  the  embargo 
laws,  in  the  precise  form  in  which  it  had  been 
brought  before  the  Senate.  There  was  as  yet  a 
want  of  information ;  for  certain  additional  doc- 
uments, expected  from  the  Executive,  had  not 
yet  been  communicated,  and  the  select  com- 
mittee to  which  the  part  of  the  Message  con- 
cerning the  foreign  relations  of  the  country  was 
lately  referred,  had  not  brought  forward  a  re- 
port. He  would  have  been  better  pleased  if  the 
proposition  had  been  so  framed  as  to  have  ex- 
pressed indignation  at  the  injuries  our  Govern- 
ment had  received  from  foreign  nations.  Then 
he  would  cheerfully  have  given  it  his  concur- 
rence. But  now,  when  those  who  are  willing 
to  do  something,  though  not  exactly  what  the 
motion  proposes,  are  made  to  vote  directly 
against  a  removal  of  the  existing  restrictions 
upon  our  commerce,  their  situation  is  rather 
unpleasant ;  indeed,  it  is  unfair,  inasmuch  as  they 
must  either  give  their  assent  to  a  measure,  to 
the  time  and  manner  of  which  they  may  be 
averse,  or  they  must  vote  negatively  in  a  case 
which,  but  for  some  incidental  or  formal  matter, 
would  have  met  their  hearty  approbation.  He 
could,  therefore,  have  wished  that  the  question 
had  been  presented  to  the  House  in  such  terms 
as  to  afford  an  opportunity  of  expressing  their 
sense  of  the  wrongs  our  nation  had  endured 
from  foreign  Sovereigns,  and  of  the  restrictions 
laid  upon  American  commerce  by  their  unjust 
regulations,  as  well  as  on  the  further  restrictions 
that,  under  the  pressure  of  events,  it  had  been 
thought  necessary  for  our  own  Legislature  to 
impose. 

I  now  come  to  the  year  1806,  an  eventful  year 
to  the  foreign  commerce  of  our  people.  An  ex- 
travagant and  armed  trade  had  for  a  consider- 
able time  been  carried  on  by  some  of  our  citi- 
zens with  the  emancipated  or  revolted  blacks  of 
Hayti.  The  Trench  Minister,  confonnably  to 
the  instructions  of  his  Government,  remonstra- 
ted against  this  traffic  as  ungracious  and  improp- 
er ;  and  under  an  impression  that  our  citizens 
ought  to  be  restrained  from  intercourse  with  the 
negroes  of  Hispaniola,  Congress  passed  an  act 
forbidding  that  altogether.  This  was  the  sec- 
ond time  that  our  Government  circumscribed 
the  commercial  conduct  of  its  citizens.  It  was 
also  during  this  year  that  memorials  were  for- 
warded to  the  Executive  and  legislative  branches 


of  our  Government  by  the  merchants  of  our 
principal  seaports,  stating  the  vexations  of  their 
foreign  commerce  to  be  intolerable,  and  calling 
in  the  most  earnest  terms  for  relief  or  redress.. 
These  addresses  were  mostly  composed  with' 
great  abiUty;  it  seemed  as  if  the  merchants 
were  in  danger  of  total  rnin.  Their  situation 
was  depicted  as  being  deplorable  in  the  extreme. 
The  interposition  of  their  Government  was 
asked  in  the  most  strenuous  and  pressing  terms ; 
and  your  table,  Mr.  President,  was  literally 
loaded  with  petitions.  The  chief  cause  of  this 
distress  was  briefly  this :  These  citizens  of  the 
United  States  were  engaged  during  the  warm 
Europe,  in  a  commerce  with  enemies  colonies 
not  open  in  time  of  peace ;  by  this  means,  the 
produce  of  the  French  West  Indies  was  con- 
veyed under  the  neutral  flag  to  the  mother 
country.  Great  Britain  opposed  the  direct 
commerce  from  the  colony  to  France  through 
the  neutral  bottom.  The  neutral  then  evaded 
the  attempt  against  him  by  landing  the  colonial 
produce  in  his  own  country,  and  after  having 
thus  neutralized  or  naturalized  it,  exported  it 
under  drawback  for  Bordeaux  or  Marseilles; 
this  proceeding  was  also  opposed  by  the  British, 
and  much  property  was  captured  and  condemn- 
ed in  executing  their  orders  against  it.  Their 
writers  justified  their  conduct  by  charging  fraud 
upon  the  neutral  flag,  and  declaring  that  under 
cover  of  them  a  "  war  in  disguise"  was  carried 
on,  while  on  our  side  the  rights  of  neutrals  were 
defended  with  gi-eat"  learning  and  ability  in  a 
most  profound  investigation  of  the  subject. 

This  same  year  was  ushered  in  by  a  proclama- 
tion of  General  Ferrand,  the  French  command- 
ant at  St.  Domingo,  imposing  vexations  on  the 
trade  of  our  citizens ;  and  a  partial  non-impor- 
tation law  was  enacted  against  Great  Britain  by 
Congress  about  the  middle  of  AprU.  But  these 
were  not  all  the  impediments  which  arose.  No- 
tices were  given  to  the  American  Minister  in 
London  of  several  blockades.  The  chief  of  these 
was  that  of  the  coast,  from  the  Elbe  to  Brest 
inclusive,  in  May.  And  here,  as  it  occurs  to 
me,  may  I  mention  the  spurious  blockade  of 
Curragoa,  under  which  numerous  captures  were 
made.  And  lastly,  to  complete  the  catalogue 
of  disasters  for  1806,  and  to  close  the  woful 
climax,  the  French  decree  of  Berlin  came  forth 
in  November,  and,  as  if  sporting  with  the  in.- 
terests  and  feelings  of  Americans,  proclaimed 
Great  Britain  and  her  progeny  of  isles  to  be  in 
a  state  of  bl6ckade. 

Hopes  had  been  entertained  that  such  a  vio- 
lent and  convulsed  condition  of  society  would 
not  be  of  long  duration.  Experience,  however, 
soon  proved  that  the  infuriate  rage  of  man  was 
as  yet  unsatisfied,  and  had  much  greater  lengths 
to  go.  For  early  in  the  succeeding  year  (1807), 
an  order  of  the  British  Council  was  issued,  by 
which  the  trade  of  neutrals,  and  of  course  of 
American  citizens,  was  interdicted  from  the  port 
of  one  belligerent  to  the  port  of  another.  And 
in  the  ensuing  May,  the  rivers  Elbe,  Weser,  and 
Ems,  with  the  interjacent  coasts  were  declared 
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by  them  to  be  in  a  state  of  blockade,  and  a 
similar  declaration  was  made  on  their  part  to 
neutrals  in  regard  to  the  straits  of  the  Darden- 
elles  and  the  city  of  Smyrna.  But  these  were 
but  subordinate  incidents  in  this  commercial 
drama ;  the  catastrophe  of  the  tragedy  was  soon 
to  be  developed.  "  On  the  22d  of  June,  by  a 
formal  order  from  a  British  Admiral,  our  frigate 
Chesapeake,  leaving  her  port  for  a  distant  ser- 
vice, was  attacked  by  one  of  these  vessels, 
which  had  been  lying  in  our  harbors  under  the 
indulgence  of  hospitality,  was  disabled  from 
proceeding,  had  several  of  her  crew  knied,  and 
four  taken  away."  Immediately  the  President 
by  proclamation  interdicted  our  harbors  and 
waters  to  all  British  armed  vessels,  and  forbade 
intercourse  with  them.  Under  an  uncertainty 
how  far  hostilities  were  intended,  and  the  town 
of  Norfolk  being  threatened  with  an  immediate 
attack,  a  suflScient  force  was  ordered  for  the 
protection  of  that  place,  and  such  other  prepara- 
tions commenced  and  pursued  as  the  prospect 
rendered  proper. 

In  furtherance  of  these  schemes,  a  proclama- 
tion was  published,  holding  all  their  absent  sea- 
men to  their  allegiance,  recalling  them  from 
foreign  services,  and  denouncing  heavy  penalties 
for  disobedience.  The  operation  of  this  upon 
the  American  merchant  service  would  have 
been  very  sensibly  felt.  Many  British  born 
subjects  were  in  the  employ  of  our  merchants, 
and  that  very  Government,  which  claimed  as  a 
British  subject  every  American  citizen  who  had 
been  but  two  years  a  seaman  in  their  service, 
refused  to  be  bound  by  their  own  rule  in  rela- 
tion to  British  subjects  who  had  served  an  equal 
term  on  board  the  ships  of  the  United  States. 
But  this  was  not  all.  The  month  of  November 
was  distinguished  by  an  order  retaliatiug  on 
France  a  decree  passed  by  her  some  time  before, 
declaring  the  sale  of  ships  by  bejligerents  to  be 
illegal ;  and  thus,  by  virtue  of  concurrent  acts 
of  these  implacable  enemies,  the  poor  neutral 
found  it  impossible  to  purchase  a  ship  either 
from  a  subject  of  Great  Britain  or  of  France. 
That  season  of  gloom  was  famous,  or  rather 
infamous,  for  another  act  prohibiting  wholly 
the  commerce  of  neutrals  with  the  enemies  of 
Great  Britain,  and  for  yet  another,  pregnant 
with  the  principles  of  lordly  domination  on 
their  part,  and  of  colonial  vassalage  on  our,  by 
which  the  citizens  of  these  independent  and 
sovereign  States  are  compelled  to  pay  duties  on 
their  cargoes  in  British  ports,  and  receive 
licenses  under  the  authority  of  that  Government, 
as  a  condition  of  being  permitted  to  trade  to 
any  part  of  Europe  in  possession  of  her  ene- 
mies. 

This  outrageous  edict  on  the  part  of  Britain 
was  succeeded  by  another  on  the  side  of  France, 
equalling,  or  if  possible,  surpassing  it  in  injus- 
tice. In  December  came  forth  the  decree  of 
MUan,  enforcing  the  decree  of  Berlin  against 
American  trade ;  dooming  to  confiscation  every 
vessel  of  the  United  States  that  had  been  board- 
ed or  even  spoken  to  by  a  Briton,  and  encour- 
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aging,  by  the  most  unjustifiable  lures,  passengers 
and  sailors  to  turn  informers.  The  abominable 
mandate  was  quickly  echoed  in  Spain,  and  sanc- 
tioned by  the  approbation  of  His  Most  Catholic 
Majesty.  It  has  been  executed  with  shocking 
atrocity.  In  addition  to  other  calamities,  the 
property  of  neutrals  has  been  sequestered  in 
France,  and  their  ships  burned  by  her  crusiers 
on  the  ocean. 

Such,  Mr.  President,  was  the  situation  of  the 
European  world,  when  Congress  deemed  it  ne- 
cessary to  declare  an  embargo  on  our  own  ves- 
sels. DenmarK  and  Prussia,  and  Eussia,  and 
Portugal,  had  become  associated  or  allied  with 
France;  and,  with  the  exception  of  Sweden, 
the  commerce  of  our  citizens  was  prohibited, 
by  the  mutually  vindictive  and  retaliating  bel- 
hgerents,  from  the  'White  Sea  to  the  Adriatic. 
American  ships  and  cargoes  were  declared  the 
prize  and  plunder  of  the  contending  powers. 
The  widely-extended  commerce  of  our  people 
was  to  be  crashed  to  atoms  between  the  two 
mighty  millstones,  or  prudently  withdrawn  from 
its  dangerous  exposure,  and  detained  in  safety  at 
home.  Policy  and  prudence  dictated  the  latter 
measure.  And  as  the  ocean  was  become  the 
scene  of  political  storm  and  tempest,  more 
dreadful  than  had  ever  agitated  the  physical 
elements,  our  citizens  were  admonished  to  par- 
take of  that  security  for  their  persons  and  prop- 
erty, in  the  peaceful  havens  of  their  country, 
which  they  sought  in  vain  on  the  high  seas  and 
in  European  harbors.  The  regulations,  so  de- 
structive to  our  commerce,  were  not  enacted 
by  us.  They  were  imposed  upon  us  by  foreign 
tyrants.  Congress  had  no  volition  to  vote  upon 
the  question.  In  the  shipwreck  of  our  trade, 
all  that  remained  for  us  to  do,  was  to  save 
as  much  as  we  could  from  perishing,  and  as 
far  as  our  efforts  would  go,  to  prevent  a  total 
loss. 

I  touch,  with  a  delicate  hand,  the  mission  of 
Mr.  Rose.  The  arrival  of  this  Envoy  Extra- 
ordinary from  Britain  was  nearly  of  the  same 
date  with  an  order  of  his  Government,  blockad- 
ing Carthagena,  Cadiz,  and  St.  Luoar,  and  the 
intermediate  ports  of  Spain,  and  thereby  vexing 
the  commerce  of  American  citizens.  The  un- 
Buccessfal  termination  of  his  negotiation  has 
been  but  a  few  months  since  followed  by  a  re- 
fusal on  the  part  of  his  Government  to  rescind 
its  orders,  that  work  so  much  oppression  to  our 
commerce,  on  condition  of  having  the  embargo 
suspended  in  respect  to  theirs.  And  the  French 
Ministry  has  treated  a  similar  friendly  and  spe- 
cific overture,  from  our  Executive,  with  total 
disregard.  In  addition  to  aU  which  we  learn, 
from  the  highest  source  of  intelligence,  that  the 
British  naval  commander  at  Barbadoes  did, 
about  the  middle  of  October,  declare  the  French 
leeward  Caribbean  Islands  to  be  in  a  state  of 
strict  blockade,  and  cautioning  neutrals  to  gov- 
ern themselves  accordingly,  under  pain  of  cap- 
ture and  condemnation. 
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TnuBSDAT,  November  24. 

The  Emlargo. 

Mr.  Giles  addressed  the  Senate : 
Mr.  President :  Having  during  the  recess  of 
Congress  retired  from  the  political  world,  and 
having  little  agency  in  the  passing  political 
scenes,  living  in  a  part  of  the  country,  too,  where 
there  is  little  or  no  difference  in  political 
opinions,  and  where  the  embargo  laws  are 
almost  universally  approved,  I  felt  the  real  want 
of  information  upon  the  subject  now  under  dis- 
cussion. I  thought  I  knew  something  of  the 
general  objects  of  the  embargo  laws,  and  I  had 
not  been  inattentive  to  their  general  operations 
upon  society,  as  far  as  I  had  opportunities  of 
observing  thereupon. 

When  I  arrived  here,  and  found  that  this  sub- 
ject had  excited  so  much  sensibility  in  the  minds 
of  many  gentlemen  I  met  with,  as  to  engross 
their  whole  thoughts,  and  almost  to  banish  every 
other  topic  of  conversation,  I  felt  also  a  curiosity 
to  know  what  were  the  horible  effects  of  these 
laws  in  other  pai'ts  of  the  country,  and  which 
had  escaped  my  observation  in  the  part  of  the 
country  in  which  I  reside.  Of  course,  sir,  I 
have  given  to  the  gentlemen,  who  have  favored 
us  with  their  observations  on  both  sides  of  the 
question  under  consideration,  the  most  careful 
and  respectful  attention,  and  particularly  to  the 
gentlemen  representing  the  eastern  section  of 
the  Union,  where  most  of  this  sensibility  had 
been  excited.  I  always  listen  to  gentlemen  from 
that  part  of  the  United  States  with  pleasure,  and 
generally  receive  instruction  from  them ;  but  on 
this  occasion,  I  am  reluctantly  compellecl  to  ac- 
knowledge, that  I  have  received  from  them  less 
satisfaction  and  less  information  than  usual;  and 
still  less  conviction. 

It  was  hardly  to  have  been  expected,  Mr. 
President,  that  after  so  many  angry  and  turbu- 
lent passions  had  been  called  into  action,  by  the 
recent  agitations  throughout  the  whole  United 
States,  resulting  from  the  elections  by  the  peo- 
ple, to  almost  all  the  important  offices  within 
their  gift,  and  particularly  from  the  elections  of 
electors  for  choosing  the  President  and  Vice 
President  of  the  United  States,  that  gentlemen 
would  have  met  here  perfectly  exempt  from  the 
feelings  which  this  state  of  things  was  naturally 
calculated  to  inspire.  Much  less  was  it  to  have 
been  expected,  sir,  that  gentlemen  who  had  once 
possessed  the  power  of  the  nation,  and  who, 
from  some  cause  or  other,  had  lost  it ;  (a  loss, 
which  they  now  tell  us  they  lut  too  well  remem- 
her,  and  I  fear,  might  have  added,  too  deeply 
deplore,)  gentlemen  too,  sir,  who  at  one  time 
during  the  electioneering  scene  had  indulged  the 
fond  and  delusive  hope,  that  through  the  pri- 
vations necessarily  imposed  upon  our  fellow- 
citizens,"  by  the  unexampled  aggressions  of  the 
belligerent  powers,  they  might  once  more  find 
their  way  to  office  and  power,  and  who  now 
find  themselves  disappointed  in  this  darling  ex- 
pectation— it  was  not  at  all  to  be  expected,  sir, 
that  these  gentlemen  should  now  appear  here, 


[perfectly  exempt  from  the  unpleasant  feelings 
which  80  dreadful  a  disappointment  must  neces- 
sarily have  produced.  It  was  a  demand  upon 
human  nature  for  too  great  a  sacrifice ;  and 
however  desirable  such  an  exemption  might 
have  been  at  the  present  moment,  and  however 
honorable  it  would  have  been  to  those  gentle- 
men, it  was  not  expected. 

But,  sir,  I  had  indulged  a  hope  that  the  ex- 
traordinary dangers  and  difficulties  pressed  upon 
us  by  the  aggressing  belligerents,  attended,  too, 
with  so  many  circumstances  of  indignity  and 
insult,  would  have  awakened  a  sensibility  in  the 
bosom  of  every  gentleman  of  this  body,  ivhich 
would  have  wholly  suppressed,  or  at  least  sus- 
pended, these  unpleasant  feelings,  until  some 
measures,  consulting  the  general  interests  and 
welfare  of  the  people,  could  have  been  devised, 
to  meet,  resist,  and  if  possible,  to  subdue  the 
extraordinary  crisis.  But,  sir,  even  in  this  hope, 
too,  I  have  been  totally  disappointed.  I  was 
the  more  encouraged  in  this  hope,  when  upon 
opening  this  debate  the  gentleman  from  Connec- 
ticut (Mr.  Hillhouse)  seemed  sensible  of  this 
sacred  obligation,  imposed  by  the  crisis;  when 
he  exhorted  us,  in  conducting  our  deliberations, 
utterly  to  discard  the  influence  of  party  spirit. 
It  would  have  given  me  great  pleasure,  sir,  if 
the  gentleman  had  afforded  us  a  magnanimous 
example  of  a  precept  so  admirably  suited  to  the 
present  state  of  things.  But  in  this  too,  sir,  I 
have  been  unfortunately  disappointed.  That 
gentleman's  observations  consisted  almost  ex- 
clusively of  retrospective  animadversions  upon 
the  original  objects  and  horrible  effects  of  the 
embargo  laws,  without  seeming  to  think  it  was 
worth  his  attention  to  favor  us  with  any  reflec- 
tions upon  the  prospective  course  of  measures 
which  the  people's  interests,  the  public  safety, 
and  general  welfare,  so  imperiously  demand. 
That  gentleman  represented  the  embargo  laws 
as  mere  acts  of  volition,  impelled  by  no  cause 
nor  necessity;  whilst  the  British  orders,  and 
French  edicts,  were  scarcely  glanced  at,  and 
certainly  formed  the  least  prominent  featni-e  of 
his  observations.  He  represented  these  laws  as 
a  wanton  and  wicked  attack  upon  commerce, 
with  a  view  to  its  destruction,  whilst  he  seemed 
scarcely  to  have  recollected  the  extraordinary 
dangers  and  difficulties  which  overspread  the 
ocean— indeed,  sir,  he  described  the  ocean  as 
perfectly  free  from  dangers  and  difficulties,  un- 
ruffled by  any  storms,  and  that  we  had  nothing 
to  do  but  to  unfurl-  our  canvas  to  the  wind, 
that  It  would  be  filled  with  prosperous  gales, 
and  wafted  to  the  ports  of  its  destination,  where 
it  would  be  received  with  open  arms  of  friend- 
ship and  hospitality.  I  wish,  sir,  with  all  my 
heart,  the  gentleman  could  but  realize  these 
dreaming  visions ;  their  reality  would  act  like  a 
magic  spell  upon  the  embargo  laws,  and  dissi- 
pate them  in  a  moment !  But,  alas !  sir,  when 
we  come  to  look  at  realities,  when  we  turn  our 
eyes  upon  the  real  dangers  and  difficulties  which 
do  overspread  the  ocean,  we  shall  find  them  so 
formidable,  that  the  wisdom  of  our  undivided 
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counsels,  and  the  energy  of  our  undivided  action, 
win  scarcely  be  sufficient  to  resist  and  conquer 
them.  To  my  great  regret,  sir,  we  now  see,  that 
the  United  States  cannot  even  hope  to  he  blessed 
with  this  union  of  miod  and  action,  although 
certainly  their  dearest  interests  demand  it. 

Mr.  President,  perhaps  the  greatest  inconve- 
nience attending  popular  governments,  consists 
in  this:  that  whenever  the  union  and  energy  of 
the  people  are  most  required  to  resist  foreign 
aggressions,  the  pressure  of  these  aggressions 
presents  most  temptations  to  distrusts  and  divi- 
sions. "Was  there  ever  a  stronger  illustration 
of  the  truth  and  correctness  of  this  observation 
than  the  recent  efforts  made  under  the  pressure 
of  the  embargo  laws  ?  The  moment  the  priva- 
tions, reluctantly  but  necessarily  imposed  by 
these  laws,  became  to  be  felt,  was  the  moment 
of  signal  to  every  political  demagogue,  who 
wished  to  find  his  way  to  office  and  to  power, 
to  excite  the  distrusts  of  the  people,  and  then 
to  separate  them  from  the  Government  of  then- 
choice,  by  every  exaggeration  which  ingenuity 
could  devise,  and  every  misrepresentation  which 
falsehood  could  invent:  nothing  was  omitted 
which  it  was  conceived  would  have  a  tendency 
to  effect  this  object.  But,  Mr.  President,  the 
people  of  the  United  States  must  learn  the  les- 
son now,  and  at  all  future  times,  of  disrespecting 
the  bold  and  disingenuous  charges  and  insinua- 
tions of  such  aspiring  demagogues.  They  must 
learn  to  respect  and  rally  round  their  own  Gov- 
ernment, or  they  never  can  present  a  formida- 
ble front  to  a  foreign  aggressor.  Sir,  the  peo- 
ple of  the  United  States  have  already  learnt 
this  lesson.  They  have  recently  given  an  hon- 
orable and  glorious  example  of  their  knowledge 
in  this  respect.  They  have,  in  their  recent  elec- 
tions, demonstrated  to  the  nation  and  to  the 
world  that  they  possess  too  much  good  sense  to 
become  the  dupes  of  these  delusive  artifices,  and 
too  much  patriotism  to  desert  their  Government 
when  it  stands  most  in  need  of  their  support 
and  energy. 

The  gentleman  from  Connecticut  (Mr.  Hill- 
house)  has  made  the  most  strict,  and  I  had  al- 
most said,  uncharitable  scrutiny  into  the  objects 
and  effects  of  the  Embargo  laws,  in  the  delusive 
hope,  I  presume,  of  obtaining  a  triumph  over 
his  political  adversaries.  I  propose  to  follow 
the  gentleman,  in  a  fair  and  candid  comparison 
of  information  and  opinions  upon  this  subject ; 
and  I  shall  do  so  in  the  most  perfect  confidence, 
that  whenever  a  thorough  examination  of  the 
objects  and  effects  of  the  embargo  laws  shall 
be  made  known,  and  the  merits  of  the  measure 
fully  understood,  that  there  is  not  a  man  in  the 
United  States  who  will  not  applaud  and  support 
the  Administration  for  its  adoption,  who  has 
the  uncontaminated  heart  of  an  American 
throbbing  within  his  bosom. 

Sir,  I  have  always  understood  that  there 
were  two  objects  contemplated  by  the  embargo 
laws.  The  first,  precautionary,  operating  upon 
ourselves.  The  second,  coercive,  operating 
upon  the  aggressing  belligerents.    Precaution- 


ary, in  saving  our  seamen,  our  ships,  and  our 
merchandise,  from  the  plunder  of  our  enemies, 
and  avoiding  the  calamities  of  war.  Coerciv^ 
by  addressing  strong  appeals  to  the  interests  of 
both  the  belligerents.  The  first  object  has  been 
answered  beyond  my  most  sanguine  expecta- 
tions. To  make  a  fair  and  just  estimate  of  this 
measure,  reference  should  be  had  to  our  situa- 
tion at  the  time  of  its  adoption.  At  that  time, 
the  aggressions  of  both  the  belligerents  were 
such,  as  to  leave  the  United  States  but  a  pdnful 
alternative  in  lie  choice  of  one  of  three  meas- 
ures, to  wit,  the  embargo,  war,  or  submission. 
I  know  that  this  position  has  not  been  admitted, 
though  but  faintly  denied  in  the  discussion.  I 
shall  however  proceed  upon  this  hypothesis 
for  the  present,  and  in  the  course  of  my  observar 
tions  will  prove  its  correctness  by  the  state- 
ments of  the  gentlemen  in  fevor  of  the  reso- 
lution. 

Before  the  recommendation  of  the  measure, 
the  laudable  and  provident  circumspection  of 
the  Administration  had  obtained  tolerably  cor- 
rect estimates  of  the  amount  and  value  of  the 
ships  and  merchandise  belonging  to  the  citizens 
of  the  United  States  then  afloat,  and  the  amount 
and  value  of  what  was  shortly  expected  to  be 
afloat ;  together  with  a  conjectural  statement  of 
the  number  of  the  seamen  employed  in  the  nav- 
igation thereof. 

It  was  found  that  merchandise  to  the  value  of 
one  hundred  millions  of  dollars  was  actually 
afloat,  in  vessels  amounting  in  value  to  twenty 
millions  more.  That  an  amount  of  merchandise 
and  vessels  equal  to  fifty  millions  of  dollars 
more,  was  expected  to  be  shortly  put  afloat,  and 
that  it  would  require  fifty  thousand  seamen  to 
be  employed  in  the  navigation  of  this  enormous 
amount  of  property.  The  Administration  was 
informed  of  the  hostile  edicts  of  France  pre- 
viously issued,  and  then  in  a  state  of  execution, 
and  of  an  intention  on  the  part  of  Great  Britain 
to  issue  her  orders,  the  character  and  object  of 
which  were  also  known.  The  object  was,  to 
sweep  this  valuable  commerce  from  the  ocean. 
The  situation  of  this  commerce  was  as  well 
known  to  Great  Britain  as  to  ourselves,  and 
her  inordinate  cupidity  could  not  withstand  the 
temptation  of  the  rich  booty  she  vainly  thought 
within  her  power.  This  was  the  state  of  infor- 
mation at  the  time  this  measure  was  recom- 
mended. 

The  President  of  the  United  States,  ever 
watchful  and  anxious  for  the  preservation  of 
the  persons  and  property  of  aH  our  fellow-citi- 
zens, but  particularly  of  the  merchants,  whose 
property  is  most  exposed  to  danger,  and.  of  the 
seamen  whose  persons  are  also  most  exposed, 
recommended  the  embargo  for  the  protection 
of  both  ;  and  it  has  saved  and  protected  both. 
Let  us  now  suppose,  for  a  moment,  that  the  Pres- 
ident, possessed  of  this  information,  had  not  ap- 
prised the  merchants  and  seamen  of  their  dan- 
ger, and  had  recommended  no  measm-e  for  their 
safety  and  protection  ;  would  he  not  in  that 
case  have  merited  and  received  the  reproaches 
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which  the  ignorance  (w  ingratitude  of  merchants 
and  others  have  so  unjustly  heaped  upon  him,  for 
his  judicious  and  anxious  attentions  to  their  in- 
terests ?  It  is  admitted  by  all,  that  the  embargo 
laws  have  saved  this  enormous  amount  of  prop- 
erty, and  this  number  of  seamen,  which,  with- 
out them,  would  have  forcibly  gone  into  the 
hands  of  our  enemies,  to  pamper  their  arro- 
gance, stimulate  their  injustice,  and  increase 
their  means  of  annoyance. 

I  should  suppose,  Mr.  President,  this  saving 
worth  some  notice.    But,  sir,  we  are  told  that 
instead  of  protecting  our  seamen,  it  has  driven 
them  out  of  the  country,  and  into  foreign  ser- 
vice.    I  believe,  sir,  that  this  fact  is  greatly 
exaggerated.     But,  sir,  suppose  for  a  moment 
that  it  is  so,  the    Government  has  done  all, 
in  this  respect,  it  was  bound  to  do.    It  placed 
these  seamen  in  the  bosoms  of  their  friends  and 
families,  in  a  state  of  perfect  security  ;  and  if 
they  have  since  thought  proper  to  abandon 
these  blessings,  and  emigrate  from  their  country, 
it  was  an  act  of  choice,  not  of  necessity.    But, 
what  would  have  been  the  unhappy  destiny  of 
these  brave  tars,  if  they  had  been  permitted  to 
have  been  carried  into  captivity,  and  sent  adrift 
on  unfriendly  and  inhospitable  shores  ?    Why, 
sir,  in  that  case,  they  would  have  had  no  choice ; 
necessity  would  have  driven  them  into  a  hard 
and  ignominious  service,  to  fight  the  battles  of 
the  authors  of  their  dreadful  calamities,  against  a 
nation  with  which  their  country  was  at  peace. 
And  is  the  bold  and  generous  American  tar  to 
be  told,  that  he  is  to  disrespect  the  Administra- 
tion for  its  aniions  and  effectual  attentions  to 
his  interests  ?  for  relieving  him  from  a  dreadful 
captivity  8     Even  under  the  hardships  he  does 
suffer,  and  which  I  sincerely  regret,  every,  gener- 
ous feeling  of  his  noble  heart  would  repel  the 
base  attempt  with  indignation.    But,  sir,  the 
American  seamen  have  not  deserted  their  coun- 
try ;   foreign  seamen  may  and  probably  have 
gone  into  foreign  service  ;    and,  for  one,  I  am 
glad  of  it.    I  hope  they  will  never  return  ;  and 
I  am  willing  to  pass  a  law,  in  favor  of  the  true- 
hearted  American  seamen,  that  these  foreign 
seamen  never  should  return.     I  would  even  pro- 
hibit them  from  being  employed  in  merchant 
vessels.      The  American  seamen  have  found 
employment  in  the  country ;  and  whenever  the 
proper  season  shall  arrive  for  employing  them 
on  their  proper  element,  yon  will  find  them, 
like  true  birds  of  passage,  hovering  in  croTvds 
upon  your  shores. 

Whilst  considering  this  part  of  the  subject,  I 
cannot  help  expressing  my  regret  that,  at  the 
time  of  passing  our  embargo  laws,  a  proportion 
of  our  seamen  was  not  taken  into  the  public 
service;  because,  in  my  judgment,  the  nation 
required  their  services,  and  it  would  have  been 
some  alleviation  to  their  hardships,  which  the 
measure  peculiarly  imposed  upon  them,  as  a 
class  of  citizens,  by  affecting  their  immediate 
occupation  ;  and  the  other  classes,  as  well  as 
the  public  Treasury,  were  able  to  contribute  to 
their  alleviation ;  and  I  am  willing  to  do  the 


same  thing  at  this  time.  Indeed,  its  omission  is 
the  only  regret  I  have  ever  felt,  at  the  measures 
of  the  last  Congress.  I  like  the  character — ^I 
like  the  open  frankness,  and  the  generous  feel- 
ings of  the  honest  American  tar ;  and,  when- 
ever in  my  power,  I  am  ready  to  give,  and  will 
with  pleasure  give  him  my  protection  and  sup- 
port; One  of  the  most  important  and  agreeable 
effects  of  the  embargo  laws,  is  giving  these  hon- 
est fellows  a  safe  asylum.  But,  sir,  these  are  not 
the  only  good  effects  of  the  embargo.  It  has 
preserved  our  peace — it  has  saved  our  honor — ^it 
has  saved  our  national  independence.  Are  these 
savings  not  worth  notice  ?  Are  these  blessings 
not  worth  preserving  ?  The  gentleman  from 
Delaware  (Mr.  White)  has,  indeed,  told  ns,  that 
under  the  embargo  laws,  the  United  States  are 
bleeding  at  every  pore.  This,  surely,  sir,  is  one 
of  the  most  extravagant  effects  that  could  have 
been  ascribed  to  these  laws  by  the  frantic 
dreams  of  the  most  infatuated  passions.  Blood- 
letting is  the  last  effect  that  I  ever  expected  to 
hear  ascribed  to  this  measure.  I  thought  it  was 
of  the  opposite  charact«r  ;  but  it  serves  to  show 
that  nothing  is  too  extravagant  for  the  misguid- 
ed zeal  of  gentlemen  in  the  opposition.  I  have 
cast  my  eyes  about  in  vain  to  discover  those 
copious  streams  of  blood ;  but  I  neither  see  nor 
hear  any  thing  of  them  from  any  other  quarter. 
So  far  from  the  United  States  bleeding  at  every 
pore,  under  the  embargo,  it  has  saved  them 
from  bleeding  at  any  pore  ;  and  one  of  the 
highest  compliments  to  the  measure  is,  that  it  has 
saved  us  from  the  very  calamity  which  the  gen- 
tleman attributed  to  it ;  but  which,  thanks  to  our 
better  stars  and  wiser  counsels,  does  not  exist. 

Mr.  President,  the  eyes  of  the  world  are  now 
turned  upon  us ;  if  we  submit  to  these  indigni- 
ties and  aggressions.  Great  Britain  herself  would 
despise  us  ;  she  would  consider  us  an  outcast 
among  nations;  she  would  not  own  ns  for  her 
offspring:  France  would  despise  ns;  all  the 
world  would  despise  us ;  and  what  is  infinitely 
worse,  we  should  be  compelled  to  despise  our- 
selves !  If  we  resist,  we  shall  command  the  re- 
spect of  our  enemies,  the  sympathies  of  the  world, 
and  the  noble  approbation  of  our  own  consciences. 
Mr.  President,  our  fate  is  in  our  own  hands; 
let  ns  have  union  and  we  have  nothing  to  fear, 
bo  highly  do  I  prize  union,  at  this  awful  mo- 
ment, that  I  would  prefer  any  one  measure  of 
resistance  with  union,  to  any  other  measure  of 
r^stance  with  division ;  let  ns  then,  sir,  banish 
all  personal  feelings;  let  us  present  to  our  ene- 
mies the  formidable  front  of  an  indissoluble 
band  ot  brothers,  nothing  else  is  necessary  to 
our  success.  Mr.  President,  unequal  as  this 
contest  may  seem ;  favored  as  we  are  by  our 
situation,  and  under  the  blessing  of  a  beneficent 
rrovidenoe,  who  has  never  lost  sight  of  the 
United  States  in  times  of  difficulty  and  trial  I 
have  the  most  perfect  confidence,  that  if  we 
prove  true  to  ourselves,  we  shall  triumph  over 
our  enemies.  Deeply  impressed  with  these 
considerations,  I  am  prepared  to  give  the  reso- 
lution a  flat  and  decided  negative. 
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Feidat,  November  25. 

Jomr  Melledgb,  from  the  State  of  Georgia, 
attended. 


Wednesday,  November  30. 
TJie  Embargo. 

Mr.  PiCKEBKG. — Mr.  President :  I  am  aware, 
eir,  of  tlie  consequences  of  advancing  any- 
thing from  ivhich  conclnsions  may  be  drawn 
adverse  to  the  opinions  of  onr  own  Admin- 
istration, which,  by  many,  are  conceived  to 
be  indisputably  just.  Merely  to  state  these 
questions,  and  to  mention  such  arguments  as 
the  British  Government  may,  perhaps,  have 
urged  in  their  support  on  h^  side,  is  sufficient 
to  subject  a  man  to  the  popular  charge  of  being 
Tmder  British  influence,  or  to  the  vulgar  slan- 
der of  being  a  "  British  tory."  He  wiU  be  for- 
tunate to  escape  the  accusation  of  touching 
British  gold.  But,  sir,  none  of  these  things 
move  me.  The  patrons  of  the  miscreants  who 
utter  these  slanders  know  better,  but  are,  nev- 
ertheless, wiLliug  to  benefit  by  the  impression 
they  may  make  on  the  miads  of  the  people. 
From  an  early  period  of  my  life  I  was  zealously 
engaged  in  every  measure  opposed  to  the  at- 
tempts of  Great  Britain  to  encroach  upon  our 
rights,  until  the  commencement  of  our  Revolu- 
tionary war;  and  during  its  whole  continuance, 
I  was  uninterruptedly  employed  in  important 
civil  or  military  departments,  contributing  all 
my  efforts  to  bring  that  war  to  a  successfol  ter- 
mination. 

I,  sir,  am  not  th«  advocate  of  wrong-doers, 
to  whatever  country  they  belong,  whether  Em- 
perors, or  Kings,  or  the  Administrators  of  a 
Republic.  Justice  is  my  object,  and  Truth  my 
guide ;  and  wherever  she  points  the  way  I 
shall  not  fear  to  go. 

Great  Britain  has  done  us  many  wrongs. 
When  we  were  Colonies,  she  attempted  to  de- 
prive us  of  some  of  our  dearest  birth-rights — 
rights  derived  from  our  English  ancestors,  rights 
which  we  defended,  and  finally  established,  by 
the  successful  conclusion  of  the  Revolutionary 
war.  But  these  wrongs,  and  all  the  wounds 
of  war,  were  intended  to  be  obliterated  and 
healed  by  the  treaty  of  peace,  when  all  enmities 
should  have  ceased. 

Great  Britain  wronged  us  in  the  capture  and 
condemnation  of  our  vessels  under  her  orders 
of  1793,  and  she  has  made  reparation  for  these 
wrongs,  pursuant  to  a  treaty,  negotiated  on 
practical  principles  by  a  statesman  who,  with 
liberal  views  and  real  candor,  sought  adjust- 
ment and  reparation. 

Monday,  December  12. 
Enforcement  of  the  Embargo  Laws. 
Mr.  Giles,  from  the  committee  appointed  the 
llth  of  November  last,  on  that  part  of  the  Mes- 
sage of  the  President  of  the  United  States  which 
relates  to  the  embargo  laws,  and  the  measures 
necessary  to  enforce  due  observance  thereof 
made  a  further  report,  in  part,  of  a  biU  to  au- 


thorize and  require  the  President  of  the  United 
States  to  arm,  man,  and  fit  out  for  immediate 
service,  all  the  public  ships  of  war,  vessels,  and 
gunboats  of  the  United  States  ;  and  the  bill  was 
read,  and  passed  to  the  second  reading. 

The  bin  is  as  follows: 

"  Be  il  enacted  bg  the  Senate  and  Ho^ae  of  Rgyre- 
sentatives  of  the  United  States  of  America,  in  Congress 
assembled.  That  the  President  be,  and  he  is  hereby, 
authorized  and  required  to  canse  to  be  fitted  out, 
officered,  manned,  and  employed,  as  soon  as  may  be, 
all  the  frigates  and  other  armed  vessels  of  the  United 
States,  including  gunboats ;  and  to  cause  the  frigates 
and  armed  vessels,  so  soon  as  they  can  be  prepared 
for  active  service,  respectively  to  be  stationed  at  snch 
ports  and  places  on  the  seacoast  as  he  may  deem 
most  expedient,  or  to  cniise  on  any  part  of  the  coast 
of  the  United  States,  or  territories  tiereot 

"  Sec.  2.  And  he  it  further  enacted.  That,  for  the 
purpose  of  carrying  the  foregoing  provision  into  im- 
mediate effect,  the  President  of  the  United  States  be, 
and  is  hereby,  authorized  and  required,  in  addition 
to  the  number  of  petty  officers,  able  seamen,  ordina- 
ry seamen,  and  boys,  at  present  authorized  by  law, 
to  apprant,  and  cause  to  be  engaged  and  employed 

as  soon  as  may  he, midshipmen, corporals 

of  marines, able  seamen, ordinary  seamen 

and  boys,  which  shall  be  engaged  to  serve  for  a  pe- 
riod not  exceeding years,   but   the   President 

may  discharge  the  same  sooner,  if  in  his  judgment 
their  services  may  be  dispensed  with ;  and  to  satiSy  the 
necessary  expenditures  to  be  incurred  therein,  a  sum 
not  exceeding dollars  be,  and  the  same  is  here- 
by, appropriated,  and  shall  be  paid  out  of  any  moneys 
in  the  Treasnry  not  otherwise  appropriatei" 

Satubdat,  December  17. 

The  credentials  of  Michael  Leeb,  appointed 
a  Senator  by  the  State  of  Pennsylvania,  were 
presented  and  read,  and  ordered  to  lie  on  file. 
Enforcement  of  the  Emba/rgo. 

The  Senate  resumed  the  bUl  making  further 
provision  for  enforcing  the  embargo. 

Mr.  GooDEiOH  rose,  and  addressed  the  Senate  ' 
as  follows — 

Mr.  President;  This  bill,  making  farther 
provision  for  enforcing  the  embargo,  requires 
aR  our  attention.  We  are  not  on  ordinary  bu- 
siness. An  embargo  for  an  indefinite  period, 
over  a  great  countiy  like  ours,  abounding  in  rich 
staples  and  domestic  producta,  and  carrying  on 
in  its  own  vessels  an  extensive  and  profitable 
commerce,  is  a  phenomenon  in  the  civilized 
world.  We  are  about  entering  on  the  second 
year  of  this  novel  measure,  and  even  in  defi- 
ance of  the  lessons  which  experience  teaches, 
that  without  producing  any  beneficial  results, 
it  is  embroiling  the  choicest  interests  of  the  na- 
tion. On  foreign  powers  it  has  made  no  im- 
pression, and  its  ruinous  efiect  on  our  own 
country,  we  see  in  the  waste  of  private  property 
and  public  revenue ;  in  the  discontents  of  our 
citizens;  in  the  perplexed  state  of  the  public 
councils,  and  the  increasing  difficulties  that 
are  fast  gathering  round  the  Government 
The  friends  of  the  embargo  say,  that  it  has 
been  evaded   and   violated,  but   that   when 
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strictly  enforced,  it  will  compel  foreign  na- 
tions to  respect  our  rights.  Under  these  im- 
pressions, the  system  is  to  he  maintained.  To 
enforce  it,  the  powers  of  the  Government  are 
to  be  put  in  ai-ray  throughout  our  country,  es- 
pecially in  places  where  discontents  are  mani- 
fested ;  and  an  extension  is  to  he  given  to  that 
system  of  arbitrary  seizures  of  vessels,  goods, 
merchandise,  and  domestic  products,  on  suspi- 
cion of  their  being  intended  for  exportation, 
which  came  in  with  the  embargo  laws,  and  has 
attended  their  execution. 

In  all  this,  sir,  I  see  nothing  that  is  to  con- 
cOiate  the  conflicting  opmions  and  passions  of 
our  citizens,  and  restore  concord  amongst  them. 
I  see  nothing  that  wUl  invigorate  the  public 
councils,  and  resuscitate  the  dormant  spirit  and 
resources  of  the  nation.  To  me  it  seems  that 
the  Administration,  without  presenting  to  pub- 
lic view  any  definite  object  or  course,  are  press- 
ing forward  our  affaii's  into  a  chaos  of  inextri- 
cable difficulties.  And  I  cannot  but  regard  this 
bill  as  holding  a  prominent  place  among  the 
measures  leading  on  that  unfortunate  issue. 

This  hiU  bears  marks  of  distrust  entertained 
by  the  Govei-nment  of  the  people,  or  a  consider- 
able portion  of  them,  and  of-  the  State  authori- 
ties ;  it  places  the  coasting  trade  under  further 
and  vexatious  restraints,  as  well  as  its  general 
regulations  under  the  control  of  the  President. 
It  intrenches  on  the  municipal  polity  of  the 
States,  and  the  intercourse  of  the  people  in 
their  ordinary  business.  And,  what  above  all 
will  wound  the  public  sentiment,  for  the  ac- 
customed and  mUd  means  of  executing  the  laws 
by  civil  process  through  the  tribunals  of  jus- 
tice, it  substitutes  military  powers  to  be  called 
out  and  exercised,  not  in  aid,  but  in  place,  of 
the  civil  authorities. 

The  coasting  trade  is  placed  under  the  regu- 
lation of  the  President  by  this  bill : 

1st.  Collectors  may  refuse  permission  to  put 
a  cargo  on  board  of  any  ship,  vessel,  or  boat, 
in  any  case  where  they  have  their  own  personal 
suspicions  that  it  is  intended  for  foreign  ex- 
portation, and  in  every  case  which  may  be  com- 
prehended within  the  scope  of  any  general  in- 
structions, issued  by  command  of  the  Presi- 
dent. But  there  is  a  proviso  as  to  coasting  ves- 
sels uniformly  employed  in  the  navigation  of 
bays,  sounds,  rivers,  and  lakes,  which  shall 
have  obtained  a  general  permission. 

2d.  General  permissions  may  be  granted  to 
the  last-mentioned  vessels,  under  such  general 
instructions  as  the  President  of  the  United 
States  may  give,  when  it  can  be  done  without 
danger  of  the  embargo  being  violated,  to  take 
on  board  such  articles  as  may  be  designated  in 
such  general  permission  or  permissions. 

By  these  general  instructions,  the  President 
may  prescribe  the  kind  and  quantity  of  exports 
from,  and  imports  into  the  individual  States, 
and  from  and  to  the  particular  districts  within  a 
State.  He  may  suspend  them  in  part  or  in  whole. 

The  power  of  issuing  general  instructions 
now  proposed  to  be  given  to  the  President  by 


law,  he  exercised  in  the  recess  of  Congress,  and 
in  my  opinion,  without  law.  The  Governor 
of  Massachusetts  was  authorized  to  give  certifi- 
cates, or  licenses  for  the  importation  of  flour 
into  that  State;  and,  under  general  instruc- 
tions from  the  President,  without  personal  sus- 
picion of  his  own,  the  collector  at  Charleston, 
in  South  Carolina,  detained  a  vessel;  which 
called  forth  the  independent  exercise  of  the 
judicial  power  of  the  circuit  court  in  that 
State,  to  control  the  President's  instructions. 
I  am  sensible  the  Administration  and  its  friends 
have  an  arduous  task  in  executing  the  embargo ; 
difficulties  beset  them  on  every  side;  difficul- 
ties inherent  in  the  measure  itself,  and  not  to 
be  overcome  by  accumulating  rigorous  penal- 
ties, and  an  extension  of  the  Executive  power. 
The  power  to  regulate  commerce  is  vested  in 
Congress,  and  by  granting  it  to  the  Presideift, 
do  we  not  transfer  to  him  one  of  the  most  im- 
portant and  delicate  of  the  legislative  pow- 
ers 2  What  State  would  have  adopted  the  con- 
stitution, if  it  had  been  foreseen  that  this  power 
would  be  granted  to  any  man,  however  distin- 
guished by  office  2 

The  sections  I  have  considered,  principally 
affect  merchants  and  seafaring  men  in  their  bu- 
siness, at  stores,  custom-houses,  about  wharves, 
ships,  and  vessels.  But  other  sections  take  a 
wider  range,  and  intrench  on  the  ordinary  con- 
cerns of  the  great  body  of  the  people,  by  the 
powers  they  give  for  vmreasonable  and  arbitra- 
ry searches  for,  and  seizures  of  their  property.     , 

Collectors  of  the  customs  throughout  the- 
United  States,  by  the  tenth  section,  are  em- 
powered to  take  into  custody  specie,  or  any 
articles  of  domestic  growth  or  manufacture, 
under  these  circumstances,  when  deposited  in 
unusual  places,  in  unusual  quantities,  in  places 
where  there  is  reason  to  believe  they  are  in- 
tended for  exportation  in  vessels,  sleighs,  or 
other  carriages,  or  in  any  manner  apparently 
on  their  way  towards  the  territories  of  foreign 
nations,  or  a  place  whence  such  articles  are  in- 
tended to  be  exported.  And,  when  taken 
into  custody,  they  are  not  permitted  to  be  re- 
moved without  bonds  being  given  for  their 
being  relanded  in  some  place  whence,  in  the 
opinion  of  the  collector,  there  is  no  danger  of 
their  being  exported. 

Without  warrant  founded  on  proof,  from  sus- 
picion only,  may  this  unbounded  license  be  ex- 
ercised. Our  houses,  heretofore  our  castles, 
and  the  secure  abodes  of  our  families,  may  be 
thrown  open  to  the  visits  of  coUectors  to 
search  for  and  seize  our  money  and  goods, 
whenever  instigated  by  suspicion,  prejudice,  re- 
sentment, or  party  spirit. 

No  place  is  to  be  protected ;  the  people  may 
every  where  be  exposed,  at  home,  on  the  way 
and  abroad.  Specie  and  goods  thus  seized 
without  warrant,  and  on  suspicion  only  are 
not  to  be  removed  unless  and  until  bond'with 
sureties  shall  be  given  for  landing  or  deliver- 
ing the  same  in  some  place  of  the  United  States, 
whence,  in  the  opinion  of  the  collector  there 
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shall  not  be  any  danger  of  such  articles  being 
exported.  These  provisions  strike  at  the  vital 
principles  of  a  free  government ;  and  are  they 
not  conti-ary  to  the  fourth  and  sixth  articles  of 
amendments  to  the  constitution  ?  Are  not  these 
searches  and  seizures,  ■without  warrant,  on 
the  mere  suspicion  of  a  collector,  unreasona- 
ble searches  and  seizures  ?  And  is  not  a  man 
thereby  to  be  deprived  of  property  without  due 
process  of  law  ? 

The  m-Uitary  may  be  employed  by  such  per- 
son as  the  President  may  have  empowered.  He 
may  designate,  at  certain  places  in  the  States, 
persons  to  call  out  such  part  of  the  land  or 
naval  forces  of  the  United  States,  or  of  the 
militia,  as  may  be  judged  necessary.  Those 
wiU  be  selected  who  are  most  convenient  and 
in  aU  respects  qualified  to  act  in  the  scenes  to 
which  they  may  be  called.  In  these  appoint- 
ments the  Senate  is  to  have  no  concurrence. 
They  are  to  be  Presidential  agents  for  issuing  re- 
quisitions to  the  standing  army,  for  militia,  and 
not  amenable  to  any  tribunal  for  their  conduct. 
Heretofore  a  delicate  and  respectful  attention 
has  been  paid  to  the  State  authoritieson  this 
subject.  The  requisitions  of  the  General  Govern- 
ment for  the  raiUtia  have  been  made  to  the  Gov- 
ernors of  the  States ;  and  what  reason  is  there  for 
taking  a  different  course  to  enforce  the  embargo  ? 

Under  our  present  system  have  not  insurrec- 
tions been  suppressed,  rebellions  quelled,  and 
combinations  and  resistance  against  lawful  au- 
thority overcome,  by  the  force  of  the  General 
Government  in  co-operation  with  the  State 
Governments?  Is  not  the  authority  of  the 
marshals  competent  to  the  execution  of  the 
laws  ?  I  see  no  cause  for  these  arrays  of  the 
military  throughout  the  country,  and  the  un- 
restrained hcense  that  is  to  be  given  to  its  oper- 
ations. It  is  a  fundamental  principle  of  a  free 
government,  "that  the  military  be  kept  in 
subordination  to  the  civil  power,"  and  never 
be  put  in  motion  until  those  be  found  incom- 
petent to  preserve  the  public  peace  and  author- 
ity. But,  by  the  provisions  of  this  bill,  these 
Presidential  agents  may  call  out  the  standing 
army  or  militia,  or  part  of  them,  to  follow  in 
the  collector's  train,  to  seize  specie  and  goods 
in  houses,  stores,  and  elsewhere,  and  generally 
for  executing  the  embargo  laws.  And  even  the 
public  peace,  so  far  as  respects  the  suppressing 
armed  and  riotous  assemblages  of  persons  re- 
sisting the  custom-house  ofSoers  in  the  exercise 
of  their  duties,  it  would  seem  can  no  longer  be 
confided  to  the  States,  and  it  is  thought  ne- 
cessary to  surround  custom-house  officers  with 
bands  of  the  standing  army  or  militia. 

The  biU  before  us  is  bottomed  on  a  report  of 
the  Secretary  of  the  Ti-easury.  How  often 
were  his  strenuous  remonstrances,  and  those  of 
the  chairman  of  the  committee  who  reported 
the  biU,  (Mr.  Giles,)  formerly  heard  against 
the  extension  of  the  Executive  patronage  and 
influence ;  the  interference  of  the  General  Gov- 
ernment in  the  local  policy  of  the  States,  and, 
the  ordinary  concerns   of    the  people ;    and. 


above  all,  against  standing  armies?  Then  no 
such  Executive  prerogatives  were  claimed  as 
this  bill  contains;  no  such  attempts  made  as 
here  are  made  for  intrenchments  on  the  inter- 
nal policy  of  the  States,  and  the  ordinary  con- 
cerns of  the  people ;  and  then  our  array,  small 
in  comparison  with  the  present  establishment, 
was  kept  aloof  from  the  affairs  of  the  State, 
and  the  persons  and  property  of  the  citizens. 
Our  country  was  happy,  prosperous,  and  re- 
spected. The  present  crisis  is  portentous.  In- 
ternal disquiets  wiU  not  be  healed,  nor  pubHc 
sentiment  confc-oUed,  by  precipitate  and  rash 
measures.  It  is  time  for  the  public  councils 
to  pause.  This  bUl,  sir,  ought  not  to  pass.  It 
strikes  at  the  vital  principles  of  our  republican 
system.  It  proposes  to  place  the  country  in 
a  time  of  peace  under  military  law,  the  first  ap- 
pearance of  which  ought  here  to  be  resisted 
with  all  our  talents  and  efforts.  It  proposes  to 
introduce  a  military  despotism,  to  which  free- 
men  can  never  submit,  and  which  can  never 
govern  except  by  terror  and  carnage. 


TtEBDAT,  December  20. 
Enforcement  of  the  Embargo. 
Mr.  Giles  said,  I  am  sensible  that  I  owe  an 
apology  to  the  Senate,  as  chairman  of  the  com- 
mittee, for  not  having  made  an  exposition  of 
the  objects  and  principles  of  the  bill,  reported 
for  consideration,  at  an  earlier  stage  of  the  dis- 
cussion. This  omission  has  not  in  the  smallest 
degree  been  influenced  by  any  apprehension,  that 
these  principles  are  indefensible  ;  but,  in  some 
degree,  from  a  desire  to  screen  myself,  as  much 
as  possible,  from  intermixing  in  discussions ;  a 
task  which  is  never  agreeable,  but  is  at  present 
peculiarly  distressing  and  afflicting  to  my  feel- 
ings. I  also  thought  that  the  session  had  al- 
ready been  sufficiently  fruitful  of  discussions 
intimately  connected  with  the  bill  before  us ; 
and  that  the  public  interests,  at  this  time,  re- 
quired action.  I  know,  too,  sir,  that  I  owe  an 
apology  to  the  Senate,  for  the  great  number  of 
amendments  which,  under  their  indulgence,  has 
been  made  to  this  biU  after  it  was  first  presented 
to  their  consideration.  But,  sir,  you  will  find 
some  apology  in  the  intrinsic  difficulty  and  deli- 
cacy of  the  subject  itself,  and  also  in  the  dispo- 
sition manifested  by  the  committee,  to  give  to 
the  objections  made  by  the  opponents  of  the 
bill,  that  respectful  attention  to  which  many  of 
them  were  certainly  entitled,  and  to  accommo- 
date its  provisions,  as  far  as  possible,  to  the 
views  of  those  gentlemen.  After  every  effort, 
however,  to  effect  this  object,  it  still  appears 
that  the  bUl  presents  temptations  for  address- 
ing the  popular  sensibility  too  strong  to  be  re- 
sisted by  gentlemen  in  the  opposition.  They 
have,  accordingly,  with  great  zeal  and  ability, 
described  the  provisions  of  the  bill  as  danger- 
ous and  alarming  to  the  rights  and  liberties  of 
the  people.  This,  sir,  is  the  common  course  of 
opposition,  and  applies  to  every  strong  measure 
requiring  the  exercise  of  much  Executive  dis- 
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cretion.  I  think,  however,  I  shall  he  able  to 
show  that  there  is  no  new  principle  contained 
in  the  provisions  of  that  bill;  but  that  every 
provision  it  contains  is  amply  justified  by  pre- 
cedents in  pre-existing  laws,  which  have  not  been 
found  to  be  so  destructive  to  the  rights  of  the 
people,  as  gentlemen  strenuously  insist  similar 
provisions  in  this  bill  will  be,  if  they  receive 
the  sanction  of  law.  In  performing  this  task,  I 
shall  bring  into  view  only  such  parts  of  the  bill  as 
have  been  objected  to  by  gentlemen,  presuming 
that,  as  their  objections  have  evidently  been  the 
result  of  great  industry  and  deliberation,  all 
other  parts  of  the  bill  remain  unobjectionable.  I 
shall  also,  perhaps,  avoid  some  of  the  observa- 
tions respecting  minute  details ;  apply  my  re- 
marks generally  to  principles;  and  thus  bring 
my  observations  and  replies  into  as  short  a 
compass  as  possible. 

The  gentleman  from  Connecticut  (Mr.  Good- 
eioh)  commenced  his  remarks  by  declaring  the 
embargo  to  be  a  permanent  measure,  depreca- 
ting its  effects,  as  ruinous  at  home  and  ineffec- 
tual abroad.  These  observations  have  been  re- 
peatedly made  by  others,  and  already  replied  to 
by  several  gentlemen,  as  well  as  myself ;  and  I 
am  strengthened  in  the  correctness  of  those  re- 
plies by  all  the  further  reflections  I  have  been 
enabled  to  bestow  upon  them.  This  part  of  the 
subject  will,  therefore,  be  passed  over  without 
further  notice,  except  to  remark,  that  per- 
haps one  of  the  causes  of  the  inefficacy  of 
the  measure  abroad,  has  been  the  unprin- 
cipled violations  of  its  provisions  at  home; 
and  the  great  and  leading  object  of  the  pres- 
ent bill  is  to  prevent  such  violations.  Upon 
this  part  of  the  subject  I  am  happy  to  find 
that  one  of  its  most  strenuous  and  judicious 
opposers  (Mr.  Hillhotjse)  has  candidly  informed 
the  Senate,  that  the  provisions  of  the  bill  are 
admirably  calculated  to  effect  that  object — and 
if  in  their  practical  operation  they  should  re- 
alize the  character  anticipated  by  that  gentle- 
man, I  shall  feel  no  regret  for  that  portion  of 
labor  I  have  bestowed  upon  them.  Indeed,  I 
shall  congratulate  the  committee  as  well  as  my- 
self in  having  been  so  fortunate  as  to  find  a 
competent  remedy  for  so  great  an  evil. 

The  gentleman  from  Connecticut  (Mr.  Good- 
eioh)  informs  us,  that  the  public  councils  are 
pressing  on  to  measures  pregnant  with  the  most 
alarming  results.  I  hope  the  gentleman  is  mis- 
taken in  his  apprehensions,  and  I  should  have 
been  much  pleased  if  the  gentleman  had  been 
good  enough  to  point  them  to  a  better  course ; 
but,  sir,  he  has  not  done  so,  nor  has  any  gentle- 
man on  the  same  side  of  the  question .  Indeed,  sir, 
it  would  give  me  great  pleasure  to  do  something 
that  would  be  agreeable  to  our  Eastern  friends ; 
but,  imfortunately,  amidst  all  the  intrinsic  diffi- 
culties which  press  upon  us,  that  seems  to  be 
not  among  the  least  of  them.  The  gentlemen 
themselves  will  not  explicitly  tell  us  what  would 
produce  the  effect — and  I  am  inclined  to  think 
that  nothing  short  of  putting  the  Government 
in  their  hands  would  do  it.    Even  this  would 


not  be  exempt  from  difficulties.  The  gentlemen 
from  that  part  of  the  United  States  are  nearly 
equally  divided  among  themselves  respecting 
the  proper  course  of  measures  to  be  pursued, 
and  there  is  an  immense  majority  in  every 
other  part  of  the  United  States,  in  favor  of  the 
measures  proposed ;  we  are  therefore  surround- 
ed with  real  and  intrinsic  difficulties  from  every 
quarter,  and  those  of  a  domestic  nature  are  in- 
finitely the  most  formidable,  and  most  to  be 
deprecated.  Indeed,  sir,  under  present  circum- 
stances, the  administration  of  the  Government 
cannot  be  a  pleasant  task ;  and,  in  my  judgment, 
it  requires  a  great  effort  of  patriotism  to  un- 
dertake it,  not  on  account  of  external  pressures, 
but  on  account  of  internal  discontents,  stimula- 
ted, too,  by  so  many  artful  intrigues.  But  for 
these  unfortunate  circumstances,  every  gentle- 
man would  feel  an  honorable  pride  in  contribu- 
ting his  efforts  to  devise  measures  for  repelling 
foreign  aggressions,  and  he  would  court  the 
responsibility  attached  to  his  station.  I  would 
not,  Mr.  President,  give  up  a  scintilla  of  that 
portion  of  the  responsibility  which  the  crisis 
imposes  on  me.  Indeed,  sir,  to  have  the  honor 
of  bearing  my  fuU  share  of  it,  is  the  only  in- 
ducement I  have  at  this  moment  for  occupying 
a  place  on  this  floor.  Without  that  considera- 
tion I  should  now  be  in  retirement.  But  when 
I  turn  my  eyes  upon  internal  divisions,  discon- 
tents and  violations  of  law,  and  am  compelled 
to  think  of  nleasures  for  their  suppression,  it 
produces  the  most  painful  sensations  and  dis- 
tressing reflections. 

The  great  principle  of  objection,  the  gentle- 
men tell  us,  consists  in  the  transfer  of  legisla- 
tive powers  to  the  Executive  Department.  This 
is  an  old  an  abstract  question,  often  heretofore 
brought  into  view,  and  leads  to  endless  discus- 
sion.   I  think  I  shall  be  able  to  show  that  the 
bill  introduces  no  new  principle  in  this  respect, 
but  only  applies  an  established  principle  to  new 
practical  objects.    The  general  principle  of  the 
separation  of  departments  is  generally  admitted 
in  the  abstract ;  but  the  difficulties  in  this  dis- 
cussion arise  from  applying  the  principle  to 
practical  objects.      The  great  difficulty  exists 
in  the  attempt  to  fix  on  the  precise  boundary 
line  between  legislative  and  Executive  powers 
in  their  practical  operation.     This  is  not  possi- 
You  might  attempt  the  search  for  the  philoso- 
pher's stone,  or  the  discovery  of  the  perpetual 
motion,  with  as  much  prospect  of  success.    The 
reason  of  this  difficulty  is,  that  the  practical 
objects  and  events  to  which  this  abstract  prin- 
ciple is  attempted  to  be  applied,  are  perpetually 
varying,  accordmg  to  the  practical  progression 
of  human  affairs,  and  therefore  cannot  admit 
of  any  uniform  standard  of  application.     This 
reflection  might    have  saved    the  gentleman 
frpm  Massachusetts  (Mr.  Llotd)  the  trouble  of 
reading  to  us  the  constitution  or  bill  of  rights 
of  Massachusetts,   in   which  the  principle   of 
separation  of  departments  is  very  clearly  and 
properly  laid  down,  and  which  will  be  very 
J  readily  assented  to  in  the  abstract,  but  which 
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forms  no  part  of  the  question  jn  dispute.  It 
cannot,  however,  escape  ohservation,  that  this 
principle  is  not  laid  down,  even  in  the  abstract, 
in  the  Constitution  of  the  United  States ;  and, 
although  it  is  the  leading  principle  of  the  con- 
stitution, and  probably  was  the  principal  guide 
in  its  formation,  it  ia  nevertheles  in  several  re- 
pects  departed  from. 

This  body  partakes  essentially  both  of  the 
legislative  and  Executive  powers  of  the  Govern- 
ment. The  Executive  Department  also  partakes 
of  the  legislative  powers,  as  far  at  least  as  an 
approbation  of,  and  a  quaJified  negative  of  the 
laws  extend,  &c.  I  make  these  observations, 
however,  not  in  derogation  of  the  general  prin- 
ciple of  the  separation  of  powers  among  the 
several  departments,  so  far  as  is  practicable, 
but  merely  to  show  that  there  must  necessarily 
be  some  limitations  in  its  practical  operation. 
Perhaps  the  best  general  rule  for  guiding  our 
discretion  upon  this  subject  will  be  found  to 
consist  in  this :  That  legislation  ought  to  ex- 
tend as  far  as  definition  is  practicable — when 
definition  stops,  execution  must  necessarily  be- 
gin. But  some  of  the  particular  provisions  of 
this  bill  will  furnish  more  precise  illustrations 
of  my  opinions  upon  this  question ;  it  will, 
therefore,  be  waived  until  I  shall  come  to  their 
consideration. 

I  will  now  proceed  to  examine  the  more  par- 
ticular objections  urged  against  the  detail  of 
this  bai.  Its  provisions  respecting  the  coasting 
trade  are  said  to  be  objectionable  in  the  follow- 
ing respects : 

First  objection :  The  penalty  of  the  bonds  re- 
quired, is  said  to  be  excessive.  To  enable  us 
to  decide  correctly  upon  this  point,  the  object 
proposed  to  be  effected,  and  the  penalty  re- 
quired, should  be  considered  in  reference  to 
each  other.  The  object  is  to  prevent,  by  means 
of  coasting  vessels,  domestic  articles  from  being 
carried  abroad.  Flour,  for  instance,  to  the 
"West  Indies.  The  price  of  that  article  here  is 
less  than  five  dollars ;  in  the  West  Indies  it  is 
said  to  be  thirty  and  upward.  The  penalty  of  the 
bonds  required  is  six  times  the  amount  of  the  val- 
ue of  the  vessel  and  cargo.  Is  any  gentleman  pre- 
pared to  say  a  smaller  penalty  will  efiect  the 
object  1.  I  presume  not.  Indeed,  the  commit- 
tee were  disposed  to  put  it  at  the  lowest  possi- 
ble point,  consistently  with  an  effectuation  of 
the  object;  and  probably  it  is  rather  too  low 
for  that  purpose.  As  to  the  penalty,  according 
to  the  tonnage  of  vessels,  it  is  believed  no  al- 
teration in  the  existing  laws  is  made  in  that 
respect.  These  penalties  will  appear  the  more 
reasonable,  when  it  is  recollected,  that  through 
the  indulgence  given  of  the  coasting  trade, 
most  of  the  violations  of  the  embargo  laws 
have  been  contrived  and  effected. 

Second  objection :  The  collectors  may  be  in- 
fluenced by  party  spirit  in  the  exercise  of  their 
discretion.  It  is  hoped  that  this  vnH  not  be  the 
case,  and  if  it  were,  it  would  certainly  be  much  to 
be  regretted.  It  may,  however,  probably  happen, 
and  is  one  of  the  inconveniences  of  the  system. 


Third  objection :  The  high  penalties  of  the 
bonds  will  drive  many  persons  of  small  means 
from  their  accustomed  occupations.  They  will 
not  be  able  to  procure  the  competent  security 
for  their  prosecution.  It  is  not  to  be  presumed 
that  this  will  be  the  effect  to  any  great  extent. 
If  the  owner  is  known  to  be  honest,  and  has  in 
view  legal  and  honest  objects,  I  have  very  little 
apprehension  of  his  not  being  able  to  get  the 
security  required.  But  here  the  question  recm-s, 
are  these  apprehended  inconveniences  of  such 
a  nature  as  to  render  it  necessary  to  abandon  a 
great  national  object;  for  the  accommodation  of 
a  few  individuals  who  are  affected  by  them? 
Is  the  last  effort  to  preserve  the  peace  of  the 
nation,  to  be  abandoned  from  these  considera- 
tions ?    I  should  conclude,  certainly  not. 

The  next  objections  are  made  to  the  seventh 
section  of  the  bOl,  which  provides  that  stress 
of  weather,  and  other  unavoidable  accidents  at 
sea,  shall  not  be  given  in  evidence  in  a  trial  at 
law  to  save  the  penalty  of  bonds  given  as  securi- 
ty against  the  violation  of  the  embargo  laws.  It 
is  known  that,  through  pretexts  derived  from 
this  permission,  at  present,  most  of  the  viola- 
tions of  these  laws  have  been  committed  with 
impunity — it  is,  therefore,  important  to  the  fu- 
ture execution  of  the  laws,  to  take  away  these 
pretexts.  But  it  is  objected  that  this  regulation 
manifests  a  distrust  of  oaths.  It  does,  of  what 
is  called  custom-house  oaths ;  their  violation  is 
already  almost  proverbial ;  it  does  not,  however, 
produce  nor  encourage  this  profligacy ;  it  takes 
away  the  temptation  to  it.  It  is  further  said, 
it  impairs  the  trial  by  jury — ^very  far  from  it ; 
the  trial  by  jury  still  exists  ;  this  provision  only 
regulates  the  evidence  to  be  produced  before 
the  jury.  Gentlemen  state  particular  hardships 
which  may  take  place  under  this  regulation.  It 
is  easy  to  state  possible  hardships  under  any 
general  regulation ;  but  they  have  never  been 
deemed  sufficient  objections  to  general  regula- 
tions producing  in  other  respects  beneficial  re- 
sults. This  bOl,  however,  contains  a  provision 
for  relief  in  aU  cases  of  hardships  under  the  em- 
bargo laws.  The  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  is 
authorized  to  grant  relief  in  all  such  cases.  This 
power  vested  in  the  Secretary,  is  also  objected 
to.  It  is  said  to  manifest  a  distrust  of  courts, 
and  to  transfer  their  powers  to  the  Secretary  of 
the  Treasury.  "Whatever  may  be  my  distrust 
of  some  of  the  courts  of  the  United  States,  I  can 
say  that  consideration  furnished  no  inducement 
to  this  provision.  It  is  a  power  not  suited  to 
the  organization  of  courts,  and  it  has  for  a  long 
time  been  exercised  by  the  Secretary  of  the 
Treasury  without  being  complained  of  _  Con- 
gress proceeded  with  great  caution  on  this  sub- 
ject. On  the  third  day  of  March,  1797,  they 
first  introduced  this  principle  into  their  laws  in 
•  relation  to  the  collection  of  the  revenue;  and, 
after  an  experiment  of  nearly  three  years,  on 
the  eleventh  day  of  February,  1800,  they  made 
the  law  perpetual.  This  will  appear  from  the 
12th  section  of  this  bill,  which  merely  borrows 
this  provision  from  pre-existing  laws.    It  intro- 
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duces  no  new  principle  whatever.     This  doc- 
tiine  is  carried  still  further,  by  an  act  passed 
the  3J  of  March,  1807,  in  the  eighth  volume 
of  the  laws,  page  318 : 
'  An  Act  to  prevent  settlements  being  made  on  lands 

ceded  to  the  United  States,  until  authorized  by  law. 

"  And  it  shall  moreover  be  lawful  for  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  United  States  to  direct  the  Marshal,  or 
officer  acting  as  Marshal,  in  the  manner  hereinafter 
directed,  and  also  to  lake  such  other  measures,  and 
to  employ  such  mihtary  force  as  he  may  judge  ne- 
cessary and  proper,  to  remove  from  lands  ceded,  or 
secured  to  the  United  States  by  treaty,  or  cession  as 
aforesaid,  any  person  or  persons  who  shall  hereafter 
take  possession  of  the  same,  or  make  or  attempt  to 
make  a  settlement  thereon,  until  authorised  by  law." 

Here  the  President  is  authorized  to  use  the 
military  force  to  remove  settlers  from  the  pub- 
lic lands  without  the  intervention  of  courts ;  and 
the  reason  is,  that  the  peculiarity  of  the  case  is 
not  suited  to  the  jurisdiction  of  courts,  nor  would 
their  powers  be  competent  to  the  object,  nor, 
indeed,  are  courts  allowed  to  interfere  with  any 
claims  of  individuals  against  the  United  States, 
but  Congress  undertakes  to  decide  upon  all  such 
cases  finally  and  peremptorily,  without  the 
intervention  of  courts. 

This  part  of  the  bill  is,  therefore,  supported 
both  by  principle  and  precedent. 

"While  speaking  of  the  distrust  of  courts,  I 
hope  I  may  be  indulged  in  remarking,  that  in- 
dividually my  respect  for  judicial  proceedings  is 
materially  impaired.  I  find,  sir,  that  latterly, 
in  some  instances,  the  callous  insensibility  to 
extrinsic  objects,  which,  in  times  past,  was 
thought  the  most  honorable  trait  in  the  charac- 
ter of  an  upright  judge,  is  now,  by  some  courts, 
entirely  disrespected.  It  seems,  by  some  judges, 
to  be  no  longer  thought  an  ornament  to  the 
judicial  character,  but  is  now  substituted  by 
the  most  capricious  sensibilities. 


Senator  by  the  General  Assembly  of  the  State 
of  Ohio,  to  fill  the  vacancy  occasioned  by  the 
resignation  of  .John  Smith,  and,  also,  for  six 
years  ensuing  the  third  day  of  March  next,  at- 
tended, and  produced  his  credentials,  which 
were  read ;  and  the  oath  prescribed  by  law  was 
administered  to  him. 


Tuesday,  January  10. 
James  A.  Bayaed,  from  the  State  of  Dela- 
ware, attended. 


Monday,  January  16 
The  credentials  of  Michael  Leib,  appointed 
a  Senator  by  the  Legislature  of  the  State  of 
Pennsylvania,  to  fill  the  vacancy  occasioned  by 
the  resignation  of  Samuel  Maclay,  were  rea(^ 
and  ordered  to  lie  on  file. 


Thuesday,  January  19. 
Michael  Leib,  appointed  a  Senator  by  the 
Legislature  of  the  State  of  Pennsylvania,  to  fill 
the  vacancy  occasioned  by  the  resignation  of  the 
Honorable  Samtiel  Maolay,  attended,  and  the 
oath  prescribed  by  law  was  administered  to  him. 


"Wednesday,  December  21. 
Enforcement  of  the  Ernbar^o. 

Mr.  Pope  spoke  in  favor  of  the  bill. 

And  on  the  question,  Shall  this  bOl  pass  ?  it 
was  determined  in  the  affirmative — ^yeas  20 
nays  7,  as  follows  :  ' 

_  Yeas. — Messrs.  Anderson,  Condit,  Crawford,  Frank- 
Im,  Gaillard,  Giles,  Gregg,  Kitchel,  Milledge,  Mitchill, 
Moore,  Pope,  Robinson,  Smith  of  Maryland,  Smith 
of  New  York,  Smith  of  Tennessee,  Sumter,  Thruston 
Tiffin,  and  Turner.  ' 

Nays.— Messrs.  Oilman,  Goodrich,  HiUhouse,  Lloyd, 
Mathewson,  Pickering,  and  "White. 


"Wednesday,  December  28. 
The  "ViOE  President  being  absent  by  reason 
of  the  ill  state  of  his  health,  the  Senate  proceed- 
ed to  the  election  of  a  President  pro  tempore. 
as  the  constitution  provides;  and  Stephen  E. 
Beadlet  was  appointed. 


Peiday,  January  6,  1809. 
Rbiuen  Jonathan  Meigs,  jun.,  appointed  a 


Tuesday,  January  24. 

Foreign  Intercourse — fhe  Two  Milliom  Secret 

Appropriation — Florida  the  object. 

The  following  Message  was  received  from  the 
Peesident  of  the  United  States  : 
To  ike  Senate  of  the  United  States  : 

According  to  the  resolution  of  the  Senate,  of  the 
17th  instant,  I  now  transmit  them  the  information 
therein  requested,  respecting  the  execution  of  the  act 
of  Congresa  of  February  21,  1806,  appropriating  two 
millions  of  doUars  for  defraying  any  extraordinary 
expenses  attending  the  intercourse  between  the  Unit- 
ed States  and  foreign  nations. 

Januaky  24,  1803.  TH.  JEFFERSON. 

The  Message  and  documents  were  read,  and 
one  thousand  copies  thereof  ordered  to  be  print- 
ed for  the  use  of  the  two  Houses  of  Congress. 

In  compliance  with  the  resolution  of  the  Senate,  so 
far  as  the  same  is  not  complied  with  by  the  report  of 
the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  of  the  20th  instant,  the 
Secretary  of  State  respectfully  reports,  that  neither 
the  whole  nor  any  portion  of  the  two  miUions  of  dol- 
lars appropriated  by  the  act  of  Congress  of  the  21st 
of  February,  1806,  "for  defraying  any  extraordinary 
expenses  attendmg  the  intercourse  between  the  Unit- 
ed States  and  foreign  nations,"  was  ever  authorized 
or  intended  to  be  applied  to  the  use  of  either  France, 
HoUand  or  any  country  other  than  Spain ;  nor  otherl 
wase  to  be  applied  to  Spain  than  by  treaty  with  the 
Government  thereof,  and  exclusively  in  consideration 
of  a  cession  and  delivery  to  the  United  States  of  the  ter- 
ritory held  by  Spam,  eastward  of  the  river  Mississippi. 

AE  which  IB  respectfully  submitted. 

T^^  ,  „  JAMES  MADISON. 

Department  of  State,  Jan.  21. 


Monday,  January  30. 
The  Vioe  Peesident  having  retired,  the  Sen 
ate  proceeded  to  the  election  of  a  President  j?» 
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tempore,  as  the  constitution  provides ;  and  the 
Hon.  John  Milledge  was  appointed. 

Thtjesdat,  Fehrnary  3. 

Tho  credentials  of  Samuel  "White,  appointed 

a  Senator  by  the  Legislature  of  the  State  of 

Delaware,  for  six  years,  commencing  on  the  4th  of 

March  next,  were  read,  and  ordered  to  lie  on  file. 

TiTESDAT,  Fehrnary  7. 

lamination  and  Count  of  Electoral  Votes  for 

President  and  Vice  President. 

Mr.  Smith,  of  Maryland,  from  the  joint  com- 
mittee appointed  to  ascertain  and  report  a  mode 
of  examining  the  votes  for  President  and  Vice 
President,  and  of  notifying  the  persons  elected 
of  their  election,  and  for  regulating  the  time, 
place,  and  manner,  of  administering  the  oath  of 
oflBce  to  the  President,  reported  in  part  the  fol- 
lowing resolution, which  was  read  and  agreed  to : 

Resolved,  That  the  two  Houses  shall  assemhle  in 
the  Chamber  of  the  House  of  Eepresentatives,  on 
"Wednesday  next,  at  12  o*clock;  that  one  person  be 
appointed  a  teller  on  the  part  of  the  Senate,  to  make 
a  list  of  the  votes  as  they  shall  be  declared ;  that  the 
result  shall  be  dehvered.  to  the  President  of  the  Sen- 
ate, who  shall  announce  the  state  of  the  vote,  and 
the  persons  elected,  to  the  two  Houses  assembled  as 
aforesaid ;  which  shall  be  deemed  a  declaration  of 
the  persons  elected  President  and  Vice  President, 
and,  together  with  a  list  of  the  votes,  to  be  entered 
on  the  Journals  of  the  two  Houses. 

Ordered,  That  Mr.  SiniH,  of  Maryland,  be 
appointed  teller  on  the  part  of  the  Senate,  agree- 
ably to  the  foregoing  resolution. 

A  message  from  the  House  of  Eepresentatives 
brought  to  the  Senate  "  the  several  memorials 
from  sundry  citizens  of  the  State  of  Massachu- 
setts, remonstrating  against  the  mode  in  which 
the  appointment  of  Electors  for  Prfesident  and 
Vice  President  has  been  proceeded  to  on  the 
part  of  the  Senate  and  House  of  Representatives 
of  said  State,  as  irregular  and  unconstitutional, 
and  praying  for  the  interference  of  the  Senate 
and  House  of  Eepresentatives  of  the  United 
States,  for  the  purpose  of  preventing  the  estab- 
lishment of  so  dangerous  a  precedent." 

The  message  last  mentioned,  referring  to  the 
memorials  of  sundry  citizens  of  the  State  of 
Massachusetts,  was  read. 

Ordered,  That  the  message  and  memorials  lie 
on  the  table. 

A  message  from  the  House  of  Eepresentatives 
informed  the  Senate  that  the  House  agree  to  the 
report  of  the  joint  committee  "  appointed  to  as- 
certain and  report  a  mode  of  examining  the 
votes  for  President  and  Vice  President,  and  of 
notifying  the  persons  elected  of  their  election, 
and  to  regulate  the  time,  place,  and  manner  of 
administering  the  oath  of  office  to  the  Presi- 
dent," and  have  appointed  Messrs.  Nicholas 
and  VAjf  Dyxb  tellers  on  their  part. 

■Wednesdat,  February  8. 
The  two  Houses  of  Congress,  agreeably  to  the 


[Senate. 


joint  resolution,  assembled  in  the  Eepresenta- 
tives' Chamber,  and  the  certificates  of  the  Elec- 
tors for  the  several  States  were,  by  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  Senate,  opened  and  delivered  to  the 
tellers  appointed  for  the  purpose,  who,  having 
examined  and  ascertained  the  number  of  votes, 
presented  a  hst  thereof  to  the  President  of  the 
Senate,  which  was  read,  as  follows : 


States. 


New  Hampshire 

Massachusetts 

Rhode  Island 

Connecticut 

Vermont 

New  York 

New  Jersey 

Pennsylvania 

Delaware 

Maryland 

Virginia 

North  Carolina 

South  Carolina 

Georgia 

Kentucky 

Tennessee 

Ohio 

Totals 


For  Presi- 
dent. 


For  Vice  Presi- 
dent. 


la 


122    6  47113    3    3    947 


I 

7 

19 

4 

9 


The  whole  number  of  votes  being  175,  of 
which  88  make  a  majority. 

"Whereupon  the  President  of  the  Senate  de- 
clared James  Madison  elected  President  of  the 
United  States  for  four  years,  commencing  with 
the  fourth  day  of  March  next;  and  Gbobge 
Cleston  Vice  President  of  the  United  States  for 
four  years,  commencing  with  the  fourth  day  of 
March  next. 

The  votes  of  the  Electors  were  then  delivered 
to  the  Secretary  of  the  Senate ;  the  two  Houses 
of  Congress  separated ;  and  the  Senate  returned 
to  their  own  Chamber. 

On  motion,  by  Mr.  Smith  of  Maryland, 

Eesolved,  That  the  President  of  the  United 
States  be  requested  to  cause  to  be  delivered  to 
James  Madison,  Esq.,  of  Virginia,  now  Secretary 
of  State  of  the  United  States,  a  notification  of 
his  election  to  the  oflBce  of  President  of  the 
United  States ;  and  to  be  transmitted  to  Geobge 
Clinton,  Esq.,  of  New  York,  Vice  President 
elect  of  the  United  States,  notification  of  his 
election  to  that  office ;  and  that  the  President 
of  the  Senate  do  make  out  and  sign  a  certificate 
in  the  words  following,  viz : 

Be  U  known,  That  the  Senate  and  House  of  Repre- 
sentatives of  the  United  States  of  America,  being  con- 
vened at  the  city  of  "Washington,  on  the  second  Wed- 
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nesday  in  February,  in  the  year  of  our  Lord  one 
thousand  eight  hundred  and  nine,  the  underwritten, 
President  of  the  Senate  pro  tempore,  did,  in  presence 
of  the  said  Senate  and  House  of  Representatives,  open 
all  the  certificates  and  count  all  the  votes  of  the  Elec- 
tors for  a  President  and  Vice  President  of  the  United 
States.  Whereupon,  it  appeared  that  James  Madison, 
of  Virginia,  had  a  majority, of  the  votes  of  the  Elec- 
tors as  President,  and  Geokoe  Clinton,  of  New 
Ycirk,  had  a  majority  of  the  votes  of  the  Electors  as 
Vice  President.  By  all  which  it  appears  that  James 
Madison,  of  Virginia,  has  been  duly  elected  President, 
and  Geoege  Clinton,  of  New  York,  has  been  duly 
elected  Vice  President  of  the  United  States,  agreeably 
to  the  constitution. 

In  witness  whereof,  I  have  hereunto  set  my  hand, 
and  caused  the  seal  of  the  Senate  to  be  affixed,  this 
day  of  Februaiy,  1809. 

And  that  tlie  President  of  the  Senate  do  cause 
'the  certifloate  aforesaid  to  belaid  before  the  Pres- 
ident of  the  United  States,  with  this  resolution. 


TuEBDAT,  February  21. 

The  credentials  of  Joseph  Andeeson,  appoint- 
ed a  Senator  for  the  State  of  Tennessee,  by  the 
Executive  of  that  State,  from  and  after  the  ex- 
piration of  the  time  limited  in  his  present  ap- 
pointment, until  the  end  of  the  next  session  of 
the  Legislature  thereof,  were  presented  and 
read,  and  ordered  to  lie  on  file. 

Frwriking  Privilege  to  Mr.  Jefferson. 

The  bill  freeing  from  postage  all  letters  and 
packets  to  Thomas  Jefferson  was  read  the  sec- 
ond time,  and  considered  as  in  Committee  of 
the  "Whole ;  and  no  amendment  having  been 
proposed,  on  the  question.  Shall  this  biU  be  en- 
grossed and  read  a  third  time  ?  it  was  deter- 
mined in  the  affirmative. 

Nbn-Intereourse. 

Mr.  TrPFiir,  from  the  committee,  reported  the 
bill  to  interdict  the  commercial  intercourse  be- 
tween the  United  States  and  Great  Britain  and 
France,  and  their  dependencies,  and  for  other 
purposes,  correctly  engrossed ;  and  the  bill  was 
read  the  third  time,  and  the  blanks  filled — sec- 
tion three,  with  the  words  twentieth  and  May 
in  two  instances. 

On  motion  by  Mr.  Beadlet,  the  words,  "  or  be- 
ing pursued  by  the  enemy,"  were  stricken  out  of 
the  first  and  third  sections,  by  unanimous  consent. 

Mr.  LxoTD  addressed  the  Senate  as  follows : 

Mr.  President :  When  the  resolution  on  which 
this  bill  is  founded  was  brought  forward,  I  had 
expected  it  would  have  been  advocated — as  a 
mea,ns  of  preserving  peace— as  a  menace  to  the 
belligerents,  that  a  more  rigorous  course  of  con- 
duct was  about  to  be  adopted  towards  them,  on 
the  part  of  the  United  States,  provided  they 
continued  to  persist  in  their  injurious  decrees, 
and  Orders  in  Council— as  giving  us  time  to 
prepare  for  war— or  as  a  covert,  but  actual  war, 
against  France  and  Great  Britain. 

I  feel  indebted  to  the  honorable  gentleman 
from  Virginia,  (Mr.  Giles,)  for  not  only  having 
very  much  narrowed  the  consideration  of  this 


subject,  but  for  the  open,  candid,  and  manly 
ground  he  has  taken,  both  in  support  of  the 
resolution  and  the  bill.  I  understood  him  to 
avow,  that  the  effect  must  be  war,  and  that  a 
war  with  Great  Britain ;  that,  notwithstanding 
the  non-interconrse  attached  to  this  bill,  the 
merchants  would  send  their  vessels  to  sea ;  those 
vessels  would  be  captured  by  British  cruisers ; 
these  captures  would  be  resisted;  such  resistance 
would  produce  war,  and  that  was  what  he  both 
wished  and  expected.  I  agree  perfectly  with 
the  gentleman,  that  this  is  the  natural  progress, 
and  must  be  the  ultimate  effect  of  the  measure ; 
and  I  am  also  glad,  that  neither  the  honorable 
Senate  nor  the  people  of  the  United  States  can 
entertain  any  doubts  upon  the  subject. 

I  understood  the  gentleman  also  to  say,  that 
this  was  a  result  he  had  long  expected.  Now, 
sir,  as  there  have  been  no  recent  decrees,  or  Or- 
ders in  OouncU  issued,  if  war  has  been  long 
looked  fbr,  from  those  now  in  operation,  I  know 
not  what  excuse  those  who  have  the  manage- 
ment of  our  concerns  can  offer  to  the  people  of 
the  United  States,  for  leaving  the  country  in  its 
present  exposed,  naked,  and  defenceless  situa- 
tion. 

What  are  our  preparations  for  war  ?  After 
being  together  four-fifths  of  the  session,  we  have 
extorted  a  reluctant  consent  to  fit  out  four  frig- 
ates. We  have  also  on  the  stocks,  in  the  navy 
yard  and  elsewhere  scattered  along  the  coast, 
from  the  Mississippi  to  the  Schoodick,  one  hun- 
dred and  seventy  gunboats,  which,  during  the 
summer  season,  and  under  the  infiuence  of  gen- 
tle western  breezes,  may,  when  in  commission, 
make  out  to  navigate  some  of  our  bays  and 
rivers,  not,  however,  for  any  effectual  purposes 
of  defence,  for  I  most  conscientiously  believe, 
that  three  stout  frigates  would  destroy  the 
whole  of  them ;  and  of  the  enormous  expense 
at  which  this  burlesque  naval  establishment  is 
kept  up,  we  have  had  a  specimen  the  present 
session,  by  a  bill  exhibited  to  the  Senate,  of 
eight  hundred  dollars  for  medical  attendance,  on 
a  single  gunboat  for  a  single  month,  at  New 
Orleans.  K  other  expenditures  are  to  be  made 
in  this  ratio,  it  requires  but  few  powers  of  cal- 
culation to  foretell  that,  if  the  gunboats  can  de- 
stroy nothing  else,  they  would  soon  destroy  the 
public  Treasury. 

We  have  also  heard  of  a  project  for  raising 
fifty  thousand  volunteers,  which  has,  I  believe, 
been  very  properly  stifled  in  its  birth,  and  we 
have  appropriated,  during  the  present  session, 
one  hundred  and  fifty  thousand  dollars  towards 
the  erection,  repairing,  and  completion  of  our 
fortifications.  A  sum  about  equal  to  the  expen- 
diture of  the  British  Government  for  six  weeks 
or  two  months,  on  a  single  fortress  in  the  Prov- 
ince of  Canada,  and  which  sum,  with  us,  is  to 
put  into  a  state  of  defence,  against  the  naval 
power  of  Great  Britain,  an  exposed  and  acces- 
sible maritime  frontier  of  two  thousand  mUes  in 
extent  1 

In  contemplating  war,  it  is  also  proper  to  ad- 
vert to  the  state  of  the  Treasury.    Under  such 
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m  event,  and  with  any  serious  preparation  for 
iv^ar  or  actual  prosecution  of  it,  the  present  funds 
(Tould  Boou  he  exhausted.  How  soon  cannot  he 
itated,  hecause  the  amount  of  them  cannot  he 
iccnrately  ascertained.  A  part,  and  a  consid- 
srahle  part,  of  the  money  now  on  hand,  does  not 
belong  to  the  puhlic.  It  is  the  property  of  the 
merchants ;  it  is  deposited  in  the  Treasury  as  in 
a.  hank,  to  he  checked  for,  whenever  that  com- 
merce, which  Mr.  Jefferson,  in  his  Notes  on 
Virginia,  most  emphatically  says,  our  country 
will  have,  shall  he  again  reopened. 

And  thus  situated,  what  are  the  projects  of- 
fered for  replenishing  the  puhlic  coffers  in  fu- 
ture ?  It  is  the  duty  of  the  Secretary  of  the 
Treasury  to  develop  the  resources  of  the  nation, 
and  to  point  out  new  somxes  of  supply,  when- 
ever the  usual  channels  are  impeded.  He  has 
designated  three  modes.  The  first,  if  executed, 
emhraces,  in  my  view,  and  I  am  sorry  to  say  it, 
a  marked  violation  of  the  puhlic  faith.  It  is 
the  suggestion  of  stopping  drawbacks  on  mer- 
chandise, which,  in  many  instances,  the  mer- 
chants, from  a  reliance  on  the  stahUity  of  your 
laws,  and  the  integrity  of  the  Government,  have 
imported  expressly  for  exportation,  and  not  for 
domestic  use  or  consumption  in  this  country, 
and  which  exportation  you  have  prevented 
them,  alike  contrary  to  their  inclinations  and 
their  interests,  from  making  for  a  longer  period 
than  ever  was  known  or  endured  in  any  other 
nation. 

The  second  project  is  one  which,  in  my  opin- 
ion, would  do  little  honor  to  the  genius  of  any 
man.  It  is  a  sweeping  project  for  douhhng,  at 
the  moment,  the  duties  on  every  description  of 
imported  merchandise,  on  which  a  duty  is  now 
payable.  "Without  notice  to  the  merchant,  with- 
out inquiry,  without  discrimination,  without 
distinction  between  the  necessaries  of  the  poor 
man  and  the  luxuries  of  the  rich  one ;  between 
the  indispensable  raw  materials  of  the  manufac- 
turer and  the  useless  decorations  of  fashion.  By 
which,  bohea  tea  and  Madeira  wine,  brown  su- 
gar and  cosmetics,  coaches  and  carpenters'  tools, 
are  all,  by  a  single  stroke  of  the  pen,  raised  in 
the  same  ratio ;  and  a  duty  of  100  per  cent,  on 
the  present  rates,  without  favor  or  affection, 
equ^y  recommended  to  be  imposed  on  the 
whole  of  them. 

The  third  project  is  certainly  not  a  novel  one; 
it  is  simply  that  of  shifting  the  burden  off  our 
own  shoulders  on  to  those  of  our  successors :  it 
is  that  of  borrowing  money  on  loans. 

I  have  been,  sir,  among  those  who  have  re- 
spected the  intelligence  and  acuteness  of  the 
Secretary  of  the  Treasury.  I  have  thought  the 
office  very  ably  filled ;  nor  has  my  estimation 
of  his  talents  been  diminished  from  the  few  per- 
sonal conferences  I  have  had  with  him  since  I 
have  been  in  this  city ;  but  if  his  fame  rested 
on  no  firmer  a  basis  than  the  reports  made  to 
Congress  the  present  session,  in  relation  to  en- 
forcing the  embargo  laws,  and  to  our  fiscal  con- 
cerns, then  an  infant's  breath  might  easily  hnrst 
the  bubble.    At  any  rate,  it  may  very  truly  be 


said,  that  if  such  are  our  preparations  for  com- 
mencing, and  our  resources  for  continuing  a 
war,  they  are  those  which  will  serve  neither 
to  inspirit  ourselves,  nor  to  frighten  our  ene- 
n:iies. 

If  we  are  to  have  war,  with  whom  is  it  to  be 
prosecuted — ^not  in  terms  I  mean,  but  in  fact? 
Certainly  not  with  France.  Her  few  possessions 
in  the  West  Indies  have  probably,  by  this  time, 
ceased  to  belong  to  her,  and  between  her  Euro- 
pean territories  and  the  United  States  a  gulf 
intervenes,  a  power  is  interposed,  which  neither 
the  Emperor  of  tSfe  West  nor  the  King  of  the 
two  Americas  can  either  fathom  or  resist. 

It  then  appears,  if  we  are  to  have  war,  it  is 
to  be  a  covert  war  with  the  two  belligerents, 
but  in  reality  an  actual  war  with  Great  Britain 
alone,  and  not  a  war  with  both  France  and 
Great  Britain,  as  the  face  of  this  biU  seems  to 
import. 

If  this  be  the  determination  of  our  Govern- 
ment, and  the  war  is  to  commence  at  a  future 
day,  and  not  instantly,  what  is  the  course  which 
policy  would  dictate  to  this  country  to  pursue  2 
Certainly  not  a  prohibition  of  the  importation 
of  her  manufactures.  A  long  period  of  years 
must  elapse  before  we  caiy'urnish  for  ourselves 
many  articles  we  receive  from  her  even  of  the 
first  necessity,  or  those  which,  from  habit,  have 
become  such  to  us.  We  should,  therefore,  sedu- 
lously endeavor,  not  only  to  guard  against  ex- 
hausting our  present  stock,  but  to  adopt  every 
means  in  our  power  to  replenish  it. 

It  would  be  expedient  ,to  throw  wide  open 
the  entrance  of  our  ports  for  importations,  to 
overstock  as  much  as  possible  the  United  States 
with  British  manufactures.  This  would  procure 
for  us  a  double  advantage ;  it  would  promote 
our  own  accommodation,  by  giving  us  the  means 
of  commencing  and  prosecuting  war  with  fewer 
privations,  and  it  would  powerfully  tend  to 
unite  the  interests  of  a  certain  class  of  the  in- 
habitants of  that  country  with  our  own— for,  as 
the  mass  of  importations  from  Great  Britain  are 
made  on  long  credits,  should  a  war  ensue  before 
such  credits  are  cancelled,  it  is  obvious  that, 
until  the  conclusion  of  the  war,  those  debts 
could  not  be  collected,  and  this  circumstance 
alone,  to  a  certain  extent,  might  operate  as  a 
preventive  check  to  war,  or,  at  any  rate,  would 
secure  in  the  bosom  of  the  British  nation  a  party 
whose  interests  and  feelings  would  be  inthnately 
connected  with  a  speedy  return  of  peace. 

By  adopting  a  non-intercourse  antecedent  to 
a  state  of  war,  our  own  stock  of  supplies  be- 
comes exhausted,  the  British  merchants  have 
time  and  notice  given  them  to  collect,  or  alien- 
ate, by  assignment,  their  debts  in  this  country. 
A  warning  is  given  them  to  buckle  on  their  ar- 
mor •  their  good  disposition  towards  us  is  not 
only  changed,  but  embittered,  and  the  very  per- 
sons who,  in  the  one  case,  might  possibly  pre- 
vent a  war,  or  be  instrumental  in  efiecting  the 
restoration  of  peace,  would,  in  the  other,  prob- 
ably be  among- the  most  willing  to  rush  into 
the  contest,  from  the  impulse  of  temper,  and 
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from  the  conviction  that  their  own  circum- 
stances would  not  be  deteriorated  by  its  conse- 
quences. 

A  non-intercourse  would  also  be  attended 
with  great  hazard  and  disadvantage.  It  would 
be  as  well  understood  by  others  as  by  ourselves ; 
it  could  alone  be  considered  as  the  precursor  of 
war ;  and  the  blow  would  be  struck,  not  when 
we  were  prepared,  but  when  our  opponents 
were  ready  for  the  contest ;  and  should  this  bill 
go  into  operation,  it  is  very  possible  that  during 
the  ensuing  summer,  some  of  our  cities  may 
exhibit  heaps  of  ruins  and  of  ashes,  before  ex- 
presses could  convene  at  the  seat  of  Government 
even  the  heads  of  our  departments. 

Another  evil  would  arise,  and  that  a  perma- 
nent one;  whether  a  non-intercourse  eventuated 
in  war  or  peace,  it  would  materially  and  ad- 
versely affect  both  the  habits  of  the  people  and 
the  revenue  of  the  State.  Many  of  the  articles 
which  are  now  imported  from  Great  Britain  are 
indispensable  for  our  comfort,  and  some  of  them 
for  our  existence.  The  people  cannot  do  with- 
out them :  the  consequence  must  be,  that,  in- 
stead of  being  regularly  imported,  the  articles 
will  be  smuggled  into  this  country,  and  thereby 
the  price  not  only  begomes  greatly  enhanced  to 
the  consumer,  but  the  duties  are  wholly  lost  to 
the  Government. 

Hitherto,  the  revenue  of  the  United  States, 
arising  from  impost,  has  been  collected  with  a 
degree  of  integrity  and  punctuality  highly  honor- 
able and  unexampled  in  the  history  of  commer- 
cial nations.  This  successful  collection  of  duties 
has  not  however  been  effected  by  the  employ- 
ment of  swarms  of  revenue  officers,  spies,  and 
informers,  as  in  other  countries ;  it  has  been  in- 
finitely more  effectually  secured,  by  an  honor- 
able pride  of  character,  and  that  sentiment  of 
affection  which  was  naturally  excited  in  the 
hearts  of  freemen  towards  the  Government  of 
their  choice,  and  a  Government  under  which, 
in  the  main,  they  have  experienced  much  pros- 
perity. But  barriers  of  this  description,  like 
other  high-toned  sentiments  of  the  mind,  being 
once  broken  down,  can  with  difficulty  be  re- 
stored, and  the  chance  of  materially  impairing 
this,  in  reality,  "  cheap  defence  of  nations," 
should,  in  my  opinion,  of  itself,  afford  a  sufficient 
reason  for  the  rejection  of  all  measures  of  doubt- 
ful policy. 

In  a  country  nearly  surrounded  by,  and  every- 
where intersected  with  navigable  waters,  en- 
compassed by  a  frontier  beyond  the  ability  of 
ten  Bonapartean  armies  to  guard,  and  inhabited 
by  a  race  of  men  unrivalled  for  hardihood  and 
enterprise,  and  at  present  in  a  state  of  poverty, 
the  temptation  of  great  prices  will  be  irresisti- 
ble— for  there  is  no  truism  in  morals  or  philoso- 
phy better  established  than  the  commercial  ax- 
iom, that  demand  will  ultimately  furnish  a  supply. 
There  are,  undoubtedly,  periods  in  the  history 
of  a  nation,  in  which  a  contest  would  be  both 
honorable  and  indispensable,  but  it  should  ever 
be  the  result  of  great  deliberation,  and  in  an 
extended  republic,  perhaps,  of  necessity.     That 
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government  Is  most  wise  and  most  patriotic, 
which  so  conducts  the  affairs  of  the  nation  over 
which  it  presides,  as  to  produce  the  greatest 
ultimate  good ;  and  when  a  nation  is  attacked  at 
the  same  time  by  two  assailants,  it  is  no  reflec- 
tion on  its  honor  or  its  bravery,  to  select  its 
opponent ;  and  on  principles  of  reciprocity,  in- 
dependently of  those  of  interest,  the  first  aggres- 
sor would  undoubtedly  be  entitled  to  the  first 
notice. 

Who  then  has  been  the  first  aggressor  ?  I 
answer,  France.  The  Berlin  Decree  is  in  a  great 
measure  the  cause  of  our  present  difficulties.  In 
justification  of  France  in  doing  this,  I  know 
gentlemen  resort  to  the  convention  between 
Bussia  and  Great  Britain  in  1793,  to  prohibit  a 
supply  of  grain  to  France ;  but  this  is  by  no 
means  sufHoient  justification  to  France,  even 
without  referring  to  a  decree  to  the  same  effect 
issued  in  May  of  the  same  year  by  France,  while 
she  was  ignorant  of  the  secret  stipulation  be- 
tween Eussia  and  Great  Britain. 

For  a  long  period,  and  among  most  of  the 
maritime  nations  of  Europe,  the  right  of  inliibit- 
ing  a  supply  of  provisions  to  an  enemy,  was 
tacitly  acquiesced  in,  or  expressly  admitted. 
This  practice  existed  even  so  long  ago  as  the 
Mithridatic  war,  and  has  probably  been  followed 
up,  without  an  interval  at  any  one  time  of  fifty 
years,  from  the  commencement  of  the  Christian 
era  to  the  present  day.  This  attempt,  therefore, 
of  Great  Britain  to  injure  France,  formed  no 
excuse  for  France  to  attempt  to  injure  Great 
Britain  by  violating  the  commerce  of  the  United 
States. 

On  the  .Slst  of  December,  1806,  the  British 
Government  formally  notified  the  American 
Government,  that  Great  Britain  would  consider 
an  acquiescence  in  the  Berlin  Decree  on  the 
part  of  neutral  nations,  as  giving  to  her  (Great 
Britain)  the  right  to  retaliate  in  the  same  way 
against  France. 

Had  the  American  Government,  at  this  period, 
manfully  and  explicitly  made  known  its  deter- 
mination to  support  our  ri  tMs  at  all  hazards,  I 
have  no  belief  that  om-  present  difficulties  would 
ever  have  existed. 

In  May  succeeding,  advices  were  received  of 
French  privateers,  under  this  decree,  depredat- 
ing upon  American  vessels  in  the  "West  Indies; 
and  during  the  same  month  the  ship  Horizon, 
in  distress,  was  thrown  by  the  act  of  God  on 
the  French  coast,  and  was  seized  under  th^  same 
authority. 

In  November,  1807,  the  British,  in  confoi-mity 
with  their  notice,  issued  their  retaliating  order. 
A  prior  Order  in  OouncU  of  January,  1807,  had 
been  issued,  but  this  only  affected  vessels  trad- 
ing between  different  ports  of  France,  or  be- 
tween ports  of  France  and  her  allies ;  a  trade 
always  obnoxious  to  suspicion,  and  one  which 
during  war  must  ever  be  expected  in  a  great 
degree  to  be  restricted,  and  which  is  also  inter- 
dicted by  a  standing  law  of  the  French  Govern- 
ment, passed  in  1778,  and  confirmed  by  the  pres- 
ent Emperor. 
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Then  followed  in  succession,  on  the  part  of 
France,  the  Milan  and  Bayonne  decrees.  The 
last  of  Tphich  dooms  an  American  vessel  to  con- 
demnation from  the  exercise  of  a  right  univer- 
sally acknowledged  to  helong  to  belligerents, 
and  one  which  the  neutral  has  no  possibility  of 
preventing,  that  of  being  spoken  with  by  an 
enemy  cruiser,  which  from  her  superior  sailing 
there  was  no  possibility  of  avoiding.  In  point 
of  principle,  this  is  the  most  outrageous  viola- 
tion of  neutral  rights  ever  known,  and  this,  too, 
took  place  under  the  existence  of  a  treaty  made 
within  a  few  years  by  the  same  person  who 
issued  these  very  decrees.  "While  with  Great 
Britain  we  have  no  treaty,  and  whose  orders  are 
expressly  bottomed  upon  and  limited  in  dura- 
tion by  the  French  decrees,  and  issued  after 
having  given  twelve  months'  notice  of  her  in- 
tention to  oppose  them  in  this  way,  and  the 
Orders  in  Council  are  even  as  yet  not  co-exten- 
sive in  principle  with  the  French  decrees. 

I  have,  in  taking  this  brief  view,  confined 
myself  exclusively  to  the  decrees  and  orders  of 
the  two  Governments,  without  adverting  to 
other  causes  of  complaint  on  either  side.  I  con- 
sider myself  as  warranted  in  doing  this,  from  the 
American  Government  having  explicitly  taken 
this  ground,  and  made  known  that,  on  the  re- 
moval of  the  decrees  and  orders,  it  would,  on 
our  part,  remove  the  embargo,  and  restore  the 
accustomed  intercourse  between  the  two  coun- 
tries. 

From  this  consideration  of  the  subject,  it  ir- 
resistibly follows,  that  France  was  the  first  ag- 
gressor on  us,  in  issuing  her  decrees — that  in 
point  of  principle,  they  are  much  more  outrage- 
ous violations  of  right  than  the  British  Orders 
in  Council — that  the  latter  originate  from,  and 
co-exist  only  with  the  former,  and  that  France 
should  of  consequence  be  the  first  object  of  our 
vengeance. 

The  effects  of  a  war  with  one  or  the  other 
nation,  would  be  as  distinctly  perceptible.  With 
France  it  would  make  no  difference  to  us.  For 
as  long  as  she  continues  her  decrees,  commerce 
with  her  could  not  be  prosecuted — ^no  man 
would  be  mad  enough  while  her  coast  is  lined, 
and  the  ocean  covered  with  British  cruisers,  to 
send  his  vessel  to  France,  where  she  would  meet 
with  certain  condemnation  for  being  even  seen 
and  spoken  with  by  a  British  frigate.  With 
France,  therefore,  the  actual  difference  arising 
from  passing  this  bDl,  and  declaring  a  non-iuter- 
course,  woiild  be  next  to  nothing. 

With  Great  Britain  the  effects  would  be  re- 
versed. No  one  now  doubts  her  ability  or  dis- 
position to  carry  her  orders  into  effect,  nor  her 
preparation  to  extend  the  theatre  of  war.  If 
we  commenced  war  upon  France,  as  she  would 
be  the  common  enemy  of  both  nations,  there  is 
no  doubt  in  my  mind  that  our  differences  with 
Great  Britain  would  be  favorably  settled,  that 
the  commerce  of  the  world,  excepting  as  it  re- 
spects France  and  her  allies,  would  be  again 
open  to  us,  and  that  a  trade,  which  has  hitherto 
employed  nearly  seventy  millions  of  our  capital. 


might  be  again  accessible  to  the  industry  and 
enterprise  of  our  citizens. 

Reverse  this  picture,  admitting  that  you  have 
a  war  with  Great  Britain,  what  wiU  be  its  con- 
sequences? If  your  citizens  are  united,  you  can 
capture  Canada,  Nova  Scotia,  and  New  Bruns- 
wick ;  when  you  have  effected  this,  what  re- 
mains next  to  be  done  ?  You  have  reached  the 
ne  plus  ultra  of  your  ability.  Thenceforward 
your  ports  are  hermetically  sealed.  Priva- 
teering, from  the  convoy  system  adopted  by  Great 
Britain,  could  not  be  successfully  prosecuted ; 
no  food  for  enterj)rise  remains,  and  thus  you 
would  remain,  five,  ten,  or  fifteen  years,  as  the 
case  might  be,  until  the  wisdom  and  good  sense 
of  the  nation  predominated  over  its  passion, 
when  an  accommodation  would  be  made  with 
Great  Britain,  following  her  example  with  re- 
gard to  her  West  India  conquests,  restoring  the 
captured  provinces,  enriched  by  American  pop- 
ulation and  industry,  and  giving  us  perhaps 
a  treaty  stiU  less  favorable  than  the  much  exe- 
crated instrument  of  1794,  which,  bad  as  it  was 
said  to  be,  has  proved  a  cornucopia  of  wealth 
to  our  country,  if  it  produced  nothing  less  than 
a  thirteen  years'  peace,  and  which,  to  my  view, 
is  vastly  preferable  to  its  abortive  successor  of 
the  year  eighteen  hundred  and  six. 

The  question  was  now  taken  on  the  passage 
of  the  bill,  and  determined  in  the  affirmative — 
yeas  21,  nays  13,  as  follows: 

Yeas, — Messrs.  Anderson,  Condit,  Franklin,  Gail- 
lard,  Giles,  Gregg,  Howland,  Kitchel,  Leib,  Mathew- 
son,  Meigs,  Miliedge,  Mitohill,  Moore,  Pope,  Robin- 
son, Smith  of  Maryland,  Smith  of  New  York,  Smith 
of  Tennessee,  Thmston,  and' Tiffin. 

Nats. — Messrs.  Bayard,  Crawford,  Gilman,  Good- 
rich, Hilllioiise,  Lloyd,  Parker,  Pickering,  Eeed, 
Sumter,  Turner,  and  White. 

So  it  was  resolved  that  this  bill  pass,  and  that 
the  title  thereof  be,  "An  act  to  interdict  the 
commercial  intercourse  between  the  United 
States  and  Great  Britain  and  France,  and  their 
dependencies,  and  for  other  purposes." 


Feidat,  February  24. 
Additional  Duties. 

The  bill,  entitled  "  An  act  for  imposing  addi- 
tional duties  upon  all  goods,  wares,  and  mer- 
chandise, imported  from  any  foreign  port  or 
place  "  was  read  the  third  time  as  amended. 

Mr.  Lloyd  moved  to  postpone  the  further 
consideration  of  this  biU  until  the  first  Monday 
in  June  next ;  and  addressed  the  ohau-  as  fol- 
lows : 

Mr.  President :  After  the  observations  which 
I  have  before  made,  sir,  on  this  bill,  and  the 
detailed  consideration  which  was  given  to  it 
yesterday,  I  should  not  again  rise,  were  the  sub- 
ject not  a  commercial,  and  an  exceedingly  im- 
portant one ;  nor  is  it  now  my  intention  to  make 
more  than  a  few  remarks,  and  these  the  Senate 
will  probably  think  entitled  to  more  than  usual 
respect,  when  I  inform  them  they  wUl  princi- 
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pally  be,  neither  my  own,  nor  wholly  accordant 
with  my  opinions. 

This  bill  can  only  be  advocated  upon  the 
ground  that  a  war  is  about  to  ensue,  and  that, 
to  prepare  the  public  Treasury  to  sustain  the 
prosecution  of  such  war,  this  proposed  duty  is 
necessary.  My  purpose  is  to  cite  some  authori- 
ties to  show  that  neither  the  one  nor  the  other  is 
either  expected  or  necessary ;  and  the  authori- 
ties I  shall  adduce  to  prove  this,  are  those  to 
which  the  Senate  is  accustomed  to  pay  the 
highest  respect. 

[Here  Mr.  Lloyd  quoted  from  Mr.  Gallatin's  Treas- 
ury reports,  to  show  that  he  deeifled  loans  preferable 
to  taxes  if  war  ensued,  and  that  there  was  revenue 
enough  until  the  next  winter.] 

Now,  sir,  it  is  clear,  from  the  showing  even 
of  this  honorable  gentleman  whose  calculations 
are  received  with  so  much  respect  here,  that 
whether  there  is  peace,  war,  or  embargo,  our 
resources  are  yet  abundant  to  carry  us  on,  at 
least  until  the  next  winter ;  and  as  we  are  to 
meet  again  in  three  months,  it  follows  that  the 
present  undigested  project  must  be  worse  than 
useless. 

To  all  this  mass  of  evidence  and  authority 
against  both  the  necessity  and  policy  of  laying 
this  duty,  I  have  only  to  add  a  few  observations 
to  show  that  it  will,  in  its  operation,  be  both 
unequal  and  unjust. 

It  is  well  known  that  permanent  duties,  except 
on  their  first  imposition,  are  paid  by  the  con- 
sumer ;  but  whenever  duties  are  to  be  of  short 
duration,  as  in  the  present  instance,  or  until  the 
stocks  of  merchandise  prior  to  the  assessment  of 
the  duty  are  run  off,  the  price  does  not  rise  in 
ratio  with  the  duty,  and  that,  of  consequence, 
the  whole,  or  part  of  the  duty,  is  thus  much  of 
loss  to  the  merchant.  This,  in  a  degree,  cannot 
be  avoided,  nor  is  it  even  a  subject  of  complaint, 
where  due  notice  has  been  given  of  the  inten- 
tion to  lay  the  duty ;  but  if  it  be  imposed  with- 
out notice,  or  giving  time  for  preparation,  then 
the  interest  of  the  merchant  is  sacrificed. 

The  basis'  of  all  commerce  is  calculation; 
what  oalcidation  can  be  found  for  distant  enter- 
prises when  the  data  are  perpetually  shifting  ? 
If  a  merchant  rests  on  the  stability  of  the  laws 
of  the  Government,  and  sends  away  his  vessel, 
and  on  her  return  finds  a  new  duty  of  50  per 
cent,  imposed,  which,  for  the  circumstance  of 
it,  the  consumer  does  not  pay,  his  whole  calcu- 
lations are  defeated,  and  he  pockets  a  loss  in- 
stead of  a  profit  for  his  industry. 

Commerce  is  very  probably  as  well  understood 
in  England  as  any  where.  In  that  country  new 
duties  on  imports  are  imposed  with  gi-eat  cau- 
tion; whenever  contemplated,  the  subject  is 
generally  a  long  time  under  consideration,  some- 
times hanging  over  from  one  session  to  another. 
The  Ministry  make  it  a  point  frequently  to  con- 
sult committees  of  merchants  from  most  of  the 
principal  seaports  in  the  kingdom.  The  result 
is,  the  subject  is  well  considered ;  and,  when 
the  duties  are  imposed,  they  are  submitted  to 


I  with  cordiality  and  cheerfulness.  Mr.  Pitt,  in 
the  latter  part  of  his  life,  always  adopted  this 
mode.  He  did  not  think  it  condescension  to 
consult  merchants  on  subjects  with  which  they 
were  better  acquainted  than  himself.  In  the 
early  part  of  his  administration,  I  have  under- 
stood, he  rashly  imposed  some  additional  and 
heavy  duties  on  imported  merchandise;  the 
consequence  was,  the  revenue  diminished,  and 
smuggling  increased.  With  his  characteristic 
vigor  he  determined  to  stop  it,  and  lined  the 
coast  with  luggers,  revenue  cutters,  and  ftigates ; 
still  the  revenue  did  not  increase.  He  consulted 
the  merchants — they  told  him  the  articles  were 
taxed  beyond  their  bearing;  he  manfully  re- 
traced his  steps,  and  took  off  the  additional  duty 
— and  immediately  smuggling  did  not  pay  its 
cost — ^his  luggers,  cutters,  and  frigates,  became 
useless,  and  the  revenue  advanced  to  its  ancient 
standard.  This  is  one  among  many  memorable 
instances  that  might  be  adduced  to  show  that 
an  unwise  augmentation  of  duties  is  very  far 
from  producing  an  increase  of  revenue. 

There  is  another  view  of  the  subject  on  which 
I  shall  say  a  few  words.  This  new  duty  will 
operate  as  a  bounty  to  monopolizers,  forestallers, 
and  speculators.  Gentlemen  are  not  aware  of 
the  avidity  with  which  mercantile  men  have 
regarded  the  proceedings  of  this  session.  I  am 
told  that,  within  half  an  hour  after  the  question 
was  taken,  about  a  fortnight  since,  in  the  other 
House,  ten  expresses  started  for  different  parts 
of  the  United  States.  It  is  notorious  tliat  Eng- 
lish and  West  India  goods,  and  most  articles  of 
foreign  merchandise  in  the  United  States,  have 
been  bought  up  by  speculators ;  it  is  now  in  the 
hands  of  a  few  persons;  by  passing  this  law, 
you  discoiirage  new  importations,  and  enable  the 
present  holders  to  grind  the  poor,  by  extorting 
high  prices  for  the  articles  they  hold,  from  a 
want  of  competition  in  the  market.  From  all 
these  views  of  the  subject,  and  from  the  senti- 
ments I  have  quoted  from  the  President,  Mr. 
Gallatin,  and  General  Smith,  it  is  apparent  that 
this  measure  is  unwise,  vmnecessary,  and  im- 
politic. 

I  am  unwilling,  sir,  to  take  up  the  time  of  the 
Senate;  but,  however  unavailing  may  be  the 
efforts  of  my  friends  and  myself,  I  wish  to  have 
it  recorded  that  I  was  neither  ignorant  of  the 
very  injurious  operation  of  this  bill  upon  my 
constituents,  nor  unwilling  to  endeavor  to  pre- 
vent it.  I  therefore  ask  the  indulgence  of  the 
Senate,  that  the  ayes  and  noes  may  be  taken 
when  this  question  is  decided. 

And  on  the  question,  it  was  determined  in 
the  negative— yeas  10,  nays  19,  as  foUows: 

Yeas.— Messrs.  Bayard,  Bradley,  Gilman,  HiU- 
honse,  Lloyd,  MitoKU,  Parker,  Pickering,  Reed,  and 
White. 

Nays.— Messrs.  Anderson,  Condit,  Crawford,  Frank- 
hn,  GaiUard,  Gregg,  Howland,  Kitchel,  Leib,  Meigs, 
MiUedge,  Moore,  Pope,  Smith  of  Maryland,  Smith  ot 
*»ew  York,  Smith  of  Tennessee,  Sumter,  Thruston 
and  Tnmer.  ' 

On  motion,  by  Mr.  Smith,  of  Maryland,  the 
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farther  consideration  of  the  bill  was  postponed 
to  Monday  next. 


Fetbay,  March  3. 

A  message  from  the  House  of  Representatives 
informed  the  Senate  that  the  House  disagree  to 
the  first  and  fourth  amendment  of  the  Senate  to 
the  bill,  entitled  "  An  act  farther  to  amend  the 
several  acts  for  the  establishment  and  regnlation 
of  the  Treasury,  War,  and  Navy  Departments, 
and  making  appropriations  for  the  support  of 
the  Military  Esbiblihment  and  the  Navy  of  the 
United  States  for  the  year  1809 ; "  and  they 
agree  to  the  other  amendments  to  the  said  bill 
Oath  of  Office  to  the  Premdent  elect. 

The  PEEsroENT  communicated  to  the  Senate 
the  following  letter  from  the  President  elect  of 
the  United  States : 

Crrr  of  Washdigtoii,  March  2,  1809. 

SiK :  I  beg  leave,  throngh  you,  to  inform  the  honor- 
atle  the  Senate  of  the  United  States,  that  I  propose 
to  take  the  oath  which  the  constitntion  prescribes  to 
file  President  of  the  United  States,  before  he  enters 
on  the  exeontion  of  his  office,  on  Saturday  the  4th 
instant,  at  twelve  o'clock,  in  the  Chamber  of  the 
House  of  Representatives. 

I  have  the  honor  to  be,  with  the  greatest  respect, 
sir,  yonr  most  obedient  and  most  hnmble  servant, 
JAMES  MADISON. 

The  Hon.  Jomr  Mtejoedge, 

President  pro  tempore  of  the  Senate. 

Five  o'clock  in  fhe  Eeening. 

Adjournment. 

Mr.  MrrcHnx,  from  the  committee,  reported 
that  they  had  waited  on  the  President  of  the 
United  States,  who  informed  them  that  he  had 
no  farther  communications  to  make  to  the  two 
Houses  of  Congress. 

Ordered,  That  the  Secretary  notify  the  House 
of  Eepresentatives  that  the  Senate  having  finish- 
ed the  business  before  them,  are  about  to  ad- 
journ. 

The  Secretary  having  performed  that  duty, 
the  Senate  adjourned  without  day. 


EXTEA    SESSION. 
The  Presiiefit  of  the  United  States 

to ,  Senator  for  the  State  of : 

Certain  matters  touching  the  public  good  requir- 
ing that  the  Senate  should  be  convened  on  Saturday, 
the  fourth  day  of  March  next,  you  are  desired  to  at- 
tend at  the  Senate  Chamber,  in  the  city  of  Wash- 
ington, on  that  day  ;  then  and  there  to  deliberate  on 
such  communications  as  shall  be  made  to  you. 

TH.  JEFFEfiSON. 
Waskrsgton,  Dec  30,  1808. 

Satuedat,  March  4. 
In  conformity  with  the  summons  from  the 
President  of  the  United  States,  the  Senate  as- 
sembled in  the  Chamber  of  the  House  of  Eep- 
resentatives. 

PEESENT  : 

JoHTT  MiLLEDGE,  from  the  State  of  Georgia, 
President  ^ro  tempore. 
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Nicholas  Gilmak,  and  Nabxm  Paekkb,  from 
New  Hampshire. 

TmoTHT  PiCKEEnfG,  from  Massachcsetts. 

Chattncet  Goodeich,  from  Connecticut. 

Elisha  Mathewson,  from  Ehode  Island. 

Stephen  R.  Beadlet,  from  Vermont. 

JoHif  Smith,  from  New  York. 

A  AEON  KrrcHEL,  from  New  Jersey. 

Andeew  Gsegg,  from  Pennsylvania. 

James  A.  Bayaed,  from  Delaware. 

Philip  Eekd,  from  Maryland. 

William  B.  Giles,  from  Virginia. 

James  TuENEBf  and  Jesse  Feankxin,  from 
North  Carolina.   • 

Thomas  Sumtee,  and  John  Gaillaed,  from 
South  Carolina. 

William  H.  Ceawfoed,  from  Georgia. 

BrcKNEE  Theuston,  and  John  Pope,  from 
Kentucky. 

Daniel  Smith,  from  Tennessee.  ^ 

Edwaed  Teppin,  from  Ohio. 

John  Lambeet,  appointed  a  Senator  by  the 
Legislature  of  the  State  of  New  Jersey  for  six 
years,  and  Samuel  Smith,  appointed  a  Senator 
by  the  Executive  of  the  State  of  Maryland,  at- 
tended, and  their  credentials  were  read. 

James  Lloyd,  junior,  appointed  a  Senator  by 
the  Legislature  of  the  State  of  Massachusetts, 
attended,  stating  that  he  was  elected,  but  not 
in  possession  of  his  credentials. 

Joseph  Andeeson,  from  the  State  of  Ten- 
nessee ;  EiOHAED  Bebnt,  from  the  State  of 
Virginia;  James  Hillhouse,  from  the  State  of 
Connecticut ;  Michael  Lbib,  from  the  State  of 
Pennsylvania ;  Eetden  J.  Meigs,  from  the  State 
of  Ohio  ;  Jonathan  Robinson,  from  the  State 
of  Vermont ;  Samubl  White,  from  the  State  of 
Delaware,  severally  attended. 

The  oath  required  by  law  was  administered 
to  the  Senators  above  mentioned,  in  the  six 
years'  class,  respectively,  except  to  Mr.  Beekt. 

The  Peebident  of  the  United  States  at- 
tended, and  communicated  the  following 

ADDBESS: 

Unwilling  to  depart  from  examples  of  the  most  re- 
vered authority,  I  avail  myself  of  the  occasion  now 
presented,  to  express  the  profound  impression  made 
on  me  by  the  call  of  my  country  to  the  station,  to  (he 
duties  of  which  I  am  about  to  pledge  myself  by  the 
most  solemn  of  sanctions.  So  distinguished  a  mark 
of  confidence,  proceeding  from  the  deliberate  and 
tranquil  suffrage  of  a  free  and  virtuous  nation,  would, 
under  any  circumstances,  have  commanded  my  grat- 
itude and  devotion,  as  well  as  filled  me  with  an  awful 
sense  of  the  trust  to  be  assumed.  Under  the  various 
circumstances  which  give  peculiar  solemnity  to  the 
existing  period,  I  feel  that  both  the  honor  and  the  re- 
Kionsibility  allotted  to  me  are  inexpressibly  enhanced. 

The  present  situation  of  the  world  is,  indeed,  with- 
out a  parallel,  and  that  of  our  own  country  full  of 
difficulties.  The  pressure  of  these,  too,  is  the  more 
severely  felt,  because  they  have  fallen  upon  us  at  a 
moment  when  the  national  prosperity  being  at  a 
height  not  before  attained,  the  contrast,  resultmg 
from  the  change,  has  been  rendered  the  more  strik- 
ing. Under  the  benign  influence  of  our  Eepnblican 
institutions,  and  the  maintenance  of  peace  with  all 
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nations,  whilst  so  many  of  them  were  engaged  in 
bloody  and  wasteful  wars,  the  fruits  of  a  just  policy 
were  enjoyed  in  an  unrivalled  growth  of  our  faculties 
and  resources.  Proofs  of  this  wore  seen  in  the  im- 
provements of  agriculture  ;  in  the  successful  enter- 
prises of  commerce  ;  in  the  progress  of  manufactures 
and  nsefnl  arts  ;  in  the  increase  of  the  public  revenue, 
and  the  use  made  of  it  in  reducing  the  public  debt ; 
and  in  the  valuable  works  and  establishments  every 
where  multiplying  over  the  face  of  our  land.  ^ 

It  is  a  precious  reflection  that  the  transition  from 
this  prosperous  condition  of  our  country,  to  the  scene 
which  has  for  some  time  been  distressing  us,  is  not 
chargeable  on  any  unwarrantable  views,  nor,  as  I 
trus^  on  any  involuntary  errors  in  the  public  coun- 
cils. Indulging  no  passions  which  trespass  on  the 
rights  or  the  repose  of  other  nations,  it  haa  been  the 
true  glory  of  the  United  States  to  cultivate  peace  by 
observing  justice  ;  and  to  entitle  themselves  to  the 
respect  of  the  nations  at  war,  by  fulfilling  their  neu- 
tral obligations  with  the  most  scrupulous  impartial- 
ity. If  there  be  candor  in  the  world,  the  truth  of 
these  assertions  will  not  be  questioned  ;  posterity,  at 
least,  will  do  justice  to  them. 

This  unexceptionable  course  could  not  avail  against 
the  injustice  and  violence  of  the  belligerent  powers. 
In  their  rage  against  each  other,  or  impelled  by  more 
direct  motives,  principles  of  retaliation  have  been  in- 
troduced, equally  contrary  to  universal  reason  and 
acknowledged  law.  How  long  their  arbitrary  edicts 
wiU  be  continued,  in  spite  of  the  demonstrations  that 
not  even  a  pretext  for  them  has  been  given  by  the 
United  States,  and  of  the  fair  and  liberal  attempt  to 
induce  a  revocation  of  them,  cannot  be  anticipated. 
Assuring  myself,  that,  under  every  vicissitude,  the 
determined  spirit  and  united  councils  of  the  nation 
will  b  e  safeguards  to  its  honor  and  its  essential  in- 
terests, I  repair  to  the  post  assigned  me  with  no  other 
discouragement  than  what  springs  from  my  own  in- 
adequacy to  its  high  duties.  If  I  do  not  sink  under 
the  weight  of  this  deep  conviction,  it  is  because  I  find 
some  support  in  a  consciousness  of  the  purposes,  and 
a  confidence  in  the  principles  which  I  bring  with  me 
into  this  arduous  service. 

To  cherish  peace  and  friendly  intercourse  with  all 
nations  having  correspondent  dispositions  ;  to  m.iin- 
tain  sincere  neutrality  towards  belligerent  nations ; 
to  prefer,  in  all  cases,  amicable  discussion  and  rea- 
sonable accommodation  of  differences,  to  a  decision  of 
them  by  an  appeal  to  arms  ;  to  exclude  foreign  in- 
trigues and  foreign  partialities,  so  degrading  to  all 
countries,  and  so  baneful  to  free  ones  ;  to  foster  a 
spirit  of  independence,  too  just  to  invade  the  rights  of 
others,  too  proud  to  surrender  our  own,  too  liberal  to 
indulge  unworthy  prejudices  ourselves,  and  too  ele- 
vated not  to  look  down  upon  them  in  others  ;  to  hold 
the  union  of  the  States  as  the  basis  of  their  peace  and 
happiness  ;  to  support  the  constitution,  which  is  the 
cement  of  the  Union,  as  well  in  its  limitations  as  in  its 
authorities ;  to  respect  the  rights  and  authorities  re- 
served to  the  States  and  to  the  people,  as  equally  in- 
corporated with,  and  essential  to  the  success  of,  the 
general  system  ;  to  avoid  the  slightest  interference 
with  the  rights  of  conscience  or  the  functions  of  re- 
ligion, so  wisely  exempted  from  civil  jurisdiction  ;  to 
preserve,  in  then:  full  energy,  the  other  salutary  pro- 
visions in  behalf  of  private  and  persona]  rights,  and  of 
the  freedom  of  the  press ;  to  observe  economy  in  pub- 
lic expenditures ;  to  liberate  the  public  resources  by 
an  honorable  discharge  of  the  public  debts  ;  to  keep 


within  the  requisite  limits  a  standing  military  force, 
always  remembering  that  an  armed  and  trained  mil- 
itia is  the  firmest  bulwark  of  Republics  ;  that  with- 
out standing  armies  their  liberty  can  never  be  in  dan- 
ger, nor  with  large  ones  safe ;  to  promote,  by  author- 
ized means,  improvements  friendly  to  agriculture,  to 
manufactures,  and  to  external  as  well  as  internal 
commerce  ;  to  favor,  in  like  manner,  the  advance- 
ment of  science  and  the  diffusion  of  information,  as 
the  best  aliment  to  true  liberty ;  to  carry  on  the 
benevolent  plans  which  have  been  so  meritoriously 
applied  to  the  conversion  of  our  aboriginal  neigh- 
bors from  the  degradation  and  wretchedness  of  sav- 
age life,  to  a  participation  of  the  improvements  of 
which  the  human  mind  and  manners  are  susceptible 
in  a  civilized  state ; — as  far  as  sentiments  and  inten- 
tions such  as  these  can  aid  the  fulfilment  of  my  duty, 
they  will  be  a  resource  which  cannot  fail  me. 

It  is  my  good  fortune,  moreover,  to  have  the  path 
in  which  I  am  to  tread  lighted  by  examples  of  illus- 
trious services,  successftjly  rendered  in  the  most  try- 
ing difiiculties,  by  those  who  have  marched  before 
me.  Of  those  of  my  immediate  predecessor  it  might 
least  become  me  here  to  speak.  I  may,  however,  be 
pardoned  for  not  suppressing  the  sympathy  with 
which  my  heart  is  full,  in  the  rich  reward  he  enjoys 
in  the  benedictions  of  a  beloved  country,  gratefully 
bestowed  for  exalted  talents,  zealously  devoted, 
through  a  long  career,  to  the  advancement  of  its 
highest  interest  and  happiness. 

But  the  source  to  which  I  look  for  the  aids  which 
alone  can  supply  my  deficiencies,  is  in  the  well-tried 
intelligence  and  virtue  of  my  fellow-citizens,  and  in 
the  counsels  of  those  representing  them  in  the  other 
departments  associated  in  the  care  of  the  national 
interests.  In  these  my  confidence  will,  under  every 
difficulty,  he  best  placed,  next  to  that  which  we  have 
all  been  encouraged  to  feel  in  the  guardianship  and 
guidance  of  that  Almighty  Being  whose  power  reg- 
ulates the  destiny  of  nations,  whose  blessings  have 
been  so  conspicuously  dispensed  to  this  rising  Repub- 
lic, and  to  whom  we  are  bound  to  address  our  de- 
vout gratitude  for  the  past,  as  well  as  our  fervent 
supplications  and  best  hopes  for  the  future. 

After  which,  the  oath  prescribed  by  law  was 
administered  to  the  Peesident  of  the  Usitbd 
States,  by  the  Chief  Justice. 
_  The  President  of  the  "United  States  then  re- 
tired, and  the  Senate  repaired  to  their  own 
chamber. 

Ordered,  That  Messrs.  Andeeson  and  Bat- 
AED  be  a  committee  to  wait  on  the  President  of 
the  United  States,  and  notify  him  that  the  Sen- 
ate are  ready  to  receive  any  communications 
that  he  may  be  pleased  to  makei  to  them. 


Monday,  March  6. 

Feanois  Malbonb,  appointed  a  Senator  by 
the  Legislature  of  the  State  of  Rhode  Island,  for 
six  years,  commencing  on  the  4th  instant,  at- 
tended, and  produced  his  credentials,  which  were 
read. 

The  credentials  of  Riohaed  Beent,  appointed 
a  Senator  by  the  Legislature  of  the  State  of  Vir- 
ginia, for  six  years,  commencing  on  the  4th  in- 
stant, were  read. 

The  oath  required  by  law  was  administered 
to  Messrs.  Beent  and  Mamonb,  respectively. 
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On  motion,  by  Mr.  Robinson, 

Hesolved,  That  the  Secretary  of  the  Senate 
be  authorized  to  pay,  ont  of  the  contingent  fund 
of  this  House,  to  George  Thomas,  Walter  Eey- 
nolds,  and  Tobias  Simpson,  the  sum  of  fifty 
dollars  each,  in  addition  to  their  annual  com- 
pensation. 

Mr.  AsTDEESON  reported,  from  the  committee, 
that  they  had  waited  on  the  President  of  the 
United  States,  who  informed  them  that  he 
should  this  day  make  a  communication  to  the 
Senate. 

Soon  after,  a  communication  was  received 
from  the  President  of  the  United  States,  sub- 
mitting sundry  nominations  to  office,  which 
were  mostly  confirmed. 


Ttjesdat,  March  7. 
AdjowriTnent. 

After  the  consideration  of  Executive  business, 
Messrs.  Bataed  and  Eeed  were  appointed  a 
committee  to  wait  on  the  President  of  the  Unit- 
ed States,  and  notify  him  that,  unless  he  may 
have  any  further  communications  to  make  to 
them,  the  Senate  are  ready  to  adjourn. 

Mr.  Batabd  reported,  from  the  committee, 
that  they  had  waited  upon  the  President  of  the 
United  States,  who  informed  them  that  he  had 
no  further  conSaunications  to  make  to  them. 
Whereupon, 

The  Senate  adjourned  without  day. 
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THE    HOUSE   OF   KEPEESENTATIVES. 


Monday,  November  7, 1808, 

This  being  tbe  day  appointed  by  law  for  the 
meeting  of  the  present  session,  the  following 
members  of  the  House  of  Representatives  ap- 
peared, and  took  their  seats,  to  wit : 

From  New  Hampshire — Daniel  M.  Diirell,  Francis 
Gardner,  Jedediah  K.  Smith,  and  Clement  Storer. 

From  Massachusetts — Ezekiel  Bacon,  Joseph  Bar- 
ker, Orchard  Cook,  Richard  Cutts,  Josiali  Deane, 
William  Ely,  Isaiah  L.  Green,  Daniel  Ilsley,  Edward 
St.  Loe  Livermore,  Josiah  Qnincy,  Ebenezer  Seaver, 
William  Stedman,  Jahez  tjpham,  and  Joseph  B. 
Vamnm,  (the  Speaker.) 

From  Rhode  Islamd — Isaac  Wilhour. 

From  ConMcticwt — ^Epaphroditus  Champion,  Sam- 
nel  W.  Dana,  John  Davenport,  jr.,  Jonathan  0. 
Mosely,  Timothy  Pitkin,  jr.,  Lewis  B.  Stnrges,  and 
Benjamin  Tallmadge. 

From  Vermont — Martin  Chittenden,  James  Elliot, 
and  James  Fisk. 

From  New  Torh — John  Blake,  jr.,  John  Harris, 
Benben  Humphreys,  William  Kirkpatrick,  Gnrdon 
S.  Mnmford,  Samnel  Biker,  John  KnsseU,  Peter 
Swart,  John  Thompson,  James  I.  Van  AUen,  Killian 
K.  Van  Rensselaer,  and  Daniel  C.  Verplanck. 

From  New  Jersey — Adam  Boyd,  William  Helms, 
John  Lambert,  Thomas  Newhold,  James  Sloan,  and 
Henry  Southard. 

From  Permsyhcmia — David  Bard,  Robert  Brown, 
William  Findlay,  John  Heister,  William  Hoge,  Wil- 
liam MUuor,  Daniel  Montgomery,  jr.,  John  forter, 
John  Pugh,  John  Rea,  Matthias  Richairds,  John 
Smilie,  Samuel  Smith,  and  Robert  WhitehiU. 

From  Maryland. — Charles  Goldsborough,  William 
McCreeiy,  John  Montgomery,  Nicholas  B.  Moore,  and 
Archibald  Van  Home. 

From  Virginia — ^Burwell  Bassett,  William  A.  Bur- 
well,  John  Clopton,  John  Dawson,  John  W.  Eppes, 
James  M.  Gamett,  Peterson  Goodwyn,  Edwin  Gray, 
David  Holmes,  John  G.  Jackson,  Joseph  Lewis,  jr., 
John  Love,  John  Morrow,  Thomas  Newton,  John 
Smith,  Abram  Trigg,  and  Alexander  Wilson. 

From  KerUucky — Joseph  Desha,  Benjamin  Howard, 
and  Richard  M.  Johnson. 

From  North  Carolina — Willis  Alston,  jr.,  William 
Blackledge,  Thomas  Blount,  John  Culpeper,  Nath- 
aniel Macon,  Lemuel  Sawyer,  and  Richard  Stanford. 

From,  Temessee—  George  W.  Campbell,  John 
Rhea,  and  Jesse  Wharton. 

From  South  Carolina — Lemuel  J.  Alston,  William 


Butler,  Joseph  Calhoun,  John  Taylor,  and  David  R. 
Williams. 

From  Georgia — ^WiUliam  W.  Bibb,  and  George  M. 
Troup. 

From  Ohio — Jeremiah  Morrow. 

From  the  Mississippi  Territory — George  Poindex- 
ter,  Delegate. 

Two  new  members,  to  wit :  Nathan  Wil- 
soN,  returned  to  serve  in  this  Honse  as  a  mem- 
ber for  New  York,  in  the  room  of  David  Tho- 
mas, who  hath  resigned  his  seat,  and  Thomas 
Gholson,  jr.,  returned  to  serve  as  a  member 
from  Virginia,  in  the  room  of  John  Claiborne, 
deceased,  appeared,  produced  their  credentials, 
and  took  their  seats  in  the  House. 

And  a  quorum,  consisting  of  a  majority  of 
the  whole  number,  being  present,  a  message  was 
received  from  the  Senate,  informing  the  House 
that  a  quorum  of  the  Senate  is  assembled,  and 
ready  to  proceed  to  business ;  the  Senate  have 
appointed  a  committee  on  their  part,  jointly 
with  such  committee  as  may  be  appointed  on 
the  part  of  this  House,  to  wait  on  the  President 
of  the  United  States,  and  inform  him  that  a 
quorum  of  the  two  Houses  is  assembled,  and 
ready  to  receive  any  communications  he  may 
be  pleased  to  make  to  them. 

The  oath  or  affirmation  to  support  the  Con- 
stitution of  the  United  States  was  then  admin- 
istered to  Mr.  Nathan  Wilson  and  Mr.  Ghol- 
soN,  by  Mr.  Speakee,  according  to  law. 

Ordered,  That  a  message  be  sent  to  the  Sen- 
ate to  inform  them  that  a  quorum  of  this  House 
is  assembled,  and  ready  to  proceed  to  business ; 
and  that  the  Clerk  of  this  House  do  go  with  the 
said  message. 

_  The  House  proceeded  to  consider  the  resolu- 
tion of  the  Senate  for  the  appointment  of  a 
joint  committee  of  the  two  Houses  to  wait  on 
the  President  of  the  United  States  and  inform 
him  that  a  quorum  of  the  two  Houses  is  assem- 
bled, and  ready  to  receive  any  communication 
he  may  be  pleased  to  make  to  them :  Where- 
upon, the  House  agreed  to  the  said  resolution ; 
and  Mr.  Maoon,  Mr.  Qitinot,  and  Mr.  McCheb- 
BT,  were  appointed  the  committee  on  their 
part. 

Mr.  Maoon,  from  the  joint  committee  ap- 
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pointed  to  wait  on  the  President  of  the  United 
States,  and  inform  him  that  a  quorum  of  the 
two  Houses  is  assembled,  reported  that  the  com- 
mittee had  performed  that  service;  and  that 
the  President  signified  to  them  he  would  make 
a  commmiication,  in  writing,  to  this  House,  to- 
morrow at  twelve  o'clock,  by  way  of  Message. 


Ttiesdat,  November  8. 

Several  other  members,  to  wit :  from  Penn- 
sylvania, Jacob  Kiohaeds  ;  from  Virginia,  Mat- 
thew Clat,  and  Waltee  Jones;  and  from 
South  Carolina,  Eobeet  Maeioh,  appeared, 
and  took  their  seats  in  the  House. 

A  new  member,  to  wit,  Samuel  Shaw,  re- 
turned to  serve  in  this  House  as  a  member  from 
the  State  of  Vermont,  in  the  room  of  James 
"WithereU,  who  has  resigned  his  seat,  appeared, 
produced  his  credentials,  was  qualified,  and  took 
Ms  seat  in  the  House. 

A  message  from  the  Senate  informed  the 
House  that  the  Senate  have  resolved  that  two 
Chaplains,  of  different  denominations,  be  ap- 
pointed to  Congress  for  the  present  session,  who 
shall  interchange  weekly ;  to  which  they  desire 
the  concurrence  of  the  House. 

The  House  proceeded  to  consider  the  fore- 
going resolution  of  the  Senate,  and  it  was 
agreed  to. 

The  Speakbe  laid  before  the  House  a  letter 
from  the  Governor  of  the  State  of  Pennsylvania, 
enclosing  a  letter  to  him  from  Joseph  Olat,  the 
Eepresentative  for  the  district  composed  of  the 
city  and  county  of  Philadelphia,  and  county  of 
Delaware,  in  the  said  State,  containing  his  res- 
ignation of  a  seat  in  this  House ;  also  a  procla- 
mation of  the  said  Governor,  and  a  certificate 
of  the  election  of  Benjamin  Sat,  to  serve  as 
a  member  for  the  said  district  and  State,  in 
the  room  of  the  said  Joseph  Clay;  which 
were  read,  and  referred  to  the  Committee  of 
Elections. 


Wbdnesdat,  Ifovember  9. 

Another  member,  to  wit,  Robeet  Jenkins, 
from  Pennsylvania,  appeared,  and  took  his  seat 
in  the  House. 

The  House  proceeded  in  the  reading  of  the 
documents  accompanying  the  President's  Mes- 
sage; which  being  concluded,  on  motion  of 
Mr.  Dawson,  they  were  referred,  together 
with  the  Message,  to  a  Committee  of  the  "Whole 
on  the  state  of  the  Union,  and  ordered  to  be 
printed. 

On  the  question  as  to  the  number  to  be 
printed,  it  was  moved  by  Mr.  Fisk,  and  sec- 
onded by  Mr.  Dana,  that  ten  thousand  copies 
be  printed.  Negatived  by  a  considerable  ma- 
jority. 

Five  thousand  copies  were  then  ordered  to  be 
printed. 

The  House  was  then  cleared  and  the  doors 
closed  for  the  purpose  of  reading  the  confiden- 
tial part  of  the  President's  Message. 


Thuesdat,  November  10. 

Several  other  members,  to  wit :  from  Vir- 
ginia, "Wilson  Oabt  Nicholas  and  John  Ran- 
dolph ;  and  from  North  Carolina,  James  Hol- 
land, appeared  and  took  their  seats  in  the 
House. 

The  House  then  proceeded,  by  ballot,  to  the 
appointment  of  a  Chaplain  to  Congress,  for  the 
present  session,  on  the  part  of  the  House ;  and 
upon  examining  the  ballots,  a  majority  of  the 
votes  of  the  whole  House  was  found  in  fiivor 
of  the  Rev.  Ob.M)iah  Beown. 


Feidat,  November  11. 

Two  other  members,  to  wit :  from  Massa- 
chusetts, Samuel  Taggaet;  and  from  Mary- 
land, John  Campbell,  appeared,  and  took  their 
seats  in  the  House. 

A  new  member,  to  wit,  Richard  S.  Jack- 
son, returned  to  serve  in  this  House,  as  a  mem- 
ber for  the  State  of  Rhode  Island,  in  the  room 
of  Nehemiah  Knight,  deceased,  appeared,  pro- 
duced his  credentials,  was  qualified,  and  took 
his  seat  in  the  House. 


Monday,  November  14. 
Several  other  members,  to  wit :  from  New 
York,  JosiAH  Mastees  ;  from  Maryland,  Philip 
B.  Key;  and  from  North  Carolina,  Thomas 
Kenan,  appeared,  and  took  their  seats  in  the 
House. 


Tuesday,  November  15. 
Another    member,   to  wit,    James  Kelly, 
from  Pennsylvania,  appeared,  and  took  his  seat 
in  the  House. 


"Wednesday,  November  16. 

Another  member,  to  wit,  Rogee  Nelson, 
from  Maryland,  appeared,  and  took  his  seat  in 
the  House. 

A  new  member,  to  wit,  Benjamin  Say,  re- 
turned to  serve  in  this  House  as  a  member  from 
the  State  of  Pennsylvania,  in  the  room  of  Jo- 
seph Clay,  who  has  resigned  his  seat,  appeared, 
produced  his  credentials,  was  qualified,  and  took 
his  seat  in  the  House. 

Miranda's  Expedition. 

Mr.  MoCbeeey  presented  the  petition  of 
thirty-six  American  citizens,  confined  at  Car- 
thagena,  in  South  America,  under  the  sen- 
tence of  slavery.  The  petition  was  read,  as 
follows : 

"VTaults  of  St.  Claba,  Cabthagena, 
September  16,  1808. 
To  the  ho'nordble  the  Congress  of  the  United  States  of 
America,  in  Congress  assembled  : 

The  petition  of  tMrty-six  American  citizens  eon- 
fined  at  Carthagena,  Sonth  America,  under  sen- 
tence of  slavery,  hnmbly  showeth  : 

That  we,  your  petitioners,  were  hrougllt  from  New 
York  in  the  armed  ship  Leander,  Thomas  Lewis, 
commander,  on  the  2d  of  February,  1806,  together 
with  a  number  of  others,  mostly  inhabitants  of  that 
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State  and  city,  under  the  most  specious  engagements 
of  their  country;  to  establish  which,  they  beg  leave 
t6  state  that  Colonel  ■William  Smith,  then  Surveyor 
of  the  port  of  New  York,  William  Armstrong,  Dan- 
iel D.  Duming,  and  John  Fink,  butcher,  of  the  city 
of  New  York,  declared  they  were  authorized  to  en- 
list a  number  of  men  to  go  to  New  Orleans,  to  serve 
as  guards  to  the  United  States  mails,  and  a  number 
of  others  as  mechanics.     Some  backwardness  on  the 
part  of  your  petitioners  to  engage  being  discovered 
by  William  Smith,  he  read  passages  from  letters  to 
prove   his  authority,  and  several  paragraphs  from 
newpsapers  to  convince  them  of  the  validity  of  their 
engagements.     William  Armstrong   and   Daniel  D. 
Durning  were  appointed  to  command  them,  and  were 
to  accompany  them  to  the  city  of  Washington,  where 
they  were  to  receive  clothing  and  accoutrements, 
and  thence  to  New  Orleans.     The  ship  Leander, 
owned  by  Samuel  G.  Ogden,  and  formerly  in  the  St. 
Domingo  trade,  was  procured  for  the  conveyance  of 
your  petitioners    to  the   city  of   Washington,   for 
which  purpose  she  was  hauled  down  to  the  watering 
place,  where  your  petitioners  went  on  hoard  her  the 
1st  day  of  February,  1806,   and  the  next  day  (the 
2d)  the  ship  put  to  sea.     Shortly  after,  Miranda,  un- 
der the  name  of  Manm,  and  a  number  of  persons 
hitherto  unknown  to  your  petitioners,  appeared  on 
board,  in  the  character  of  his  officers;  which,  for 
the  first  time,  awakened  strong  suspicions   in   the 
bi^asts  of  your  petitioners  that  they  had  been  en* 
trapped  into  the  power  of  wicked  and  designing  men, 
and  that,  too,  when  retreat  was  impracticable.  From 
New  York  your  petitioners  were  carried  to  Jacmel,  in 
the  island   of  St.  Domingo,  where  they  were  exer- 
cised in  military  duty,  under  the  most  arbitrary  stretch 
of  power,  by  Miranda  and  his  officers.  At  Jacmel  sev- 
eral attempts  to  escape  proved  abortive,  from  the 
vigilance   of  our  oppressors,  they  having  procured 
guards  to  he  stationed  in  all  the  passes  leading  from 
Jacmel  to  other  parts  of  the  island,  where  your  pe- 
titioners might  expect  to  receive  aid  and  protection 
from  their  countrymen.    At  Jacmel  two  schooners 
were  hired,  on  hoard  of  which  your  petitioners  were 
sent,  under  the  care  of  a  number  of  officers,  whose 
wariness   still  remained  unabated ;  and  on  the  27th 
March,  1806,  the    ship,   accompanied  by  the   two 
schooners,  proceeded  towards  the  coast  of  Terra  Firma, 
where,  after  touching  at  the  island  of  Aruba  for  re- 
freshments, she  arrived  on  the  28th  of  April,  when 
two  armed  vessels  hove  in  sight,  which  after  some 
manobuvring  the  ship  engaged  but  soon  ran  away, 
leaving  the  two  schooners  to  be  captured.      They 
were  carried  into  Porto  Cabello,  where  your  peti- 
tioners were  proceeded  against  as  pirates,  a  number 
of  warlike  implements  being  found  on  board,  which 
were  placed  there  without  the  knowledge  of  your 
petitioners.      And  on  the  12th  July  following,  the 
process  against  us  closed  at  Caraccas,    sentencing 
ten,  whom  they  considered  to  be  criminally  engaged, 
to  be  hanged  and  beheaded,  and  the  remainder  (your 
petitioners)  to  eight  and  ten  years'  slavery  on  the 
public  works  at  Omoa,  Booca  Chioa,  and  the  island 
of  Porto  Rico.     Your  petitioners  were  all  sent  to 
this  place,  where  those  sent  to  Bocca  Chioa  were  put 
to  work,  chained  two-and-two,   and  the  residue,  in 
double  irons  and  close  confinement,  strongly  guarded, 
waiting  for   an  opportunity  to  be  sent  to  their  re- 
spective places.     Upon  several  occasions  your  peti- 
tioners were  told  by  William  Armstrong,  Thomas 
Lewis,  and  others,  that  they  were  sent  out  by  the 
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Government  of  the  United  States.  To  prove  to  the 
satisfaction  of  your  honorable  body  the  truth  of  the 
above  statement,  your  petitioners  beg  you  will  exam- 
ine Robert  Laverty,  John  Stagg,  John  Ritter,  Mat- 
thew Morgan,  Richard  Phitt,  Adam  Ten  Brook,  and 
John  Miller,  of  New  York,  who  were  under  the  same 
engagements  with  your  petitioners.  Francis  White 
and  Thomas  McAllister,  butchers  in  the  Bear  mar- 
ket. New  York ;  Mr.  BrinkerhofiC,  tavern  keeper,  near 
the  Bear  market ;  David  Williams,  John  Garret,  and 
a  Mr.  Kemper,  weighmaster,  whose  son  was  executed 
at  Porto  Cabello,  were  present  when  all  or  most  of 
your  petitioners  were  engaged,  and  can  prove  be- 
yond aU  doubt  that  your  petitioners  could  have  had 
no  other  idea  than  that  of  entering  into  the  ser- 
vice of  the  United  States.  Captain  Bomberry,  of  the 
ship  Mary,  of  Baltimore ;  Captain  Israel,  of  the  brig 
Robert  and  Mary ;  Captain  Waldron,  of  the  schooner 
Victory ;  and  Captain  Abbot,  of  the  brig  Charleston 
Packet,  all  of  Philadelphia,  were  eye-witnesses  to 
the  tyranny  and  oppression  under  which  your 
petitioners  labored  whUe  at  JacmeL  When  the  crew 
of  the  Bee,  one  of  the  schooners  which  was  char- 
tered by  the  Leander,  refused  to  go  in  her,  a  number 
of  officers  from  the  ship,  with  Lewis  at  their  head, 
came  on  board  the  Bee,  and,  after  beating  and  cut- 
ting the  men  with  sticks  and  sabres  in  the  most 
brutal  manner,  dragged  them  on  board  the  Leander, 
put  them  in  irons  under  a  strong  guard,  and  kept 
them  there  until  the  moment  of  sailing,  when  they 
were  sent  on  board  the  Bee,  with  orders  to  keep  near 
and  to  leeward  of  the  ship.  Another  man,  who  had 
effected  his  escape  from  a  French  privateer,  and 
found  his  way  to  Jacmel,  with  the  hope  of  getting 
a  passage  home  in  some  of  his  country  vessels,  was 
seized  at  the  instance  of  Thomas  Lewis,  commander 
of  the  Leander,  and  captain  under  Miranda,  thrown 
into  prison,  and  compelled  to  go  in  the  expedition,  or 
to  starve  in  jail. 

Your  petitioners  are  confident,  that,  when  your 
honorable  body  becomes  thoroughly  acquainted  with 
the  circumstances  of  art  and  deception  which  be- 
trayed them  into  the  expedition,  the  destination  of 
which  they  had  no  knowledge  until  it  was  too  late  to 
retreat,  you  will  not  only  punish  such  of  their  be- 
trayers as  are  within  reach  of  your  power,  but  will 
adopt  proper  measures  to  restore  your  unfortunate 
petitioners  to  liberty  and  their  families.  We  beg 
leave  to  mention  that  Jeremiah  Powell,  who  was  an 
officer  of  high  confidence  in  the  expedition,  was  par- 
doned without  hesitation  by  the  Spanish  monarch 
on  the  application  of  his  father.  Your  petitioners 
have  embraced  many  opportunities  to  convey  to  your 
honorable  body  the  prayer  of  a  petition,  but,  from 
the  length  of  time  elapsed  since  they  sent  off  their 
last,  and  not  hearing  of  apy  measures  being  adopted 
in  their  favor,  they  fear  none  ever  arrived ;  and  by 
the  present  opportunity  several  copies  of  this  peti- 
tion have  been  transmitted  to  gentlemen  residmg  in 
different  parts  of  the  United  States,  with  the  hope 
that  some  of  them  may  arrive  safe. 

Your  petitioners  cannot  for  a  moment  believe  that 
the  United  States  will  suffer  officers  under  her  con- 
stitution to  kidnap  her  citizens  into  expeditions  and 
services  fitted  out  and  maintained  by  a  foreign  out- 
law against  powers  with  which  she  is  at  amity  and 
peace,  under  the  specious  pretence  of  engaging  them 
into  the  service  of  their  country,  without  punishmg 
the  aggressors,  and  using  every  effoi-t  to  regain  her 
citizens.    Such  is  the  case  of  your  unfortunate  peti- 
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tioners,  who  entreat  you  as  children  would  a  parent, 
to  relieve  them  from  total  destruction,  on  the  brink 
of  which  they  have  heen  thrown  by  the  practise  of 
&auds  and  villanies  hitherto  unheard  of. 

A  short  time  since,  a  British  ship  of  war  arrived 
at  this  place,  the  commander  of  which,  (Edward 
Kittoe,  Esq.,)  upon  being  applied  to  by  nine  of  our 
companions,  who  declared  diemselves  to  be  British- 
born  subjects,  and  being  made  acquainted  with  the 
circumstances  which  led  to  our  capture,  immediately 
sent  on  a  petitic^i  to  the  Viceroy  of  this  Kingdom  in 
behalf  of  us  all,  but  particularly  for  such  as  are 
British  subjects,  whom  we  expect  will  eventually  be 
liberated.  Nothing  but  humanity  and  a  strong  de- 
sire to  relieve  distress  could  have  induced  Captain 
Kittoe  to  this  step,  who,  we  are  confident,  as  much 
as  ourselves,  regrets  its  failtu«  of  success,  and  to 
whom  we  feel  eveiy  way  indebted,  and  shall  ever 
recollect  it  with  gratitude  and  thanks. 

When  your  petitioners  remonstrate  against  any 
harsh  treatment  of  these  people,  they  invariably  ask, 
"  Why  don't  your  country  liberate  you  ? — it  rests 
solely  with  them." 

Your  petitioners  feel  confident^  from  the  justness 
of  their  claim  to  the  intKrference  and  protection  of 
the  constituted  authorities  of  their  country,  measures 
will  be  adopted  to  restore  them  to  liberty ;  and  hav- 
ing no  doubt  but  your  honorable  body  will  afford 
them  that  protection  which  citizens  have  a  right  to 
claim  from  their  country,  your  petitioners  beg  that 
your  honorable  body  will  convey  them  an  answer, 
and  your  petitioners,  as  in  duty  bound,  will  ever 
pray,  &c. 

Robert  Saunders,  Benjamin  Davis,  Heniy  Sper- 
ry,  Joseph  Hickle,  Ellery  King,  William 
Long,  Daniel  Newbury,  Wm.  Cartwright, 
Samuel  Tozier,  James  Hyatt,  Abram  Head, 
Robert  Stevenson,  Samuel  Price,  Robert 
Reins,  Hugh  Smith,  Benjamin  Nicholson, 
Geo.  Ferguson,  Wm.  Pride,  Pompey  Grant, 
David  Heckle,  Bennett  B.  Negus,  John 
Moore,  John  M.  Elliot,  Heniy  Ingersoll,  John 
Parcels,  John  Hayes,  David  Winton,  Mat- 
thew Buchanan,  Alexander  Buchanan,  Jas. 
W.  Grant,  John  EdsaU,  Thomas  Gill,  Joseph 
Bennett,  Phineas  Raymond,  Peter  Nautly, 
Stephen  Burtis. 

Cakthageua,  August  12,  1808. 
On  my  arrival  at  this  place,  I  was  applied  to  in 
behalf  of  the  unfortunate  men  captured  under  the 
orders  of  General  Miranda,  who  are  under  sentence 
of  transportation  to  the  different  pubUo  works  at 
Omoa,  Porto  Rico,  &C.,  among  whom  are  several 
British  subjects,  (whose  names  are  inserted  below.) 
I  am  well  aware  of  the  enormity  of  their  crime,  as 
I  understand  they  were  taken  without  colors  or  pa- 
pers ;  but,  as  a  British  officer,  I  consider  it  a  duty 
to  plead  for  those  in  dietress,  wherever  they  may  be 
found ;  and  I  trust,  ftom  the  known  lenity  of  your 
Excellency's  character,  I  shall  not  plead  in  vain. 
The  men  in  question  are  originally  of  British  de- 
scent, and  are  allied  to  my  nation  by  many  ties. 
They  have  no  Consul — no  Minister — to  prefer  the 
prayer  of  their  petition  to  your  Excellency,  having 
been  prevented  by  the  war  between  our  nations  from 
making  known  their  situation  to  the  President  of 
the  United  States.  Suffer  me,  therefore  to  address 
your  Excellency,  and  beg  for  their  release,  on  a  sol- 
emn promise  that  they  vrill  never  be  found  again  in 


arms  on  a  similar  occasion.  As  I  am  the  bearer  of 
welcome  tidings  to  the  inhabitants  of  the  province 
under  your  Excellency's  command,  make  me  also 
the  bearer  of  them  to  the  unhappy  sufferers  now  con- 
fined in  Carthagena.  It  is  true,  I  am  unauthorized 
to  make  this  request  in  the  name  of  the  British 
Government  for  the  men  in  general,  but  I  am  con- 
vinced the  step  will  be  approved ;  and  if  your  Excel- 
lency will  lend  a  favorable  ear  to  my  petition  the 
circumstance  will  not  pass  unnoticed  on  their  part ; 
at  all  events,  your  Excellency  will  have  the  prayer  of 
many  individuals  for  your  eternal  happiness,  and 
among  them  willnbe  found  (not  the  least  fervent) 
those  of  your  Excellency's  most  humble  servant, 
EDWARD  KITTOE, 
Com.  H,  B.  M.  ship  Sdbina. 
P.  S. — If  my  request  for  the  liberation  of  all 
General  Miranda's  men  is  by  your  Excellency  deemed 
imreasonable  or  improper,  I  beg  to  confine  it  particu- 
larly to  such  as  are  British  subjects :  that  is  an  in- 
dispensable duty  I  owe  to  them  and  my  country. 

Names  of  British  subjects  under  sentence  of  transpor- 
tation at  Cartkaffena. 
John  Moore,  Peter  Nautly,  John  Hayes,  Thomas 
GiU,  Joseph  Bennett,  James  Grant,  Samuel  Tozier, 
Robert  Stevenson,  and  Hugh  Smith,  (a  boy.) 

Territorial  Governments. 

OEDUfANOE   OF   1787. 

Mr.  PotsDEXTBR,  from  the  committee  ap- 
pointed, on  the  subject,  reported  a  bill  concern- 
ing the  power  of  the  "Territorial  Governments. 
[The  object  of  it  is  to  take  away  from  Gover- 
nors of  the  Territories  the  power  of  proroguing 
or  dissolving  their  Legislatures.] 

The  bU]  was  twice  read;  and 

Mr.  PorNDBXXEE  observed,  that  as  the  bill 
must  stand  or  fall  on  its  principle,  and  could 
not  want  amendment,  he  should  wish  to  dis- 
pense with  the  usual  course  of  reference  to  a 
Committee  of  the  Whole,  and  that  it  should  be 
engrossed  for  a  third  reading. 

Mr.  Teoup  hoped  the  House  would  not  be 
precipitated  unadvisedly  into  a  decision  of  a 
question  of  this  kind;  that  they  would  not 
break  in  upon  a  system  which  had  served  them 
so  well  without  maturely  deliberating  upon  it. 
The  ordinance  for  the  government  of  the  Ter- 
ritories he  considered  as  constitutional  law,  and 
it  should  be  viewed  and  treated  with  as  much 
delicacy  as  the  constitution  of  the  General 
Government  itself.  It  had  served  them  well, 
it  had  nurtured  the  Territories  from  infancy  to 
maturity,  and  he  hoped  the  house  would  not 
innovate  on  the  system,  but  for  the  most  sub- 
stantial reasons.  He  therefore  wished  this  biU 
to  take  the  course  of  all  other  business,  and  go 
to  a  Committee  of  the  Whole. 

Mr.  PoiNDEXTEE  Said  it  was  not  his  object  to 
exclude  deliberation  by  his  motion ;  as  the  day 
for  its  third  reading  might  be  fixed  a  fortnight 
hence,  if  the  gentleman  from  Georgia  wished 
it.  He  knew  the  difficulty  of  getting  up  such 
bills  when  committed  to  a  Committee  of  the 
Whole ;  he  also  knew  that  in  a  few  days  the 
House  would  be  engaged  in  great  national  con- 


40 


ABKIDGMENT  OF  THE 


H.  OP  R.] 


Foreign  Relations. 


PS^OVEMBEB,   1808. 


cerns,  which  -woulcl  occupy  their  entire  atten- 
tion to  the  exclusion  of  other  business  of  minor 
importance.  The  gentlemen  seem  to  think 
(said  Mr.  P.)  that  to  leave  to  the  Governors  of 
Territories  of  the  United  States  powers  which 
are  fitted  hut  for  the  Sovereigns  of  Europe,  is 
.highly  decorous ;  whilst  I  think  they  should  be 
spurned  from  the  statute  book.  The  gentleman 
is  mistaken  when  he  says  that  we  should  view 
the  ordinances  in  the  same  light  as  the  consti- 
tution ;  they  are  mere  statutes.  Placed  by  the 
constitution  under  the  particular  care  of  Con- 
gress as  the  Territories  are,  the  ordinances  en- 
acted for  their  government  are  mere  statutes, 
subject  to  the  revision  of  Congress,  as  other 
laws  are. 

Mr.  Pitkin  said  the  ordinances  for  the  gov- 
ernment of  the  Territories  had  been  framed 
with  great  deliberation,  and  should  always  be 
considered  as  a  compact  between  the  General 
Government  and  its  Territories.  Whether  an 
alteration  could  or  could  not  be  made  without 
their  consent,  he  would  not  undertake  to  say. 
He  thought  therefore  in  this  case  the  usual  rule 
should  not  be  violated,  for  it  was  well  known 
that  no  amendment  could  be  received  on  the 
third  reading  of  a  bill. 

Mr.  Teoup  said  the  gentleman  from  the  Mis- 
sissippi Territory  had  totally  mistaken  his  ob- 
ject. It  was  not  procrastination  that  he  wanted, 
but  a  mature  consideration  of  the  question, 
whether  on  this  day  or  on  this  day  fortnight. 
When  he  had  considered  the  ordinance  as  a 
compact  equally  sacred  with  the  constitution  of 
the  United  States,  and  as  unalterable  without 
the  consent  of  the  parties  to  it,  it  was  then 
that  he  considered  this  a  question  of  such  great 
and  signal  importance  that  he  wished  time  foi 
deliberation.  And  when  he  said  this,  he  ex- 
pressed the  opinion  of  a  man  than  whom  no 
man  in  the  country  was  more  deeply  read 
in  its  constitution — St.  George  Tucker — ^who 
had  described  it  as  a  compact  unalterable,  but 
with  the  consent  of  both  parties.  The  gentle- 
man would  take  away  from  the  Territorial  Gov- 
ernors the  power  to  prorogue  and  dissolve 
the  Assemblies.  What  would  then  be  the 
state  of  the  Territorial  Legislatures?  They 
would  (said  Mr.  T.)  be  as  completely  indepen- 
dent of  the  General  Government  as  the  General 
Government  is,  I  hope,  of  Great  Britain  at  this 
moment.  Retain  the  qualified  veto,  and  take 
away  the  power  to  prorogue  and  dissolve,  and 
what  will  be  the  consequence  ?  The  moment  a 
misunderstanding  takes  place  between  the  Legis- 
lature and  Executive,  legislation  is  at  an  end ; 
and  where  legislation  ends,  revolution  begins, 
and  there  is  an  end  of  government. 

Mr.  PoiNDEXTBE  Said,  at  the  suggestion  of 
several  gentlemen,  he  should  consent  to  a  refer- 
ence of  the  bill  to  a  committee,  as  he  did  not 
wish  now  to  hasten  the  discussion.  But  the  gen- 
tleman was  mistaken  if  he  supposed  that  taking 
away  the  power  to  prorogue,  would  deprive  the 
Governors  of  their  veto  on  laws.  The  Gover- 
nors had  an  unqualified  veto  on  the  acts  of  the 


Legislature.  The  gentleman  said,  (observed  Mr. 
P.,)  that  take  away  the  power  of  prorogation, 
and  if  a  misunderstanding  arise  between  the 
Governor  and  the  Legislature,  there  is  an  end 
of  legislation.  That  is  now  the  fact.  If  there 
be  any  misunderstanding  between  them,  the 
Governor  sends  the  Legislature  home ;  and  I 
agree  with  the  gentleman  from  Georgia,  "  where 
legislation  ends,  revolution  begins."  In  this 
situation,  I  wish  to  take  some  power  from  the 
Governor  and  place  it  in  the  people,  which 
would  render  the  Government  more  congenial 
to  the  spirit  of  the  constitution  and  of  the  peo- 
ple of  the'  United  States.  But  I  waive  discus- 
sion and  consent  to  reference. 

The  bill  was  made  the  order  of  the  day  for  to- 
morrow. 


Totjesdat,  November  11. 

Another  member,  to  wit,  Bennis  Smelt, 
from  Georgia,  appeared,  and  took  his  seat  in  the 
House. 

Foreign  Helatwns. 

Mr.  Macon  said,  already  had  many  resolutions 
been  submitted  to  the  consideration  of  the  House 
on  the  subject  of  our  foreign  relations,  and  the 
embargo  ;  some  for  a  total  and  some  for  a  par- 
tial repeal  of  it.  As  none  of  the  motions  had  met 
his  entire  approbation,  and  as  he  considered 
this  as  one  of  the  most  important  questions  that 
could  come  before  the  House,  he  wished  to  sub- 
mit to  the  House  two  or  three  propositions ; 
which  he  wished  to  take  a  course  difierent  fronj 
that  which  had  been  given  to  the  others  on  the 
same  subject. 

I  have  been  astonished  (said  Mr.  M.)  to  see  so 
many  resolutions  on  the  subject  of  the  embargo, 
and  none  contemplating  its  entire  continuance. 
Is  the  American  .nation  ready  to  bow  the  neck  ? 
Are  we  ready  to  submit  to  be  taxed  by  Great 
Britain  and  France,  as  if  we  were  their  colonies  ? 
Where  is  that  spirit  which  for  this  reason  sep- 
arated us  from  the  nations  of  Europe  ?  Where 
is  that  spirit  which  enforced  a  simple  resolution 
of  the  old  Congress,  not  then  binding  upon  the 
people,  as  a  law  from  Heaven?  Is  is  extinct? 
Is  it  lost  to  this  nation?  Has  the  love  of  gain 
superseded  every  other  motive  in  the  breasts 
of  Americans  ?  Shall  tho  majority  govern,  or 
shall  a  few  wicked  and  iibandoned  men  drive 
this  nation  from  the  grotmd  it  has  taken  ?  Is 
it  come  to  this,  that  a  la\<'  constitutionally  en- 
acted, even  after  a  formal  decision  in  favor  of 
its  constitutionality,  cannot  be  enforced?  Shall 
the  nation  give  way  to  an  opposition  of  a  few, 
and  those  the  most  profli{;ate  part  of  the  com- 
munity ?  I  think  the  stand  we  took  last  year 
was  a  proper  one  ;  and  I  am  for  taking  every 
measure  for  enabling  the  nation  to  maintain  it. 
Just  as  our  measure  is  beginning  to  operate, 
just  as  provisions  are  b  eoommg  scarce  in  the 
West  Indies  and  elsewhere,  notwithstanding  the 
evasions  of  our  law,  we  are  called  upon  to  re- 
Pe^  it-  I  should  not  hat  e  made  this  motion  at 
this  time,  had  it  not  been    for  the  petition  just 
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presented.  Wlen  I  stand  here,  sir,  charged  by 
a  part  of  the  community  with  being  one  of  "  the 
enemies  of  the  people,"  notwithstanding  I  am  will- 
ing to  commit  the  petition,  treating  it  with  that 
respect  which  I  conceive  to  be  due  from  us  to 
the  prayer  of  any  portion  of  the  people,  I  wish 
my  sentiments  on  this  subject  to  be  seen. 

A  proclamation  has  been  issued  by  one  of  the 
belligerents  since  the  passage  of  our  embargo 
law,  sir.  Look  at  it.  What  says  it?  Clear- 
ance or  no  clearance,  we  will  receive  any  neu- 
tral vessel  into  our  ports;  and,  in  speaking"  of 
neutrals,  recollect  that  there  is  no  nation  in  the 
civilized  world  that  has  a  claim  to  the  title,  ex- 
cept ourselves.  This  proclamation  then  tells 
our  citizens,  "  Evade  the  laws  of  your  country, 
and  we  wiU  receive  and  protect  you."  This  is 
the  plain  English  of  it. 

If  the  mad  powers  of  Europe  had  entered  into 
compact  to  injure  us  as  much  as  they  could,  they 
could  not  have  taken  a  more  direct  course  to  it. 
I  consider  them  both  alike,  and  the  measures  I 
would  take  would  place  them  both  on  the  same 
footing.  I  have  made  my  resolutions  as  general 
as  possible,  to  give  all  latitude  to  the  committee. 

Mr.  M.  then  read  his  resolutions  as  follows : 

"  Resolved,  That  fhe  committee  appointed  on  that 
part  of  the  President's  Message  which  relates  to  our 
foreign  relations,  he  instmcted  to  inquire  into  the  ex- 
pediency of  exclnding  by  law  from  the  ports,  harhors, 
and  waters  of  the  United  States,  a]l  armed  ships  and 
vessels  belonging  to  any  of  the  belligerent  powers 
having  in  force  orders  or  decrees  violating  the  law- 
ful commerce  of  the  United  States  as  a  nation. 

"  Reiolved,  That  the  same  committee  be  instmcted 
to  inquire  into  the  expediency  of  prohibiting  by  law 
the  admission  into  the  ports,  harbors,  and  waters  of 
the  United  States,  any  ship  or  vessel  belonging  to  or 
coming  from  any  place  in  the  possession  of  any  of  the 
above-mentioned  powers,  and  also  the  importation  of 
any  goods,  wares,  and  merchandise,  the  growth,  pro- 
duce and  manufacture  of  the  dominions  of  any  of  the 
said  powers. 

"  Meaolved,  That  the  same  committee  be  instructed 
to  inquire  into  the  expediency  of  amending  the  act 
laying  an  embargo,  and  the  several  acts  supplement- 
ary and  additional  thereto." 

On  the  subject  of  the  first  of  these  resolutions 
(said  Mr.  M.)  it  might  be  proper  to  interdict  the 
entrance  of  all  armed  vessels,  although  I  have 
confined  the  interdiction  to  the  belligerents.  A 
certain  time  might  be  fixed  on  which  the  second 
should  go  into  operation. 

I  have  thought  proper,  sir,  to  bring  forward 
all  these  resolutions  together  to  show  my  own 
opinion  on  what  ought  to  be  done.  It  is  time 
for  those  who  think  the  embargo  a  lawful  and 
proper  measure,  to  come  forward  and  declare  it. 
No  other  person  having  as  yet  thought  proper 
to  do  it,  I  have  now  done  it.  I  believe  the  em- 
bargo was  right ;  that  it  was  right  to  pass  laws 
to  enforce  it ;  and  believing  this,  I  feel  no  hesi- 
tation in  avovring  it.  Time  has  been  when  the 
impressment  of  our  seamen  was  cried  out  against 
by  a  large  majority  of  Congress.  Now  the  cry 
is,  that  we  will  not  let  them  go  out  and  be 


taken.  Eor  if  they  go  out  they  must  be  taken. 
Neither  of  the  two  great  powers  of  Europe 
have  shown  the  least  disposition  to  relax  their 
measures  ;  neither  I  hope  shall  we.  I  believe  we 
have  but  three  alternatives — wa/r,  embwrgo,  or 
submission.  The  last  I  discard  ;  this  nation 
never  would  submit ;  nor  are  there  many  pec-  ■ 
pie  in  it  that  would.  That  is  out  of  the  ques- 
tion ;  then,  the  only  question  is,  whether  in  the 
present  stat«  of  the  world,  the  embargo  or  war 
is  the  best  for  us !  Arm  your  merchantmen,  as 
has  been  proposed^  send  them  out,  and  you  have 
war  directly  ?  If  we  are  to  have  war,  I  should 
rather  have  it  openly,  and  let  the  nation  know 
that  we  mean  it.  I  am  for  the  embargo  yet.  I 
am  told  flour  is  from  thirty  to  fifty  dollars  a 
barrel  in  the  "West  Indies  ;  I  am  also  told  that 
wheat  is  fourteen  shillings  sterling  a  bushel  in 
England.  This  must  have  an  effect,  if  adhered 
to,  thi-ough  Spain  and  Portugal.  France,  if  she 
carries  her  armies  into  that  country,  cannot 
support  them.  Nor  can  Spain  support  her  own 
armies,  and  at  the  same  time  those  Great  Bri-  - 
tain  sends  there  ;  for  where  war  is  waged,  al- 
most all  agriculture  is  destroyed  ;  and  it  only  re- 
quires firmness  in  us  to  force  them  both  by  this 
measure  to  acknowledge  our  rights.  If  I  am 
mistaken  in  my  opinion,  I  wish  that  measure 
to  be  adopted  which  may  best  maintain  our 
rights  and  independence. 

It  is  not  the  embargo  which  causes  the  pres- 
sure on  the  people.  No,  sir,  it  is  the  orders 
and  decrees  of  England  and  France.  Take  a 
license  from  England,  and  you  may  trade,  but 
on  no  other  terms.  Let  an  oflScer  of  the  British 
fleet  visit  your  vessel,  and  France  will  condenm 
it.  These  are  the  things  which  destroy  com- 
merce. The  country  in  which  I  Uve  feels  the 
measure  as  much  as  any ;  there  are  agricultu- 
rigts,  and  their  crops  remain  unsold ;  and  if 
they  will  do  without  the  principal,  and  resist 
imposition  by  withholding  their  produce,  those 
who  make  a  profit  by  the  freight  of  our  pro- 
duce, may  afford  to  lose  that  profit.  Can  any 
man  tell  what  would  be  the  consequence  of 
war,  in  these  times?  In  common  war  some  re- 
gard is  had  to  the  laws  of  nations  by  belliger- 
ents, and  they  fight  each  other.  In  the  present 
war  the  belligerents  disregard  the  laws  of  na- 
tions, and  fight  every  one  but  one  another. 

Mr.  QuiNOT  said  he  wished  the  last  resolution 
to  be  separated  from  the  first,  as  the  House 
would  be  committed  by  its  adoption.  Not  that 
he  wished  to  avoid  a  ^scussion  of  that  subject, 
for  he  wished  for  nothing  so  much  as  that  the 
House  would  permit  them  to  go  into  a  discus- 
sion of  the  subject  in  Committee  of  the  Whole. 
[Mr.  Macon  consented  that  the  last  resolution 
should  lie  on  the  table.]  Mr.  Q.  said  he  wished 
to  press  a  discussion  on  the  subject  of  the  em- 
bargo ;  for  such  was  the  state  of  public  opinion 
in  the  Northern  part  of  the  Union,  that  but  one 
general  sentiment  prevailed,  that  the  embargo 
would  be  immediately  raised.  Instead  of  post- 
poning the  subject  from  day  to  day,  he  only 
wished  it  to  come  before  the  House  that  gentle- 
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men  might  understand  one  other,  and  put  an 
end  to  the  doubts  that  now  existed. 

The  first  and  second  resolutions  offered  by  Mr. 
Maoon  were  agreed  to  without  a  division.  The 
third  was  ordered  to  lie  on  the  table — jeas  78. 

Fbidat,  November  18. 
Territorial  Governments. — Ordinance  of  1787. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  Poindextbe,  the  House 
resolved  itself  into  a  Committee  of  the  Whole, 
on  the  bill  concerning  Territorial  Governments. 

The  bill  having  been  read — 

Mr.  Bibb  said,  that  if  the  House  were  now 
called  upon  for  the  first  time  to  pass  an  ordi- 
nance for  the  government  of  the  Territories 
of  the  United  States,  he  should  attach  very  lit- 
tle importance  to  the  decision  of  the  present 
question.  But  he  considered  it  not  now  an  ab- 
stract question  of  expediency,  but  as  one  of 
great  moment,  from  the  circumstances  with 
which  it  was  connected.  He  denied  the  right 
of  the  House  to  pass  the  bill ;  and  if  they  had 
not  the  right,  it  was  surely  unnecessary  to  ar- 
gue the  question  on  the  ground  of  policy.  It 
would  be  recollected  that  the  Mississippi  Terri- 
tory was  formerly  the  property  of  the  State  of 
■Georgia,  and  ceded  by  that  State  to  the  United 
States  on  certain  conditions,  one  of  which  was 
that  the  ordinance  for  the  government  of  the 
Territory  Northwest  of  the  Ohio  should  he  the 
iasis  of  the  government  of  the  Mississippi  Ter- 
ritory* If  this,  said  he,  be  one  of  the  condi- 
tions of  a  compact  between  the  United  States 


*  This  ordinance  of  the  Congress  of  the  confederation, 
which  became  the  basis  of  all  the  Territorial  governments, 
was  sanctioned  by  the  Congress  of  the  Union  at  its  first  ses- 
sion, with  certain  provisions  added  to  it  in  order  to  give  it 
fall  effect  under  the  constitution.  The  following  are  the 
terms  of  this  enactment : — 

"Wheeeab  that  the  ordinance  of  the  United  States  in 
Congress  assembled,  for  the  governrnent  of  the  Territoly 
northwest  of  the  river  Ohio  may  continue  to  have  full  ef- 
fect, it  is  requisite  that  certain  provisions  should  be  made, 
60  as  to  adapt  the  same  to  the  present  Constitution  of  the 
United  States.  Theeepokb,  Be  U  enacted,  &c.  That  in  all 
cases  in  which,  by  the  said  ordinance,  any  information  is  to 
be  given,  or  communication  made  by  the  Governor  of  the 
said  territory  to  the  United  States  in  Congress  assembled, 
or  to  any  of 'their  offieers,  it  shall  be  the  duty  of  the  said 
Governor  to  give  such  information,  and  to  make  such  com- 
munication to  the  President  of  the  United  States ;  and  the 
President  shall  nominate,  and  by  and  with  the  consent  of 
the  Senate,  shall  appoint  all  oflloers  which  by  the  said  ordi- 
nance were  to  have  been  appointed  by  the  United  States  in 
Congress  assembled,  and  all  officers  so  appointed  shall  be 
commissioned  by  him ;  and  in  all  cases  where  the  United 
States  in  Congress  assembled,  might,  by  the  said  ordinance, 
revoke  any  commission  or  remove  from  any  office,  the  Pres- 
ident is  hereby  declared  to  have  the  same  power  of  revoca- 
tion and  removal.  Seo.  i.—And  6«  it  further  enacted,  That 
in  case  of  the  death,  removal,  resignation,  or  necessary  ab- 
sence of  the  Governor  of  the  said  Territory,  the  secretary 
thereof  shall  be,  and  he  is  hereby,  authorized  and  required 
to  execute  all  the  powers,  and  perform  all  the  duties  of  the 
Governor,  during  the  vacancy  occasioned  by  the  removal, 
resignation,  or  necessary  absence  of  said  Governor." 

This  act  of  Congress,  passed  to  give  fnll  effect  to  this  or- 
dinance by  adapting  its  working  to  the  new  Federal  Consti- 
tution, was  among  the  earliest  acts  of  the  Federal  Congress, 
being  number  eight  in  the  list  of  acts  passed  at  the  first  ses- 
sion of  the  first  Congress ;  and  classes  with  the  acts  neces- 
sary to  the  working  of  the  new  government.  As  such  it 
was  modified;  and  as  such  preserved  and  applied  to  suc- 


and  Georgia,  surely  the  United  States  have  no 
right  to  infringe  it  without  the  consent  of  Geor- 
gia ;  and  I,  as  one  of  her  Eepresentatives, 
formally  protest  against  the  passage  of  this  bill. 
It  may  be  said  that  Georgia  is  very  little  inter- 
ested in  the  abstract  question,  whether  the 
Governor  should  or  should  not  have  the  power 
of  prorogation ;  but,  if  a  right  exists  to  alter 
one  part  of  the  ordinance  without  the  consent 
of  Georgia,  it  certainly  implies  a  power  to  alter 
it  in  every  part. 

Mr.  PoiNDEXTEB  Said  he  would  state  the  rea- 
sons for  which  he  had  introduced  the  bill,  and 
which  would,  he  hoped,  insure  it  the  sanction 
of  the  committee.  I  will,  in  the  first  place^ 
said  Mr.  P.,  advert  to  that  part  of  the  ordi- 
nance which  is  proposed  to  be  amended  by  the 
bill  under  consideration.  In  the  ordinance  for 
the  government  of  the  Northwestern  Territory 
will  be  found  this  article :  "  The  Governor 
shall  have  power  to  prorogue  and  dissolve  the 
General  A^embly,  when,  in  his  opinion,  it  shall 
be  expedient."  The  bUl  proposes  to  take  away 
this  power,  as  being  arbitrary  and  oppressive 
in  the  extreme,  and  incompatible  with  the  Con- 
stitution of  the  United  States. ,  This  ordinance 
was  passed  previous  to  the  adoption  of  the  Fed- 
eral Constitution,  and  if  it  had  been  the  sub- 
ject of  consideration  subsequent  to  its  adoption, 
this  provision  had  never  been  inserted,  giving 
to  Governors  of  Territories  a  gower  paramount 
to  any  power  possessed  by  the  President  of  the 
United  States.     Take  away  this  power  and  a 


cessive  Territories,  as  governments  for  them  were  given. 
That  ordinance  is,  in  flict,  the  basis  of  all  the  Territorial 
governments,  and  is  extended  to  each  of  them  by  name, 
with  such  modifications  as  each  one  required;  and  its  bene- 
fits secured  in  their  deeds  of  territorial  cession  by  Georgia 
and  North  Carolina.  Thus,  the  fifth  clause  in  the  first  arti- 
cle of  the  Georgia  deed  of  cession,  dated  April  24th,  1802, 
stipulates:  "That  the  Territory  thus  ceded  shall  form  a 
State,  and  be  admitted  as  such  into  the  Union,  as  soon  as  it 
shall  contain  60,000  free  inhabitants,  or  at  an  earlier  period, 
if  Congress  shall  think  it  expedient,  on  the  same  conditions 
and  restrictions,  with  the  same  privileges,  and  in  the  same 
manner,  as  is  provided  in  the  ordinance  of  Congress  of  the 
18th  day  of  July,  1787,  for  the  government  of  the  "Western 
Territory  of  the  United  States;  which  ordinance  shall,  in  all 
its  parts,  extend  to  the  Mississippi  Territory  contained  in 
the  present  act  of  cession,  that  article  only  excepted  which 
forbids  slavery."  The  deed  of  cession  from  North  Carolina, 
for  the  Territory  since  forming  the  State  of  Tennessee,  and 
dated  December  — ,  1789,  is  equally  express  in  claiming  the 
benefits  of  this  ordinance  ;  so  that,  made  before  the  consti- 
tution, it  has  been  equally  sanctioned  by  Congress  and  by 
States  since.  Virginia  sanctioned  it  immediately  after  its 
enactment,  and  before  the  commencement  of  the  present 
Federal  Government,  to  wit,  on  the  80th  day  of  December, 
1783.  The  ordinance  being  thus  anterior  to  the  constitu- 
tion, was  not  formed  under  it,  but  under  the  authority  of 
owners— sovereign  owners— exercising  the  right  of  taking  i 
care  of  their  own  property,  subject  only  to  the  conditions 
and  limitations  which  accompanied  its  acquisition.  And 
thus  the  Territories  have  been  constantly  governed  inde- 
pendently of  the  constitution,  and  incompatibly  with  it, 
and  by  a  statute  made  before  it,  and  merely  extended  as  a 
pre-existing  law  to  each  Territory  as  It  came  into  existence. 
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Governor  will  still  have  left  the  power  of  neg- 
ativing all  acts,  so  that  none  can  pass  without 
his  assent ;  and,  being  the  agent  of  the  General 
Government,  he  would  give  consent  to  no  law 
incompatible  with  the  interests  of  the  United 
States. 

It  has  been  said  that  the  ordinance  cannot 
be  altered  without  the  common  consent  of  the 
parties  to  it,  and  that  the  State  of  Georgia 
must  be  called  upon  to  give  its  assent  before 
the  Congress  can  alter  it.  There  are  two  parts 
of  this  ordinance ;  the  first  contains  the  form 
of  government,  and  the  second  several  articles 
of  compact  which  are  declared  unalterable  but 
with  common  consent.  After  reciting  the  form 
of  government,  the  ordinance  says : 

"  The  following  articles  shall  be  considered  as  ar- 
ticles of  compact  between  ihe  original  States  and  the 
people  of  the  States  in  the  said  Territoiy,  and  for- 
ever remain  unalterable,  nnless  by  common  consent, 
to  wit." 

[Here  foUow  six  articles.]  The  ordinance  de- 
clares that  which  follows  the  declaration  to  be 
unalterable,  but  by  common  consent ;  it  foUows 
of  consequence  that  that  which  precedes  the 
declaration  is  alterable.  Independent  of  this 
reasoning,  which  cannot  be  refuted,  at  every 
session  since  we  have  been  a  Territory,  there 
have  been  laws  passed  altering  the  ordinance  in 
some  shape  or  other.  For  example,  the  ordi- 
nance requires  two  judges  to  hold  a  court ;  and, 
in  a  variety  of  instances.  Congress  has  legisla- 
ted with  respect  to  the  form  of  government  of 
the  Territory.  I  had  supposed  that  the  articles 
of  agreement  between  the  United  States  and 
Georgia  had  become  obsolete,  with  respect  to 
the  imagined  necessity  of  the  consent  of  Geor- 
gia to  legislation  on  the  subject  of  the  Terri- 
tory. It  was  urged  at  the  last  session  with  all 
the  eloquence  which  the  gentlemen  from  Geor- 
gia are  in  so  great  a  degree  possessed,  and  dis- 
regarded ;  for  it  was  decided  by  both  Houses 
that  the  United  States  had  a  right  to  rule  the 
Territory  without  the  consent  of  Georgia. 

The  Constitution  of  the  United  States  says 
that  Congress  shall  "  have  power  to  dispose  of 
and  make  all  needfd  rules  and  regulations  re- 
specting the  territoiy  or  other  property  belong- 
ing to  the  United  States."  Can  an  agreement 
arising  from  the  exercise  of  this  power,  super- 
sede the  right  of  exercising  the  power  expressly 
delegated  by  the  constitution  itself?  Cert^dnly 
aot. 

On  the  ground  of  policy  I  presume  that 
there  is  no  gentleman  who  will  contend  that  the 
power  of  which  I  wish  to  deprive  the  Gover- 
nors, ought  to  be  retained.  The  gentleman 
5-om  Georgia  himself  says,  that  if  he  were 
ibout  to  frame  an  original  ordinance,  he  would 
lot  think  of  such  a  power.  As  the  opinion  of 
Fudge  Tucker  has  been  referred  to  on  one  sub- 
ect,  I  will  refer  to  it  on  the  subject  of  prerog- 
itive.  Let  it  be  recollected,  that  the  power  to 
jrorogue  and  dissolve  is  one  of  the  highest  pre- 
•ogatives  of  the  King  of  England :  that  it  crept 


into  the  governments  of  his  colonies,  and  thence 
into  this  ordinance,  previous  to  the  adoption  of 
the  constitution.  It  now  remains  for  the  Unit- 
ed States  to  say,  whether  they  wiU  copy  after 
Great  Britain,  and  because  it  is  a  high  preroga- 
tive, give  the  Governors  of  the  Territories  of 
the  United  States  the  same  powers  as  she  gives 
to  her  Territorial  Governors.  I  trust  it  will  he 
expunged. 

"  The  title  '  prerogative,'  it  is  presumed,  was  an- 
nihilated in  America  with  the  Kingly  Government." 
"  This  definition  (o^rerogative)  is  enongh  to  make 
a  citizen  of  the  United  States  sludder  at  the  recollec- 
tion that  he  was  bom  under  a  government  in  which 
such  doctrines  were  received  as  catholic,''  &c. 

This  is  the  opinion  of  Judge  Tucker.  Is  not 
this  sufficient  to  induce  us  to  take  away  from 
Governors  this  prerogative?  Is  not  this  fea- 
ture modelled  after  the  feature  in  the  Govern- 
ment of  England  ?  Certainly ;  and  that  it  is 
transferred  from  her  Colonial  Government,  I 
can  show  by  the  present  ordinance  for  the  gov- 
ernment of  Canada,  [to  which  Mr.  P.  referred.] 
It  is  the  same  principle,  and  we  have  copied  it. 

I  will  not  object  to  retain  this  power,  if  any 
gentleman  can  show  any  advantage  to  be  gained 
by  it.  I  will  suppose  an  extreme  case ;  that  any 
of  the  Territories  designed  to  commit  treason, 
and  the  Legislature  were  to  pass  an  act  giving 
it  their  sanction ;  (and  they  have  shown  less 
treasonable  disposition  than  some  of  the  elder 
States,  if  we  may  judge  from  occurrences  of  a 
few  years  past) — could  not  the  Governor  put 
his  negative  on  this  law  ?  There  could  be  no 
such  law  without  his  consent.  It  is  therefore 
entirely  unnecessary,  in  any  possible  case,  to 
give  the  Governor  the  arbitrary  power  of  dis- 
solving the  Legislature. 

There  is  a  special  reason  which  has  operated 
upon  my  mind  as  forcibly  as  the  general  reason 
in  favor  of  the  biU  on  the  table.  In  the  Terri- 
tory which  I  have  the  honor  to  represent,  we 
have  been  nearly  twelve  months  without  any 
Legislature.  The  Governor  thought  proper  to 
dissolve  the  Assembly  without  any  reason  giv- 
en, for  the  ordinance  does  not  bind  him  to  as- 
sign reasons  for  his  acts.  Within  a  few  days,  a 
new  Council  has  been  chosen,  which  may  again 
be  dissolved  as  soon  as  it  meets,  and  the  Terri- 
tory again  left  without  a  Legislature,  and  no 
reason  assigned  for  the  procedure.  Is  it  possi- 
ble that  this  Government  will  sanction  such  ar- 
bitrary practices  ?  If  it  does,  it  wiU  be  the  first 
case  since  the  Revolution  in  which  such  a  pro- 
cedure has  been  sanctioned.  I  beg  leave  to  re- 
fer gentlemen  to  the  glorious  year  1776.  I  beg 
them  to  revert  to  that  instrument,  in  which  all 
the  sins  of  our  political  father,  George  III.,  were 
delineated,  and  they  wUl  find  that  one  of  the 
charges  against  him  was  that  he  permitted  his 
Governors  to  dissolve  the  Legislatures  from 
time  to  time.  Are  we  prepared  to  ingraft  these 
arbitrary  principles  into  our  constitution,  and 
cherish  them  when  practised  in  so  arbitrary 
a  manner?    Instead  of  this  ordinance  being 
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passed  with  deliberation,  it  must  have  passed 
originally  sub  silentio,  and  been  adopted  for  aU 
the  new  Territories  without  any  discussion  at 
all;  for,  if  the  principle  had  been  investigated, 
it  would  never  have  been  enacted  into  a  law. 
In  the  Declaration  of  Independence  it  is  stated 
that  "he  (George  III.)  has  dissolved  Bepresen- 
tative  Houses  repeatedly,  for  opposing,  with 
manly  firmness,  his  invasions  on  the  rights  of 
the  people."    Here  we  see  that,  at  that  day, 
we  complained  of  the  arbitrary  exercise  of 
power,  and  I  hope  that,  at  this  day,  we  shall 
give  it  a  death-blow.    If  any  gentleman  wishes 
to  retain  it,  let  him- show  a  single  possible  case 
in  which  it  can  properly  be  exercised — never, 
but  to  gratify  the  ambition  or  caprice  of  an  in- 
dividual.   The  people  elect  Representatives  and 
send  them  to  legislate ;  if  they  do  not  pICase 
the  Governor,  he  can  say,  "gentlemen,  go  to 
your  homes — I  dissolve  you."    Can  there  be 
any  necessity  for  this?    But  I  will  not  detain 
the  House  longer,  except  to  express  a  hope  that 
the  committee  will  not  rise,  unless  it  be  to  re- 
port the  bill. 

Mr.  Teoup  said  he  would  state,  in  as  few 
words  as  he  could,  his  objections  to  the  passage 
of  the  bill.  It  was  only  the  day  before  yester- 
day that  this  bill  had  been  introduced  into  the 
House,  proposing  to  alter  one  part  of  the  ordi- 
nance. To-day,  a  petition  came  from  another 
territory  to  alter  another  part  of  it.  Before 
they  adjourned,  it  was  ten  thousand  to  one  that 
not  a  remnant  of  the  ordinance  would  be  left, 
with  their  good  will. 

I  have  before  stated  it  as  my  opinion,  said  he, 
that  the  articles  of  the  ordinance  are  a  compact 
between  the  people  of  the  States  and  of  the  ter- 
ritories, unalterable  but  with  the  consent  of  both 
parties.  With  the  permission  of  the  House,  I 
wiU  read  the  opinion  of  Judge  Tucker  on  this 
subject : 

"  Congress,  under  the  former  confederation,  passed 
an  ordinance  July  13,  1787,  for  the  government  of 
the_  territory  of  the  United  States  northwest  of  the 
Ohio,  which  contained,  among  other  things,  six  ar- 
ticles, which  were  to  be  considered  as  articles  of  com- 
pact between  the  original  States  and  the  people  and 
States  of  said  territory,  and  to  remain  unalterable 
except  by  common  consent.  These  articles  appear 
to  have  been  confirmed  by  the  sixth  article  of  the 
constitution,  which  declares,  that  all  debts  contracted 
and  engagements  entered  into,  before  the  adoption 
of  the  constitution,  shall  be  as  valid  against  the 
United  States  under  the  constitution  as  under  the 
Confederation." 

In  this  case  there  are  not  only  two  but  three 
parties  to  the  articles— the  United  States,  the 
State  of  Georgia,  and  the  people  of  the  Territories. 
You  will  recoUect,  as  my  colleague  properly  sta- 
ted to  yon,  that  the  right  of  soil  and  jurisdiction 
of  this  territory  was  originally  in  the  people  of 
Georgia.  Of  course  Georgia  had  power  to  pre- 
scribe for  the  territory  what  foi-m  of  government 
she  pleased,  provided  it  was  republican.  By 
the  articles  of  cession,  the  right  of  soil  and 
jurisdiction  was   ceded  to  the  people  of  the 


United  States,  on  the  express  condition  that 
the  articles  of  the  ordinance  should  form  the 
government  of  the  Mississippi  Territory,  and 
that  they  slumld  not  he  governed  otherwise. 
The  inference  inevitably  is,  that  the  State  of 
Georgia  wonld  not  have  ceded  but  upon  the 
express  condition ;  and  this  inference  is  the 
more  inevitable,  inasmuch  as,  in  this  clause, 
Georgia  has  made  an  express  exception  to  a 
particular  article  in  the  ordinance  ;*  from  which, 
I  say  that  Georgia  intended  that  no  other  altera- 
tion should  be  made. 

What  was  the  policy  of  the  ordinance,  and 
what  the  object  of  its  framers  ?  Why,  assured- 
ly, to  render  the  governments  of  the  Territories 
dependent  on  the  Government  of  the  United 
States.  And  how  was  it  to  be  effected?  By 
making  the  Territorial  Legislature  in  a  great  de- 
gree dependent  on  the  Governor,  and  him  abso- 
lutely dependent  on  the  Federal  Executive. 
The  moment  we  make  the  Legislature  of  a  Ter- 
ritory independent  of  its  Executive,  we  make  it 
independent  of  the  Federal  Government. 

And  again,  as  my  colleague  has  correctly  told 
yon,  if  yon  have  a  right  to  repeal  one  part  of 
the  ordinance,  yon  have  a  right  to  repeal  an- 
other part,  and  so  overturn  the  whole  system 
at  a  bloT*-.  If  so,  what  will  be  the  effect  on 
the  articles  of  cession  and  agreement  between 
you  and  Georgia?  I  will  tell  you.  By  the 
articles  of  cession  yon  reserve  to  yourself  the 
right  of  disposing  of  the  territory;  yon  also 
agree  to  pay  Georgia  one  million  two  hundred 
and  fifty  thousand  dollars  out  of  the  product  of 
the  first  sales  of  the  land.  Suppose  yon  trans- 
ferred to  the  independent  Legislature  of  the 
Mississippi  Territory  the  right  to  dispose  of  this 
Temtory,  what  security  has  Georgia  for  the 
payment  of  her  one  million  two  hundred  and 
fifty  thousand  dollars  ?  Moreover,  I  feel  every 
disposition  to  treat  with  respect  the  people  of 
the  Mississippi  Territory,  and  particularly  as  I 
perceive  that  they  approve  of  that  course  of  our 
Government,  in  which  I  most  heartily  concur; 
yet  I  must  say  that  a  large  majority  of  the  peo- 
ple have  a  landed  interest  distinct  from  that  of 
the  Government  of  the  United  States.  Take 
away  from  the  Governor  his  power  to  prorogue 
and  dissolve,  leave  hun  the  veto,  and  there  will 
soon  be  collision.  The  Legislature  passes  an 
act;  the  Governor  puts  his  veto  on  it.  The 
Legislature  stands  out,  and  the  Governor  will 
not  yield,  and  eventually  you  may,  perhaps, 
ha,ve  to  decide  the  question  of  territorial  prop- 
erty by  the  sword.  Eecollect,  that  upward  of 
SIX  thousand  people  have  gone  over  in  the  pres- 
ent year,  with  every  apparent  intention  to  force 
a  settlement  against  your  interest  and  that  of 
ixeorgia. .  I  am  very  glad  that  the  military  have 
received  orders  to  disperse  them.  I  trust  that 
tney  wmbe  dispersed,  and  that  every  man  who 
stands  forth  in  resistance  will  be  put  to  the 
sword.  ^ 

But  the  gentleman  from  Mississippi  Temtory 
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certainly  mistaken  as  to  one  point.  He  seems 
consider  the  Constitution  of  the  United  States 

giving  to  the  people  of  the  Territories  the 
me  rights  as  the  people  of  the  States.  It  is  a 
istahen  idea,  neither  warranted  hy  the  letter 

spirit  of  the  constitution.  For  although  the 
nstitution  has  declared  that  the  people  of  one 
ate  are  entitled  to  all  the  rights  and  privileges 
another,  yet  it  has  not  declared  that  the  peo- 
e  of  the  Territories  have  the  same  rights  as 
e  people  of  the  States.  In  another  part  of 
e  constitution  it  is,  indeed,  expressly  declared 
at  Congress  shall  make  aU  laws  for  the  dis- 
)sal  of  the  Territories ;  hut  there  is  a  salvo, 
at  all  acts  done  and  contracts  made  previous 

the  adoption  of  the  constitution,  shall  be  as 
nding  as  if  done  afterward.  The  articles  of 
le  ordinance  were  enacted  previously,  and  are 
insequently  binding  under  £lie  constitution.  It 
mnot  be  controverted,  that  they  were  wisely 
lopted,  and  have  been  salutary  in  their  opera- 
on.  They  were  framed  by  the  Congress  of 
7,  composed  of  men  whose  integrity  was  in- 
irruptible,  and  judgment  almost  infallible. 
bese  articles,  from  that  time  to  this,  have  re- 
ained  unaltered,  and  carried  the  Territories 
irough  difficulties,  almost  insuperable,  to  pros- 
jrity.  And  now,  for  the  first  or  second  time, 
1  alteration  is  proposed,  the  consequence  of 
hich  cannot  be  foreseen,  without  any  evidence 
lat  it  is  either  necessary  or  expedient. 

The  population  of  every  new  country  must 
scessarily  be  composed  of  a  heterogeneous  mix- 
ire  of  various  tempers,  characters,  and  inter- 
its.  In  a  population  thus  composed,  it  would 
3  highly  ridiculous  to  expect  that  love  of  order 
id  obedience  to  law  would  always  predominate, 
herefore  the  old  Congress  wisely  reserved  to 
self  the  right  to  control  them ;  to  give  the 
overnor  power,  when  a  Legislature  became 
isorderly,  to  dissolve  them ;  and  for  the  exer- 
se  of  this  power  he  is  accountable  to  the 
eneral  Government. 

The  gentleman  from  Mississippi  wishes  us  not 
)  treat  the  Territories  as  children,  whose  wild 
stravagances  may  require  correcting  by  the 
idulgent  hand  of  their  parents,  but  as  the 
qaala  of  the  States,  without  any  other  reason 
lan  that  which  he  states  to  be  the  situation  of 
le  people  of  his  Territory.  They  wUl  next  wish 
s  to  admit  them  into  the  Union  before  their 
opulation  will  authorize  it ;  tell  us  that  that 
erritory  does  not  grow  fast  enough,  and  we 
mst  demolish  the  system  for  their  convenience. 

Mr.  T.  adverted  to  the  representation  made 
y  Mr.  PoiNDEXTEE,  of  the  state  of  things  now 
sisting  in  the  Mississippi  Territory.  If  such 
fere  the  situation  of  the  Territory,  and  Mr.  T. 
lid  he  sincerely  regretted  it,  he  could  put  the 
entleman  in  a  way  of  settling  the  dispute  in  a 
jgular  and  constitutional  way,  and  which  would 
e  the  most  prudent  and  advisable.  Certainly, 
1  this  dispute,  one  of  the  parties  must  be  right 
ad  the  other  wrong.  They  had  nothing  to  do 
ut  prefer  their  complaints  before  the  proper 
athority,  and,  if  they  were  there  substantiated, 


they  would  obtain  redress  of  their  wrongs.  If, 
on  the  contrary,  the  people  were  wrong  and 
the  Governor  right,  the  wisdom  of  this  part  of 
the  ordinance  would  he  proved  beyond  question. 
Mr.  PoiHBBXTEE  obscrved  that  the  gentleman 
from  Georgia  had  set  out  with  telling  the  House 
that  if  the  Legislature  were  made  independent 
of  the  Governor,  they  could  pass  any  law  they 
pleased  respecting  land  titles.  The  gentleman 
could  not  have  looked  at  the  ordinance,  for  there 
was  an  express  provision  that  the  Legislature 
should  "  never  intelifere  with  the  primary  dis- 
posal of  the  soU  by  the  United  States  in  Con- 
gress assembled,  nor  with  any  regulations  Con- 
gress may  find  necessary  for  securing  the  title 
in  such  soO,"  &c.  Independent  of  this,  it  is 
control  sufficient  if  the  Governor  have  a  veto 
on  the  laws.  The  gentleman  has  told  you,  said 
Mr.  P.,  that  these  articles  are  unalterable  but 
with  common  consent.  When  up  before,  I  read 
that  part  which  is  unalterable.  It  is  the  arti- 
cles of  ordinance  and  not  the  form  of  govern- 
ment ;  and  to  this  Judge  Tucker  refers  when  he 
speaks  of  it.  The  gentleman  has  said,  that  the 
situation  of  the  people  would  not  be  bettered 
by  taking  away  the  power,  if  the  veto  were  left. 
In  my  opinion  it  would  he  ameliorated.  Let 
the  Governor  retain  his  veto,  but  let  them  re- 
main in  session,  and  pass  laws,  that  the  General 
Government  may  see  whether  such  laws  are 
worthy  of  rejection  or  of  approbation.  Now, 
if  the  Governor  discovers  them  about  to  pass  a 
law  or  do  an  act  he  does  not  like,  he  sends  them 
home.  Lop  off  a  little  of  this  Executive  power, 
and  let  the  Legislature  pass  laws  which  he  may 
negative,  and  the  General  Government  will 
have  an  opportunity  of  seeing  that  the  Gover- 
nor wiU  not  consent  to  proper  laws.  Trust 
your  Executive  and  distrust  the  people,  and  you 
sap  the  foundation  of  the  Government.  What- 
ever leads  to  the  conclusion  that  the  people  are 
always  wrong  and  the  Executive  right,  strikes 
at  the  root  of  republican  institutions. 

The  gentleman  has  spoken  of  the  wildness 
and  extravagance  of  the  people  of  the  Missis- 
sippi Territory.  Does  he  recollect  the  invasion 
of  the  Spaniards  two  years  ago?  That,  at  a 
few  days'  notice,  at  the  requisition  of  the  Com- 
mander-in-chief, a  detachment  of  two  hundred 
and  fifty  militia  were  sixty  miles  on  their 
march?  When  an  arch  traitor  from  the  East 
designed  to  sever  the  Union,  the  people  of  the 
Territory,  without  call,  assembled  near  the  city 
of  Natchez,  and  arrested  the  traitor.  These 
proceedings  cannot  be  exceeded  even  by  the 
spirit  or  prudence  of  the  State  of  Georgia.  I 
hope  the  indignation  of  this  House  wiU  be  dis- 
played at  these  insinuations  against  the  motives 
of  people  who  have  manifested  the  greatest 
patriotism.  In  respect  to  the  late  measures  of 
the  General  Government,  no  people  feel  them 
more  severely  than  the  people  of  Mississippi, 
and  no  people  better  support  them.  There  may- 
be symptoms  of  wildness  and  extravagance,  but 
they  show  a  submission  to  the  laws  and  meas- 
ures of  the  Union. 
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The  gentleman  talks  of  tender  parents.  If  he 
considers  the  State  of  Georgia  as  one  of  our  ten- 
der parents,  I  protest  against  it.  Although  she 
be  one  of  our  parents,  there  has  been  no  propo- 
sition ever  made  on  this  floor,  for  the  good  of 
the  Territorj,  which  has  not  met  the  opposition 
of  that  State.  But  these  are  subjects  on  which 
I  will  not  dwell. 

The  gentleman  has  stated  that  a  number  of 
people  have  gone  over  to  the  Mississippi  Terri- 
tory to  settle  lands,  against  the  express  provi- 
sions of  the  law.  That,  under  the  pretext  of  a 
purchase  from  an  Indian,  named  Double'  Head, 
people  have  gone  over  to  settle  lands,  is  true ; 
but  from  where  ?  From  Georgia.  They  are 
citizens  of  Georgia;  people  nurtured  by  this 
tender  parent  into  a  state  of  manhood,  and  un- 
willing to  participate  longer  in  the  tender  cares 
of  the  State  of  Georgia.  They  have  been,  very 
properly,  ordered  to  be  driven  off  by  military 
force,  because  they  have  infringed  a  law  of  the 
United  States.  But  these  things  do  not  touch 
the  present  question.  I  now  propose  to  take 
away  a  power  which  has  been,  by  mistake,  in- 
corporated into  the  constitution  of  a  free  people. 

Mr  Bibb  said  that  the  State  of  Georgia  had 
never  undertaken  to  legislate  for  the  Missis- 
sippi Territory ;  but  there  was  a  compact  exist- 
ing between  the  United  States  and  Georgia,  and 
he  called  upon  the  United  States  to  adhere  to 
it.  They  dared  not  violate  it,  except  they  could 
violate  the  most  solemn  compact— the  consti- 
tution. 

Mr.  Teotjp  observed  that  it  had  been  said 
this  power  of  the  Governor  was  a  badge  of 
slavery  copied  from  the  British  Constitution. 
That  in  many  things  they  had  been  copied  too 
far,  he  agreed;  but  as  to  this  prerogative,  it  was 
no  such  badge  of  slavery,  and  was  found  not 
only  in  the  articles  of  the  ordinance,  but  in  the 
constitutions  of  various  States,  qualified  in  a 
greater  or  less  degree.  Mr.  T.  quoted  the  con- 
stitutions of  New  York  and  Massachusetts,  both 
which  States  had  been  considered  republican. 
Massachusetts,  to  be  sure,  was  a  little  wavering 
now,  but  he  hoped  she  had  not  quite  gone 
over  to  the  enemy  yet.  These  constitiitions 
gave  a  qualified  prerogative  to  the  Governor  of 
the  State. 

The  committee  now  rose — 58  to  36. 

Mr.  Teottp  moved  that  the  further  considera- 
tion of  the  bill  be  postponed  indefinitely  — 
[equivalent  to  rejection.] 

Mr.  PoESTDEXTEE  Calling  for  the  yeas  and  nays 
on  the  motion,  it  was  decided — yeas  57,  nays 
62,  as  follows: 

Yeas. — Lemuel  J.  Alston,  Willig  Alston,  jun.,  Eze- 
kiel  Bacon,  David  Bard,  William  W.  Bibb,  William 
Blaokledge,  John  Blake,  junior,  Adam  Boyd,  Robert 
Brown,  Joseph  Calhoun,  John  Campbell,  Martin  Chit- 
tenden, Samuel  W.  Dana,  John  Davenport,  jun.,  Wil- 
liam Ely,  William  Findlay,  Francis  Gardner,  Charles 
Goldsborough,  Edwin  Gray,  John  Heister,  William 
Hoge,  Richard  S.  Jackson,  Robert  Jenkins,  Walter 
Jones,  James  Kelly,  WUHam  Kirkpatriok,  John  Lam- 
bert, Joseph  Lewis,  jmi.,  Robert  Marion,  William  Mo- 
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Creery,  William  Milnor,  Nicholas  R.  Moore,  Jonathan 
0.  Mosely,  Gurdon  S.  Mumford,  Wilson  C.  Nicholas, 
Timothy  Pitkin,  junior,  John  Porter,  Josiah  Quinoy, 
John  Randolph,  Matthias  Richards,  Samuel  Riker, 
John  Russell,  Dennis  Smelt,  Henry  Southard,  William 
Stedman,  Lewis  B.  Sturges,  Peter  Swart,  Samuel 
Taggart,  Benjamin  Tallmadge,  John  Taylor,  George 
M.  Troup,  Jabez  Upham,  James  L  Van  Allen,  Daniel 
C.  Verplanck,  Robert  WMtehill,  David  E.  Williams, 
and  Nathan  Wilson. 

Nays. — Joseph  Barker,  Bnrwell  Bassett,  William 
A.  Burwell,  William  Butler,  Matthew  Clay,  John 
Clopton,  John  Culpeper,  John  Dawson,  Josiah  Deane, 
Joseph  Desha,  Daniel  M.  Dnrell,  James  Elliot,  John 
W.  Eppes,  James  Fisk,  Meshack  Franklin,  Thomas 
Gholson,  jun.,  Peterson  Goodwyn,  Isaiah  L.  Green, 
John  Harris,  William  Helms,  James  Holland,  David 
Holmes,  Benjamin  Howard,  Daniel  Isley,  Richard  M. 
Johnson,  Nathaniel  Macon,  Daniel  Montgomery, 
junior,  John  Montgomery,  Jeremiah  Morrow,  John 
Morrow,  Roger  Nelson,  Thomas  Nfwbold,  Thomas 
Newton,  John  Pugh,  John  Rea  of  Pennsylvania,  John 
Rhea  of  Tennessee,  Jacob  Richards,  Benjanun  Say, 
Ebenezer  Seaver,  Samuel  Shaw,  James  Sloan,  John 
Smilie,  Jedediah  K.  Smith,  John  Smith,  Samuel 
Smith,  Richard  Stanford,  Clement  Storer,  John 
Thompson,  Archibald  Van  Home,  Jesse  Wharton, 
Isaac  Wilbour,  and  Alexander  Wilson, 

So  the  bill  was  postponed  indefinitely. 

Monday,  November  21. 

Another  member,  to  wit,  John  Botlb,  from 
Kentucky,  appeared,  and  took  his  seat  in  the 
House. 

NaiAvralized  British  Subjects. 

Mr.  HowAED  presented  a  petition  of  sundry 
inhabitants  of  the  State  of  Kentucky,  stating 
that  the  King  of  Great  Britain  having,  by  his 
proclamation  of  the  sixteenth  of  October,  one 
thousand  eight  hundred  and  seven,  claimed  the 
allegiance  of  all  persons  who  may  have  been 
born  in  his  dominions,  and  were  not  inhabitants 
of  the  United  States  of  America  at  the  period  of 
their  Revolution,  and  disregarding  the  laws  of 
natnrahzation  in  other  countries,  hath  authoriz- 
ed the  impressment  into  his  service  of  his  pre- 
tended subjects,  and  treated  as  traitors  such  as 
may  have  taken  up  arms  against  him  in  the  ser- 
vice of  their  adopted  country  ;  the  petitioners 
being,  at  the  present  time,  precluded  from  the 
privilege  of  following  commercial  pursuits  on 
the  high  seas  in  safety,  therefore  pray  that  such 
measures  be  adopted  by  Congress  as  may  effec- 
tually resist  the  unjust  assumption  of  power 
claimed  and  exercised  by  a  foreign  nation ;  and 
pledging  themselves  to  support  with  their  lives 
and  fortunes  whatever  steps  may  be  taken,  or 
acts  passed,  by  the  General  Government,  for 
the  welfare  of  the  Union. — ^Referred  to  Mr. 
HowAED,  Mr.  John  Moreow,  and  Mr.  Haeeis, 
to  examine  the  matter  thereof,  and  report  their 
opinion  thereupon  to  the  House. 

Miranda's  Ea^editimi. 
Mr.  Love,  from  the  committee  to  whom  was 
referred,  on  the  sixteenth  instant,  the  petition  of 
thirty-six  citizens  of  the  United  States  now  con- 
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ned  at  Oarthagena,  in  South  America,  under 
entence  of  slavery,  made  a  report  thereon; 
rhich  was  read,  and  ordered  to  be  referred  to 
,  Committee  of  the  whole  House  to-morrow. 

The  report  is  as  follows  : 

That  it  appears,  from  the  statement  of  the  petition- 
rs,  that,  in  February,  1806,  they  sailed  from  New 
fork  on  board  the  Leander,  a  ship  owned  by  Samuel 
J.  Ogden,  the  command  of  which  was,  after  getting 
0  sea,  assumed  by  General  Miranda. 

That,  from  New  York,  the  said  ship  sailed  to  Jao- 
lel,  where  the  said  Miranda  procured  two  schooners, 
in  board  which  the  petitioners  were  placed,  which, 
ogether  with  the  Leander,  sailed,  under  the  com- 
aand  of  Miranda,  about  the  last  of  March,  in  the 
ame  year,  for  the  northern  parts  of  South  America, 
md  arrived  on  the  coast  of  Terra  Firma  in  the  latter 
)art  of  April  following. 

That,  upon  their  arrival  on  the  said  coast,  the  two 
lohooners,  on  board  which  the  petitioners  were  em- 
>arked,  were  captured  by  two  Spanish  armed  vessels ; 
he  ship  Leander,  with  Miranda  on  board,  having 
nade  her  escape. 

That  the  petitioners,  together  with  ten  others,  were 
lonvioted  by  a  Spanish  tribunal,  at  Porto  Cabello,  of 
he  crime  of  piracy,  from  the  circumstances  of  suspi- 
;ion  which  attached  to  their  situation,  and  not  from 
my  act  of  that  kind  committed  on  the  high  seas  ; 
hat  the  ten  others  above  mentioned  were  sentenced 
o  death,  and  the  petitioners  some  to  eight,  others  to 
;en  years'  slavery,  which  they  now  are  suffering ; 
K)me  chained  together,  others  closely  confined  under 
leavy  irons  and  a  guard,  destined  to  other  places  and 
;o  similar  punishment. 

The  petitioners  state  that  they  were  entrapped 
^nto  the  service  of  the  said  Miranda,  on  the  said  ex- 
ledition,  by  assurances  made  at  the  time  of  their  en- 
jagoments,  that  they  were  to  be  employed  in  the 
iervice  of  the  United  States,  and  under  the  authority 
)f  the  Government.  For  the^truth  of  their  state- 
nent,  and  a  confirmation  of  the  charges  they  make 
igainst  certain  persons  of  having  thus  deceived  and 
jetrayed  them  into  an  involuntary  co-operation  in  the 
lesign  of  fitting  out  an  armament  against  a  nation  in 
imity  with  the  United  States,  they  refer  to  the  testi- 
mony of  several  persons,  said  to  he  inhabitants  of  the 
3ity  of  New  York,  and  to  have  had  proposals  made  to 
them  similar  to  those  by  which  the  petitioners  were 
induced  to  engage  on  board  the  Leander. 

The  petitioners  also  state  that  no  opportunity  was 
offered  them  of  escaping  from  the  service  of  the  said 
Miranda  and  his  associates  ;  that  they  were  restrain- 
ed under  the  most  rigorous  discipline,  and  at  Jacmel, 
the  only  place  where  an  opportunity  of  escape  might 
have  been  probable,  they  were  strictly  guarded  to 
prevent  it.  For  the  truth  of  this  they  refer  to  cer- 
tain captains  of  vessels  then  at  Jacmel  belonging  to 
the  ports  of  Philadelphia  and  Baltimore. 

The  committee  farther  report  that  the  foregoing 
statements  of  the  petitioners  are  unaccompanied  by 
any  competent  testimony  in  support  of  them,  and,  at 
the  same  time,  are  uncontradicted  by  any  opposing 
circumstances  ;  they  are  of  opinion  that  a  very 
strong  probabiUty  of  the  petitioners  not  having 
been  guilty  of  the  crime  of  wilfully  engaging  in  the 
unlawful  expedition  of  Miranda  attends  their  apphca- 
tion  :  first,  because  the  petitioners  have  made  a  de- 
tailed statement  of  facts  relative  to  the  deception 
practised  on  them,  referring  to  such  species  of  evi- 
dence as  to  render  their  contraodictiou  easy,  if  not 


founded  in  truth,  and  thus  lessen  their  claim  on  their 
country,  and  diminish  their  hopes  of  liberation :  sec- 
ond, because  it  is  presumed  they  were  proven  to  the 
Spanish  tribunal  before  which  they  were  convicted 
to  have  been  offenders  in  a  secondary  degree,  those 
who  were  proven  to  have  been  more  heinously  guilty 
having  been  sentenced  to  suffer  death. 

The  committee,  however,  are  of  opinion  that,  should 
the  petitioners  have  been  guUty  of  a  crime  against  the 
United  States  by  a  voluntary  or  otherwise  culpable 
infraction  of  its  laws,  the  dictates  of  humanity  no  less 
than  the  principles  of  justice,  ought  to  influence  the 
Legislature  of  the  UKted  States  to  adopt  the  proper 
means  of  restoring  them  to  their  country,  in  order 
that  they  may  expiate  the  offence  by  a  punishment 
suited  to  but  not  transcending  the  magnitude  of  their 
crime. 

The  committee,  therefore,  beg  leave  to  submit  the 
following  resolution  for  the  consideration  of  the 
House. 

Resolved,  That  the  President  of  the  United  States 
be  requested  to  adopt  the  most  immediate  and  eiBca- 
cious  means  in  his  power  to  obtain  from  the  Viceroy 
of  Grenada,  in  South  America,  or  other  proper  au- 
thority, the  Uberation  of  thirty-six  American  citizens, 
condemned  on  a  charge  of  piracy,  and  now  held  in 
slavery  in  the  vaults  of  St.  Clara,  in  Carthagena,  and 

that  the  sum  of dollars  be  appropriated  for  that 

purpose. 


Tttesdat,  November  22. 
Two  other  members,  to  wit :  from  New  York, 
Philip  Van  Ooetlandt,  and  from  South  Caro- 
lina, RioHAED  Wtistn,  appeared,  and  took  their 
seats  in  the  House. 

Additional  Sevenue  Cutters. 

Mr.  Newton  called  for  the  order  of  the  day 
on  the  biU  authorizing  the  President  to  employ 
twelve  additional  revenue  cutters. 

The  House  having  resolved  itself  into  a  Com- 
mittee of  the  "Whole, 

Mr.  Newton  rose  to  state  that  the  Committee 
of  Commerce  and  Manufactures  had  understood, 
from  the  proper  authorities,  there  was  a  neces- 
sity for  the  proper  execution  of  the  revenue 
laws,  that  the  force  under  the  direction  of  the 
Treasury  Department  should  be  considerably 
increased. 

Mr.  Dana  inquired  whether  any  written  in- 
formation touching  the  necessity  there  might 
be  for  twelve  revenue  cutters  had  been  received 
by  the  committee — any  letter  from  the  Secre- 
tary of  the  Treasury  ?  He  thought  it  was  ne- 
cessary, if  so,  that  it  should  be  submitted  to 
the  House. 

Mr.  Newton  replied  that  there  had  been  no 
written  compunication  from  the  proper  De- 
partment to  the  committee.  They  had  not 
thought  it  essential,  having  also  understood  that 
the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  was  particularly 
occupied.  However,  he  had  taken  the  shortest 
method,  by  waiting  upon  the  Secretary  himself, 
and  had  received  the  information  before  alluded 
to.  He  had  understood  that  the  probable  ex- 
pense of  each  cutter  would  be  about  $10,000, 
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or  $120,000  for  the  whole,  each  cutter  to  carry 
about  twenty  men. 

Mr.  QtriNOT thought  that  the  correct  mode  of 
proceeding  would  require  other  than  mere 
verbal  information.  Eespect  for  themselves 
should  induce  gentlemen  not  to  act  without 
official  communication  upon  the  subject.  They 
could  not,  upon  any  other  conditions,  agree  to 
so  great  an  augmentation  of 'the  force  under 
the  direction  of  the  Treasury  Department. 
There  had,  heretofore,  been  but  ten  cutters  em- 
ployed. There  were  never  more  than  ten  when 
commerce  was  at.  its  height  and  the  revenue 
flourishing.  But  now,  the  House  was  called 
upon  to  vote  twelve  additional  cutters,  when 
we  are  without  revenue,  without  commerce, 
and  there  is  no  information  of  an  official  nature 
before  the  House  upon  which  it  might  act. 

Mr.  Newton  could  not  see  that  it  was  of  any 
consequence  to  the  House,  whether  there  had 
been  a  written  communication  to  it  upon  the 
subject,  so  that  the  information  came  through 
the  proper  organ,  from  the  proper  authority. 
It  was  necessary,  in  times  of  difficulty  like  the 
present,  to  act  with  spirit  and  promptitude. 
The  laws  should  be  executed  with  the  greatest 
strictness ;  and  it  was  always  wise  to  tate  time 
by  the  forelock. 

Mr.  Blaokxedge  said  that  the  expense  of 
building  the  cutters  would  be  defrayed  by  the 
detection  of  goods  attempted  to  be  smuggled. 
There  had  already  been  many  condemnations. 
They  were  taking  place  every  day.  And  it 
was  to  support  the  laws  that  these  cutters  had 
been  called  for. 

On  the  motion  of  Mr.  Newton,  thaj;  the  com- 
mittee rise  and  report  the  bill,  it  was  carried — 
yeas  47,  nays  46. 

Thtjbsdat,  November  24. 
Another  member,  to  wit,  Baeent  Gaedentee, 
from  New  York,  appeared,  and  took  his  seat  in 
the  House. 


Monday,  November  28. 
Another  member,  to  wit,  Matthew  Lyon 
from  Kentucky,  appeared,  and  took  his  seat  in 
the  House. 

Foreign  Relations. 

On  the  motion  of  Mr.  Oampbeli,,  the  House 
resolved  itself  into  a  Committee  of  the  Whole 
on  the  report  of  the  committee  on  the  subject 
of  our  foreign  relations. 

The  first  resolution,  in  the  following  words 
having  been  read :  ' 

Mesqlved,  That  the  United  States  cannot,  without 
a  sacrifice  of  their  rights,  honor,  and  independence, 
snhmit  to  the  late  edicts  of  Great  Britain  and 
France : 

Ji^-G^^^^^  opened  the  debate.  He  said 
that  lU  health  had  hitherto  prevented  and  might 
hereafter  prevent  him  from  giving  that  attention 
to  the  subject  which  the  all-important  crisis 


would  seem  to  require;  it  was,  however,  his, 
duty  to  bring  the  subject  before  the  House. 
The  committee  having  in  their  report  presented 
to  the  House  the  view  in  which  they  had  con- 
sidered the  subject  referred  to  them,  and  the 
reasons  generally  which  induced  them  to  pre- 
sent these  resolutions  to  the  House,  he  said  it 
was  not  his  intention  at  this  time  to  enter  into 
a  discussion  of  their  merits.    Those  reasons  had 
been  deemed  sufficient  by  the  committee  to 
justify  them  in  presenting  these  resolutions  to 
the  House ;  and  as  the  objections  to  this,  if  any 
there  were,  could  not  be  foreseen,  he  would  not 
attempt  to  anticipate  them.     According  to  the 
view  which  he  himself  had  taken  of  the  first  ^ 
resolution,  it  could  require  no  discussion,  it  was 
too  clear  to  require  demonstration,  and  too  self- 
evident  to  need  proof  of  its  propriety.    It  might 
indeed  seem  to  require  an  apology  from  the 
committee  for  presenting  a  proposition  which 
every  American  must  long  since  have  deter- 
mined for  himself.      When  the  question  had 
been  first  presented  to  his  consideration,  it  had 
appeared  to  him  that  it  was  totally  superfluous, 
and  to  be  doing  little  more  than  announcing  to 
the  world  that  the  United  States  were  still  in- 
dependent;, but  on  further  consideration,  it  had 
been  deemed  by  the  select  committee  of  some 
importance  that  in  the  present  critical  situation 
of  the  United  States,  they  should  fix  on  some 
point  at  which  all  would  meet.     After  a  peru- 
sal of  the  documents  laid  before  the  House  at 
the  opening  of  the  session,  Mr.  C.  said  it  had 
been  supposed  that  no  one  would  hesitate  in 
declaring  his  indignation  at  the  flagrant  viola- 
lations  and  encroachments  on  our  rights  by  the 
belligerent  powers,  while  it  had  been  supposed 
that  some  difference  of  opinion  might  exist  as 
to  the  mode  of  resistance.    After  it  was  once 
determined  that  they  would  not  submit,  that 
they  would  repel  aggression,  it  had  been  sup- 
posed that  theymigh^  with  greater  probabili^ 
of  unanimity,  discuss  the  course  proper  to  be 
pursued.    With  a  view  to  this  the  committee 
had  presented  this  resolution  to  the  House.    It 
was  expected  that  all  would  unite  in  it  and 
prove  to  the  world  that  the  Representatives  of 
every  portion  of  the  American  people  were  de- 
termmed  to  maintain  their  rights,  for  the  belli- 
gerent powers  really  seemed  to  suppose  that 
the  American  people  had  forgotten  them, 'and 
had  therefore  assumed  the  right  of  prescribing 
the  course  of  conduct  which  we  should  pursue. 
Xosubmit  to  regulations  of  foreign  powers, 
which  limited  the  conduct  of  the  American 
people,  and  prescribed  the  rules  by  which  they 
were  to  be  governed,  which  pointed  out  the 
very  ports  to  which  they  should  or  should  not 
S°'  '^jiich  fixed  the  tribute  or  tax  which  thSy 
stiould  pay,  would  be  not  only  to  abandon  their 
aignity  and  honor,  but  to  surrender,  shamefully 
surrender  our  independence.     Mr.  0.  said  he 
would  not  take  up  the  time  of  the  committee 
m  showing  that  the  Orders  of  OouncU  of  Great 
Britain  and  the  Decrees  of  France,  were,  on  the 
part  of  those  nations,  an  assumption  of  power 
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give  laws  to  this  country,  in  direct  violation 
onr  neutral  rights,  and  an  encroachment  on 
r  sovereignty.  This  would  require  no  argu- 
mt.  The  real  question  is,  said  he,  shall  we 
vem  ourselves  or  be  controlled  by  the  wiU  of 
[lers ;  shall  we  become  tributary  or  not,  shall 
5  submit  or  be  independents  And  to  the 
mmittee  he  cheerf oily  left  the  decision  of  this 
estion. 

Mr.  MuMTOBD  next  addressed  the  Committee 
the  Whole.  He  observed,  that  although  he 
id  the  honor  of  being  one  of  the  Committee 

Foreign  Relations,  who  framed  the  report 
ider  consideration,  he  dissented  from  that  re- 
(rt  in  some  respects.  We  had  now  arrived  at 
momentous  crisis  in  the  affairs  of  onr  country, 
id  he  hoped  the  House  would  deliberate  with 
at  firmness  and  moderation  which  became 
le  Representatives  of  the  free  and  independent 
iople  they  had  the  honor  to  represent  on  this 
1  interesting  concern.  However  they  might 
ffer  on  smaller  points  of  minor  importance, 
it  when  the  best  interest  of  the  country  was 

stake,  he  hoped  they  would  unite  in  some 
ode  to  secure  our  rights  and  promote  the 
terests  of  the  United  States.  The  proposi- 
on  which  he  had  the  honor  to  move  a  few 
lys  ago,  was  consonant  in  some  degree  to  the 
structions  offered  by  our  Ministers  to  Great 
ritain  and  France,  offering  to  remove  the  em- 
irgo  in  relation  to  either  that  should  rescind 
leir  obnoxious  decrees.  Neither  of  them 
iving  receded,  Mr.  M.  said  he  would  continue 
le  embargo  in  relation  to  them  both.  Nay, 
rther,  he  would  inflict  the  severest  penalties 
1  any  one  who  should  receive  a  license  or 
jlunterily  pay  tribute  to  either  of  them.  He 
)nsidered  them  both  alike.  He  wished  to  see 
le  country  placed  in  a  complete  posture  of 
sfence ;  but  he  could  not  see  any  good  reason 
hy  we  should  not  trade  with  those  nations 
ho  were  willing  to  receive  us  on  friendly 
irms,  and  to  trade  with  us  on  the  principles  of 
soiprocity  and  mutual  interests.  This  would 
3t  compromit  the  honor  of  the  nation.  Even 
Imitting  that  it  might  possibly  lead  to  war, 
hich  he  doubted,  he  was  convinced  that  the 
tizens  of  this  country  would  rise  en  ^nasse  in 
ipport  of  that  commerce  which  neither  France 
or  England  had  any  right  to  interdict.  He 
id  presume,  with  aU  the  zeal  of  some  gentle- 
len  for  irritating  measures,  it  was  not  seri- 
asly  contemplated  to  declare  war  against  all 
lankind;  he  was  for  having  at  least  a  few 
iends  in  case  of  need.  What  was  our  situa- 
on  now  ?  The  President  of  the  United  States 
id  told  them,  after  speaking  of  France  and 
ngland,  that  "  our  relations  with  the  other 
jwers  of  Europe  had  undergone  no  material 
lange  since  the  last  session."  This  being  the 
ise,  our  commerce  was  open  with  thein  all 
ccept  France  and  Great  Britain  and  their  de- 
sndencies. 

Mr.  QuiNCT. — ^Mi-.  Chairman,  I  am.  not,  in 
sneral,  a  friend  to  abstract  legislation.     Os- 
mtations  declaration  of  general  principles  is 
Vol.  IV.— 4 


so  often  the  resort  of  weakness  and  of  igno- 
rance, it  is  so  frequently  the  subterfuge  of  men 
who  are  willing  to  amuse,  or  who  mean  to  de- 
lude the  people,  that  it  is  with  great  reluctance 
I  yield  to  such  a  course  my  sanction. 

If,  however,  a  formal  denunciation  of  a  de- 
termina.tion  to  perform  one  of  the  most  com- 
mon and  undeniable  of  national  duties,  be 
deemed  by  a  majority  of  this  House  essential 
to  their  character,  or  to  the  attainment  of  pnb- 
hc  confidence,  I  am  willing  to  admit  that  the 
one  now  offered  is  sm  unexceptionable  as  any  it 
would  be  likely  to  propose. 

In  this  view,  however,  I  lay  wholly  out  of 
sight  the  report  of  the  committee  by  which  it 
is  accompanied  and  introduced.  The  course 
advocated  in  that  report  is,  in  my  opinion, 
loathsome;  the  spirit  it  breathes  disgraeeful; 
the  temper  it  is  likely  to  inspire  neither  calcu- 
lated to  regain  the  rights  we  have  lost,  nor  to 
preserve  those  which  remain  to  us.  It  is  an 
established  maxim,  that  in  adopting  a  resolu- 
tion offered  by  a  committee  in  this  House,  no 
member  is  pledged  to  support  the  reasoning, 
or  made  sponsor  for  the  facts  which  they  have 
seen  fit  to  insert  in  it.  I  exercise^  therefore,  a 
common  right,  when  I  subscribe  to  the  resolu- 
tion, not  on  the  principles  of  the  committee, 
but  on  those  which  obviously  result  from  its 
terms,  and  are  the  plain  meaning  of  its  ex- 
pressions. 

I  agree  to  this  resolution,  because,  in  my  ap- 
prehension, it  offers  a  solemn  pledge  to  this  na- 
tion— a  pledge  not  to  be  mistaken,  and  not  to 
be  evaded — that  the  present  system  of  public 
measures  shall  be  totally  abandoned.  Adopt 
it,  and  there  is  an  end  of  the  policy  of  deserting 
our  rights,  under  pretence  of  maintaining  them. 
Adopt  it,  and  we  can  no  longer  yield,  at  the 
beck  of  haughty  belligerents,  the  right  of  navir 
gating  the  ocean,  that  choice  inheritance  be- 
queathed to  us  by  our  fathers.  Adopt  it,  and 
there  is  a  termination  of  that  base  and  abject 
submission,  by  which  this  country  has  for  these 
eleven  months  been  disgraced,  and  brought  to 
the  brink  of  ruin. 

That  the  natural  inport  and  necessary  impli- 
cation of  the  terms  of  this  resolution  are  such 
as  I  have  suggested,  wiU  be  apparent  from  a 
very  transient  consideration.  What  do  its 
terras  necessarily  include?  They  contain  an 
assertion  and  a  pledge.  The  assertion  is,  that 
the  edicts  of  Great  Britain  and  France  are  con- 
trary to  our  rights,  honor,  and  independence. 
The  pledge  is,  that  we  will  not  submit  to  them. 

Concerning  the  assertion  contained  in  this 
resolution  I  would  say  nothing,  were  it  not  that 
I  fear  those  who  have  so  long  been  in  the  habit 
of  looking  at  the  orders  and  decrees  of  foreign 
powers  as  the  measure  of  the  rights  of  our  own 
citizens,  and  been  accustomed,  in  direct  subser- 
viency to  them,  of  prohibiting  commerce  alto- 
gether, might  apprehend  that  there  was  some 
lurking  danger  in  such  an  assertion.  They 
may  be  assured  there  can  be  nothing  more 
harmless.     Neither  Great  Britain  nor  France 
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ever  pretended  that  those  edicts  were  consistent 
with  American  rights;  on  the  contrary,  both 
these  nations  ground  those  edicts  on  the  princi- 
ple of  imperious  necessity,  which  admits  the 
injustice  done  at  the  very  instant  of  executing  the 
act  of  oppression.  No  gentleman  need  to  have 
any  difficulty  in  screwing  his  courage  up  to  this 
assertion.  Neither  of  the  belligerents  will  contra- 
dict it.  Mr.  Tun'eau  and  Mr.  Erskine  wiU  both 
of  them  countersign  the  declaration  to-morrow. 
"With  respect  to  the  pledge  contained  in  this 
resolution,  understood  according  to  its  true  im- 
port, it  is  a  glorious  one.  It  opens  new  pros- 
pects. It  promises  a  change  in  the  disposition  of 
this  House.  It  is  a  solemn  assurance  to  the  na- 
tion that  it  will  no  longer  submit  to  these 
edicts.  It  remains  for  us,  therefore,  to  consid- 
er what  submission  is,  and  what  the  pledge  not 
to  submit  implies. 

One  man  submits  to  the  order,  decree,  or 
edict  of  another,  when  he  does  that  thing  which 
such  order,  decree,  or  edict  commands;  or 
when  he  omits  to  do  that  thing  which  such 
order,  decree,  or  edict  prohibits.  This,  then, 
is  submission.  It  is  to  take  the  will  of  another 
as  the  measure  of  our  rights.  It  is  to  yield  to 
his  power — to  go  where  he  directs,  or  to  refrain 
from  going  where  he  forbids  us. 

If  this  be  submission,  then  the  pledge  not  to 
submit  implies  the  reverse  of  all  this.  It  is  a 
solemn  declaration  that  we  will  not  do  that 
thing  which  such  order,  decree,  or  edict  com 
mands,  or  that  we  wiU  do  what  it  prohibits. 
This,  then,  is  freedom.  This  is  honor.  This  is 
independence.  It  consists  in  taking  the  nature 
of  things,  and  not  the  will  of  another,  as  the 
measure  of  our  rights.  What  God  and  Nature 
has  oiiered  us  we  wiU  enjoy,  in  despite  of  the 
commands,  regai-dless  of  the  menaces  of  iniqui- 
tous power. 

Let  us  apply  these  correct  and  undeniable 
principles  to  the  edicts  of  Great  Britain  and 
France,  and  the  consequent  abandonment  of 
the  ocean  by  the  American  Government.  The 
decrees  of  France  prohibit  us  from  trading 
with  Great  Britain.  The  orders  of  Great  Bri- 
tain prohibit  us  from  trading  with  France.  And 
what  do  we?  Why,  in  direct  subserviency 
to  the  edicts  of  each,  we  prohibit  our  citizens 
from  trading  with  either.  We  do  more ;  as  if 
unqnaUfied  submission  was  not  humiliating 
enough,  we  descend  to  an  act  of  supereroga- 
tion in  servility ;  we  abandon  trade  altogeth- 
er ;  we  not  only  refrain  from  that  particular 
trade  which  their  respective  edicts  prescribe 
but,  lest  the  ingenuity  of  our  merchants  should 
einable  them  to  evade  their  operations,  to  make 
submission  doubly  sure,  the  American  Govern- 
ment virtually  re-enact  the  edicts  of  the  bellige- 
rents, and  abandon  all  the  trade  which,  not- 
withstanding the  practical  effects  of  their  edicts 
remain  to  us.  The  same  conclusion  will  re- 
sult, if  we  consider  our  embargo  in  relation  to 
the  objects  of  this  beUigerent  policy.  France, 
by  her  edicts,  would  compress  Great  Britain 
by  destroying  her  commerce  and  cutting  off 


her  supplies.     All  the  continent  of  Europe,  in 
the  hand  of  Bonaparte,  is  made  subservient  to 
this  policy.     The  embargo  law  of  the  United 
States,  in  its  operation,  is  a  union  with  this 
continental  coalition  against  British  commerce, 
at  the  very  moment  most  auspicious  to  its 
success.     Can  any  thing  be  more  in-direct  sub- 
serviency to  the  views  of  the  French  Emperor  ? 
If  we  consider  the  orders  of  Great  Britain, 
the  result  will  be  the  same.    I  proceed  at  pres- 
ent on  the  supposition  of  a  perfect  impartiality 
in  our  Administration  towards  both  bellige- 
rents,  so  far  as  relates  to  the  embargo  law. 
Great  Britain  had  two  objects  in  issuing  her 
orders.    First,  to  excite  discontent  in  the  peo- 
ple of  the  continent,  by  depriving  them   of 
their  accustomed  colonial   supplies.      Second, 
to  secure  to  herself  that  commerce  of  which 
she  deprived  neutrals.     Our  embargo  co-oper- 
ates with  the  British  views  in  both  respects. 
By  our  derehction  of  the  ocean,  the  continent 
is  much  more  deprived  of  the  advantages  of 
commerce  than  it  would  be  possible  for  the 
British  navy  to  effect,  and  by  removing  our 
competition,  all  the  commerce  of  the  continent 
which  can  be  forced  is  whoUy  left  to  be  reaped 
by  Great  Britain.     The  language  of  each  sov- 
ereign is  in  direct  conformity  to  these  ideas. 
Napoleon  tells  the  American  Miaister,  virtu- 
ally, that  we  are  very  good  Americans ;  that, 
although  he  will  not  allow  the  property  he  has 
in  his  hands  to  escape  him,  nor  desist  from 
burning  and  capturing  our  vessels  on  every  oc- 
casion, yet  that  he  is,  thus  far,  satisfied  with 
our  co-operation.    And  what  ia  the  language 
of  George  the  Third,  when  our  Minister  pre- 
sents to  his  consideration  the  embargo  laws? 
Is  it  Le  Boi  iamisera  ?    The  King  will  reflect 
upon  them.     No ;  it  is  the  pure  language  of 
royal  approbation,  Le  Roi  le  veut.    The  King 
wills  it.    Were  yon  colonies  he  could  expect 
no  more.    His  subjects  as  inevitably  get  that 
commerce  which  you  abandon  as  the  water 
will  certainly  run  into  the  only  channel  which 
remams  after  all  the  others  are  obstructed. 
In  whatever  point  of  view  we  consider  these 
embargo  laws  in  relation  to  these  edicts  and  de- 
crees, we  shall  find  them  co-operating  with 
each  belligerent  in  its  policy.    In  this  way,  I 
grant,  our  conduct  may  be  impartial ;  but  what 
has  become  of  our  American  rights  to  navigate 
the  ocean  ?     They  are  abandoned,  in  sti-ict  con- 
formity to  the  decrees  of  both  belligerents. 
This  resolution  declares  that  we  shall  no  longer 
submit  to  such  degrading  humUiations.    Little 
as  I  relish,  I  will  take  it,  as  the  harbinger  of 
a  new  day— the  pledge  of  a  new  system  of  meas- 
ures. 


Wednesday,  November  80. 

Foreign  Relations. 

Mr.  EioHAED  M.  Johnson.— I  am  more  than 

astonished  to  see   this  House  inundated    by 

every  maU  with  publications,  from  the  East 

declarmg  that  we  have  no  cause  of  complaint 
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ainst  Great  Britain ;  that  we  should  rescind 
e  proclamation  of  interdict  against  British 
med  vessels;  that  we  should  repeal  the  non- 
iportation  law ;  tliat  the  embargo  should  be 
ken  off  as  to  Great  Britain ;  that  we  should 

to  war  with  France ;  that  punctilio  prevents 
settlement  of  our  differences  with  Great  Bri- 
in ;  inviting  the  people  to  violate  and  disre- 
rd  the  embargo,  to  put  the  laws  and  the  con- 
tution  at  defiance,  and  rise  in  rebellion. 
These  considerations  induced  me  to  examine 
is  matter,  and  to  prove  to  every  honest  Amer- 
in,  what  we  all  believe  in  this  place,  that  the 
gect  of  one  power,  is  to  destroy  our  neutrality 
id  involve  us  in  the  convulsing  wars  of  Eu- 
pe ;  and  the  object  of  the  other,  a  monopoly 
'  our  commerce,  and  the  destructiion  of  our 
sedom  and  indep^idence.  Let  evidence  as 
inclusive  as  holy  writ  put  the  ■enemies  of  this 
suited  comatry  to  shame.  We  are  informed 
r  our  Minister  in  Ixmdon,  (Mr,  Monroe,)  in  a 
mmunioation  dated  August,  1807,  that  a  war 
irty  of  powerflil  combination  and  influence 
;isted  in  Great  Britain,  who  wanted  to  extend 
eir  ravages  to  this  country^  that  we  could 
It  make  calculations  upon  the  justice  of  Great 
ritain ;  that  in  her  many  assumptions  of  power 
id  principle  she  would  yield  but  from  the  ab- 
lute  necessity.  Who  is  this  war  party  ^  The 
ritish  navy,  to  whom  we  have  opened  our 
)rts,  and  extended  all  the  hospitalities  of  a 
merous  nation;  while  in  the  enjoyment  of 
hich  that  very  navy  waged  war  £(gainst  our 
loffending  citizens.  The  ship  owners,  the 
1st  and  West  India  merchants,  and  what  cause 
ive  they  for  war  ?    The  enterprisit^  citizens 

the  United  States  have  been  their  rivals  and 
periors  in  a  lawful  and  profitable  commerce ; 
id,  lastly,  political  characters  of  high  consid- 
ation.  These  compose  this  war  party.  In 
jiuary,  1804,  in  an  official  communication  of 
r.  Madison,  Mr.  Monroe  is  charged  with  the 
ppression  of  impressment  as  his  primary  ob- 
!ct ;  2d,  the  definition  of  blockade;  3d,  the 
duction  of  the  list  of  contraband:;  4th,  the 
ilargeraent  of  our  trade  with  hostile  colonies, 
le  negotiation  opens,  and  wfeat  is  done  ?  With 
dnstry  and  exertion  our  Minister  was  unable 
bring  the  British  Cabinet  to  any  amicable 
raugement.  Lords  Hawkesbury,  Harrowby, 
ulgrave,  and  Mr,  Fox,  succeeded  each  other, 
id  every  attempt  to  negotiate  was  in  vain, 
ich  of  them  brings  expressions  of  good  will 
id  good  disposition  towards  tfee  United  States, 
id  a  wish  for  amicable  arrangement.  But 
ese  professions  and  dispositions  evaporate  in 
vitations  to  the  country  md  the  city— in 
omises  and  procrastinations.  To-day  we  are 
lused  with  a  conversation  at  the  foreign  oflBce, 
fciich  animates  with  a  lively  hope — ^to-morrow 
ipe  is  swallowed  up  in  despair— and  the  third 
y  announces  some  new  injury.  Affairs  on 
e  continent  now  call  the  attention  of  the  Bri- 
h  Ministry,  and  with  evei;y  disposition  of 
od  will  there  must  be  a  pause.  Li  this  ami- 
ble  pause  business  required  that  our  Minister 


should  go  to  Old  Spain;  but  upon  his  return  to 
EnglEuud,  what  astonishsaent  seized  his  mind  at 
the  sad  spectacle  the  cha«ging  scenes  presented. 
Under  tite  old  rule  of  '56,  and  other  interpda- 
tions  upon  public  law,  our  merchaat  vessels  are 
swept  from  the  bosom  of  the  ocean  without  no- 
tice, by  British  ciruisers,  and  carried  into  British 
ports  tor  "condemnation.  But  why  this  change  ? 
A  coalition  had  been  formed  in  the  Forth 
against  France.  British  gold  effected  it.  Eus- 
aa  and  Austria  had  combined  against  France, 
and  here  the  hopes  t)f  England  rested. 

But  we  all  Know  her  hopes  were  blasted. 
This  is  the  reason  why  the  blow  was  aimed, 
and  your  commerce  sacrificed.  The  remon- 
strances of  our  Minister  could  not  keep  pace 
with  new  aggressions.  This  temporizing  policy 
of  England,  and  the  destrnction  of  our  com- 
merce, buried  party  spirit  in  America  for  the 
moment,  and  produced  an  indignant  protest 
against  her  conduct  from  the  great  commercial 
cities  in  the  Union,  in  which  their  lives  and 
their  property  were  pledged  to  support  the 
Government  ia  measures  of j  ust  retaliation.  And 
on  this  occasion  the  merchants  of  Boston  re- 
quested the  President  to  send  a  special  Envoy 
to  England,  to  give  a  greater  solemnity  to  our 
claims  of  indemnity  -and  future  secmity.  The 
cause  of  the  merchants  became  a  common  cause, 
and  the  non-importation  law  was  enacted,  and 
Mr.  Pinkney  sent  as  a  special  Minister,  agree- 
ably to  request.  Let  the  commercial  interest 
cease  to  complain.  It  is  for  them  principally 
that  we  now  suffer.  These  deeply-inflicted 
wounds  upon  the  commerce  of  America,  in- 
gulfed for  a  moment  the  consideration  of  the 
primary  object  of  Mr.  Monroe's  mission — the 
impressment  of  seamen — and  it  would  seem, 
that  when  our  Minister  pressed  one  great  sub- 
ject of  complaint,  some  ^eater  outrage  was 
committed  to  draw  our  attention  from  the  for- 
mer injury.  Thus  the  unavailing  exertions  of 
our  Minister  for  upwards  of  twd  years  at  the 
Court  of  St.  James,  eventuated  in  an  extraordi- 
.nary  mission,  and  the  non-importation  law ;  a 
measure  of  retaliation,  and  which  rendered  us 
less  dependent  upon  a  foreign  Government  for 
such  articles  as  can  be  manufactured  at  home. 
To  bring  further  evidence  of  British  ho  stility, 
let  us  attend  a  little  to  the  Administration  of 
Mr.  Fox.  He  came  into  office  about  the  1st  of 
February.  On  the  31st  of  May,  information 
was  received  in  London  of  the  extra  mission  of 
Mr.  Pinkney.  Mr.  Monroe,  therefore,  had  an 
opportunity  of  about  four  months  with  Mr. 
Fox  to  settle  our  differences,  without  any  inter- 
ruption, not  even  the  ideal  one  which  has  been 
suggested,  as  giving  a  temporary  stay  to  the 
negotiation,  viz:  the  waiting  the  arrival  of  Mr. 
Pinkney,  The  United  States  had  a  right  to 
expect  something  like  justice  from  this  able 
Minister,  because  he  entertained  a  sincere  desire 
to  conciliate  the  friendship  of  this  nation  by 
acts  of  justice. '  But  in  this  just  expectation  we 
were  disappointed.  The  hostility  of  other  mem- 
bers of  the  Cabinet  with  whom  he  was  associat- 
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ed,  was  the  real  cause  of  diffioalty,  joined  per- 
haps with  his  sudden  indispositioa  and  death. 
Mr.  Fox  acknowledged  our  right  to  the  colonial 
trade;  he  promised  to  stop  the  capture  and 
condemnation  of  our  merchant  vessels  j  but 
when  pressed  to  answer  our  complaints  in  writ- 
ing, he  promised,  hut  broke  that  promise,  and 

'ultimately  refused  to  give  any  orders  with  re- 
spect to  the  capture  and  condemnation  of  our 
vessels.  Thus  the  golden  apple  was  presented 
to  our  grasp,  and  then  snatched  forever  from 
our  sight. 
Now  let  the  committee  attend  to  the  chapter 

•  of  negotiation,  which  produced  the  rejected 
treaty.  First,  the  subject  of  blockade  is  pro- 
posed, and  a  definition  demanded.  We  denied 
the  doctrine  of  paper  breastworks,  spurious  and 
illegitimate  blockades,  to  he  executed  in  every 
sea  by  the  British  Navy,  of  which  our  neutral 
rights  were  the  victims.  Such  as  the  blockade 
of  the  coast  of  Europe  from  the  Elbe  to  Brest, 
of  the  Elbe,  the  Weiser  and  Ems.  The  whole 
coast  of  Old  Spain,  of  the  Dardanelles,  and 
Smyrna,  and  of  Ouragoa.  Upon  this  subject, 
Great  Britain  would  yield  nothing. 

2.  No  duty  can  be  laid  upon  American  ex- 
ports, but  Great  Britain  imposes  a  duty  of  four 
per  cent,  upon  her  exports  to  the  United  States, 
under  the  name  of  a  convoy  duty;  by  which 
duty  the  citizens  of  the  United  States  pay  to 
Great  Britain  an  annual  amount  of  $1,300,000 ; 
but  upon  this  unfriendly  discrimination  she  will 
yield  nothing. 

3.  Upon  the  search  of  merchant  vessels  she 
would  yield  nothing. 

4.  Upon  the  colonial  trade  she  imposed  new 
restrictions.  She  would  yield  nothing ;  a  trade 
which  produced  the  United  States  revenue  to 
the  amount  of  $1,300,000  per  annum ;  and  fur- 
nished exports  from  the  United  States  of  $50,- 
000,000  annually. 

5.  Upon  the  West  India  trade  she  would  yield 
nothing,  and  upon  the  East  India  trade  she  im- 
posed new  restrictions. 

6.  Upon  the  impressment  of  seamen,  the  sub- 
ject was  too  delicate;  she  was  fighting  for  her 
existence ;  she  would  yield  nothing. 

7.  Upon  the  mutual  navigation  of  the  St. 
Lawrence,  fio  important  to  the  Northern  States, 
they  would  yield  nothing ;  but  would  demand 
a  monopoly  of  the  fur  trade,  and  influence  over 
the  Indians  within  our  own  limits.  Thus  ended 
the  chapter  of  negotiation. 

I  turn  with  indignation  from  this  to  a  new 
species  of  injury,  involving  the  events  connected 
with  and  preceding  the  President's  proclama- 
tion interdicting  the  armed  vessels  of  Great 
Britain  from  our  waters.  I  allude  to  the  con- 
duct of  the  ofiScers  of  the  British  navy,  and  the 
evident  connivance  of  the  British  Government. 
I  will  only  mention  three  prominent  cases : 

1st.  The  Cambrian,  and  other  British  cruis- 
ers, commanded  by  Captain  Bradley,  who  en- 
tered the  port  of  New  York,  and  in  defiance  of 
the  Government  arrested  a  merchant  vessel,  and 
impressed  into  the  ships  of  war  a  number  of 


seamen  and  passengers,  refused  to  surrender 
them  upon  demand,  and  resisted  the  officers, 
served  with  regular  process  of  law  for  the  pur- 
pose of  arresting  the  offenders. 

2d.  The  case  of  the  Leander,  Capt,  Whitby, 
with  other  British  armed  vessels,  hovering 
about  New  York,  vexing  the  trade  of  that  port, 
arresting  a  coasting  vessel  of  the  United  States 
by  firing  a  cannon,  which  entered  the  vessel 
and  killed  John  Pierce.  The  murder  of  Pierce, 
a  fac^  so  notorious,  could  not  be  proved  in  a 
sham  trial  in  England,  though  the  most  unex- 
ceptionable characters  are  sent  as  witnesses 
from  the  United  States ;  and  not  even  an  ex- 
planation is  made  to  satisfy  this  country  for  the 
murder  of  a  citizen.  Call  upon  the  citizens  of 
New  York,  who  saw  the  body  of  their  slaugh- 
tered countryman  ;  ask  the  mourning  relatives 
of  the  murdered  Pierce,  whether  he  was  slain 
or  not  1  But  from  this  tragic  scene  we  must 
turn  to  one  of  a  deepver  hue. 

3d.  The  attack  upon  the  Chesapeake.  This 
vessel  had  just  left  the  shores  of  Virginia,  leaving 
the  British  ship  of  war,  the  Leopard,  enjoying 
the  hospitalities  of  our  laws.  The  Chesapeake 
was  bound  to  the  Mediterranean  in  defence  of 
our  rights.  One  hundred  and  seventy  Ameri- 
can tars  were  on  board,  who  had  undertaken 
this  honorable  enterprise.  Unsnspicions  of 
harm,  while  their  rough  cheeks  were  bedewed 
with  tears  in  parting  from  their  friends  and 
country,  their  powder-horns  empty,  rods  mis- 
laid, wads  too  large,  guns  not  primed — all  was 
confusion.  In  this  unhappy  moment  the  mes- 
senger of  death  comes.  The  unfortunate  Barron 
refuses  to  permit  his  men  to  be  mustered  by  any 
but  an  American  officer.  His  Government  had 
given  the  command.  This  is  the  provocation. 
The  vessel  is  attacked,  and,  without  resistance, 
eight  are  wounded,  three  are  killed,  and  four 
taken  and  carried  into  British  service,  one  of 
whom  has  been  hung  as  a  malefactor  in  Nova 
Scotia.  It  has  been  «aid  that  the  Groddess  of 
Liberty  was  born  of  the  ocean.  At  this  solemn 
crisis,  when  the  blood  of  these  American  sea- 
men mingled  with  the  waves,  then  this  sea 
nymph  arose  indignant  from  the  angry  billows, 
and,  like  a  redeeming  spirit,  kindled  in  every 
bosom  indignation  and  resentment.  A  nation 
of  patriots  have  expressed  their  resentment,  and 
the  sound  has  reached  the  utmost  bounds  of  the 
habitable  world.  Let  a  reasoning  world  judge 
whether  the  President's  proclamation  was  too 
strong  for  this  state  of  things,  and  whether  it 
should  be  rescinded  without  atonement. 

Do  the  wrongs  of  this  nation  end  with  this 
outrage?  No.  Clouds  thicken  upon  us;  our 
wrongs  are  still  increased;  during  the  sensi- 
bility of  this  nation,  and  without  atonement 
for  the  attack  upon  the  Chesapeake,  on  the  16th 
October,  1807,  a  proclamation  issues  from  the 
British  Cabinet  respecting  seafaring  persons, 
enlarging  the  principles  of  former  encroach- 
ments upon  the  practice  of  impressment.  This 
proclamation  makes  it  the  indispensable  duty 
of  her  naval  officers  to  enter  the  unarmed  mer- 
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ant  vessels  of  the  United  States,  and  impress 
many  of  the  crew  as  a  petty  and  interested 
,val  officer  may  without  trial  point  out  as 
•itish  subjects.  The  pretension  is  not  con- 
led  to  the  search  after  deserters,  but  extended 
masters,  carpenters,  and  naturalized  citizens 
the  United  States — ^ttins  extending  their  m«- 
cipal  laws  to  our  merchant  vessels  and  this 
luntry,  and  denying  us  the  right  of  maMng 
ws  upon,  the  sul^ect  of  natur^zation.  The 
irtners  of  British  and  Scotch  merchants  can 
>ver  their  property  and  their  merchandise  from 
;her  nations  under  the  neutral  flag  of  the 
nited  States  to  Leghorn,  Amsterdam,  Ham- 
irg,  &c  But  the  patriotic  Irishman  or  Eng- 
shman  who  has  sought  this  protecting  asylum 
F  liberty,  are  not  secured  by  our  fiag  from  the 
ithless  fangs  of  a  British  press-gang.  And  at 
lis  very  momentour  native  citizens  and  adopt- 
i  brethren,  to  a  considerable  number,  are 
Domed  to  the  most  intolerable  tliraldom  in  the 
ritish  navy  by  this  degrading  practice.  There 
16  freedom  of  our  citizens  depends  upon  the 
leroy  of  naval  officers  of  Great  Britain ;  and, 
pon  this  subject,  every  proposition  for  arrange- 
lent  is  trampled  down  by  these  unjust  preten- 
ons.  Information  was  just  received  of  the 
secution  of  the  Berlin  Decree,  when  the  pa- 
ers  from  every  quarter  announced  the  exist- 
Qce  of  the  British  Orders  in  Council,  making 
sweeping  dash  at  our  rightful  commerce, 
omething  must  be  done.  The  events  which 
een  have  retraced,  all  pressed  upon  us.  The 
•eatment  of  our  Minister,  and  his  unavailing 
sertions ;  the  result  of  the  negotiation  which 
ave  birth  to  the  rejected  treaty ;  the  memo- 
ials  of  the  merchants ;  the  oufa-ageous  conduct 
f  the  British  naval  officers  upon  our  seaboard  ; 
le  connivance  at  their  conduct  by  the  British 
rovemment ;  the  proclamation  of  October  16, 
807;  the  execution  of  the  Berlin  Decree, 
ad  the  Orders  in  Council.  These  con- 
derations  required  the  arm  of  Government, 
nd  at  this  inauspicious  period,  when  the 
louds  which  had  so  long  threatened  and 
arkened  our  political  horizon  gathered  to  a 
liick  and  horrible  tempest,  w-hich  now  seemed 
bout  to  burst  upon  our  devoted  nation,  the 
mbargo  snatched  our  property  from  the  storm, 
nd  deprived  the  thunderbolt  of  its  real  calami^ 
ies.  The  effects  of  this  measure  at  home  and 
broad,  notwithstanding  its  ineonvenienoes, 
nil  best  attest  the  wisdom  of  the  measure, 
7hich  will  be  increased  in  its  efScacy  by  a  total 
on-importation  law.  As  a  measure  of  eoer- 
ion  upon  other  nations,  I  not  only  have  the 
trongest  hopes,  but  also  a  rational  confidence 
1  it,  founded  upon  the  most  concluave  evi- 
ence.  The  misrepresentations  in.  this  country, 
lie  violations  of  the  embargo,  and  the  hope  of 
hanging  the  parties  in  the  United  States,  or  of 
rodncing  a  separation  of  the  States;  these 
liscalculations  have  destroyed  entirely  the  effi- 
aoy  of  this  measure,  and  been  a  maia  cause 
fhy  Great  Britain  has  not  relaxed  in  her  injns- 
ce  towai-ds  America.    And  If  we  can  rigidly 


enforce  this  system,  my  confidence  is  undimin- 
ished, my  faith  strong,  that  the  United  States 
will  have  reasonable  terms  offered  to  them. 
Yet  the  violators  of  your  laws  have  been  the 
great  cause  why  the  present  state  of  things  has 
been  protracted.     They  are  as  infamous  as  the 
cowboys  in   the  Eevolution,    who   embodied 
themselves  to  feed  our  enemies  with  the  onlycow 
of  a  weeping  widow,  or  a  poor  soldier  who  was 
fighting  for  his  country.    The  commerce  of  the 
United  States  with  the  West  Ladies,  the  Con- 
tinent of  Europe,  wid  Great  Britain,  will  pre- 
sent to  this    committee    the  evidence    upon 
which  this  faith  is  bottomed.      The  United 
States  have  fiirnished  the  West  Indies  with  the 
essentials  of  existence,  amd  also  have  afforded  a 
market  for  the  colonial  produce  of  those  islands. 
In  fact,  they   cannot  live  witiout  provisions 
from  the  United  States  in  the  present  state  of 
the  world.     These  islands  have  been  reduced  to 
wretchedness  and  want  already,  notwithstand- 
ing the  violations  of  the  embargo,  and  fiour,  we 
learn,  has  been  as  high  as  $20,  $30,  $40,  $50, 
and  $60  per  barrel.  The  vast  importance  of  these 
possessions  alone,  to  the  mother  country,  might 
have  been  sufficient  to  have  produced  a  setQe- 
ment  of  our  differences,  if  other  considerations 
had  not  prevented.    Attend  to  the  trade  with 
England  and  the  continent  previous   to    the 
Orders  in   CounciL      The  annual  exports  of 
British    manufactures   to    the    United    States 
amount  to  twelve  million  pounds  sterling.    In 
exchamge  for  these  manufactured  articles.  Great 
Britain  receives  to  the  amount  of  four  million 
pounds  sterling  in  tobacco,  cotton,  wheat,  and 
the  substantials  of   life.      The  eight  millions 
which  remain  due  most  be  paid  in  money  or 
biUst    To  raise  this  money,  the  American  mer- 
chants carry  to  the  Continent  of  Europe  pro- 
duce of  the  United  States  to  the  amount  of  this 
eight  millions,  which  is  sold,  and  the  amount 
remitted  to  the  merchants  in  London  to  pay 
the  debts  of  our  merchants.    This  trade  is  now 
destroyed  by  the  Orders  in  Council,  and  not 
the  embargo — for  this  very  measure  has  saved 
our  vessels  from  capture,  our  merchandise  from 
condemnation,  and  our  seamen  from  impress- 
ment. 


Thuesdat,  December  1. 

Another  member,  to  wit,  Thomas  Mooee, 
from  South  Carolina,  appeared,  and  took  his  seat 
in  the  House. 

Jesse  B  Thomas,  the  delegate  from  the  Indi- 
ana Territory,  returned  to  serve  in  the  room  of 
Benjamin  Paekb,  who  hath  resigned  his  seat, 
appeared,  was  qualified,  and  took  tis  seat  in  the 
House. 


Tuesday,  December  6. 
Foreign  RelaMom. 
The  report  of  the  Committee  on  Foreign  Rela- 
tions being  again  before  the  House,  and  the 
question  stSl  on  the  first  resolution — 

Mrl  Ghomost  said ;  Mr.  Speaker,  were  I  to 
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yield  to  my  embarrassment  on  the  pirese»t  occa- 
sion, I  shuiiiW  not  trespass  on  your  indulgence. 
Bat  when  I  reflect  npon  the  great  natioraal  im- 
portance of  the  question  now  before  the  House, 
and  upon  th*  high  responsibility  which  its- deci- 
sion must  attach  to  me  as  one  of  the  Represen- 
tatives of  the  people ;  I  am  impelled,  from  coa- 
side-rations  of  duty,  to  assign  to  you  tbe  reasons 
by  which  I  am  influenced. 

It  feas  been  said,  sir,  witb  great  tirath,  tiiat 
the  present  is  an  extraordinary  crisis.  It  seems 
indeed!  to  have  been  reserved  for  the  age  in 
which  we  live,  to  witness  a  combination  of  po- 
litical events  unparalleled  in  the  annate  of  tme. 
Almost  the  wSole  civilized  world  has  been  with- 
in a  few  years  eonvulsed  by  wars,  battles,  and 
conquests.  Kingdoms  and  empires  have  been 
revolutionized ;  and  we  behold  a  vast  continent 
assuming  a  new  aspect  under  a  new  dynasty. 
Those  laws  which  from  time  immem&rial  have 
prescribed  and  hmited  the  conduct  of  nations, 
are  now  contemptuously  prostrated^  innocent 
neutrality  is  banislied  from  the  ocean,  and  we 
hear  a  grim  tyrant  asserting  himself  the  sover- 
eign of  the  seab.  Thns  the  most  essential  part 
of  the  globe  is  attempted  toi  be  partitioned  be- 
tween two  domineering  rival  belligerents.  Sir, 
it  would  have  been  a  subject  of  the  sincerest 
felicitation  if  oar  happy  eountry  could  have 
been  exempt  from  this  universal  concussion. 
But  we  are  fated  to  share  evils  in  theprodoiction 
of  which  we  have  had  no  participation.  In  in- 
quiring, Mr.  Speaker,  iato  th*  causes  of  these 
evils  and  the  policy  by  which  we  are  to  be  ex- 
tricated from  themifl  am  conscious  of  two  things 
— of  my  ntter  incompetency  to  the  elucidation 
of  so  great  a  subject,  and  of  the  unavoidable 
-necessity  of  touching  upon  ground  already  occu- 
pied by  gentlemen  who  hay©  preceded  me  in 
this  debate. 

When,  sir,  I  recur  to  the  resolutions  reported 
by  the  Committee  of  Exterior  Relations,  I  find 
one  which  proposes  resistance  to  the  edicts  of 
Great  Britain  and  Eranee ;  and  ajiother  which 
recommends  a  system  of  non4ntereoBrse  be- 
tween the  United  States  and  those  countries. 

In  hearing  the  first  resolution]  treated  as  an 
abstract  propositicm,  my  astonishment  has  been 
not  a  little  excited,  I  have  always  understood 
an  abstract  proposition  to  be  the  assertion  of 
some  general  principle  without  any  specific  ap- 
plication,. Here  is  a  distinc*  positioo,  with  a 
direct  reference  to  particular  orders  and  decrees. 
The  resolution  therefore  is  itself  specific  and  ap- 
propi-iate,to  use  the  apt  terms  of  the  gentleman 
from  Conneoticnt  (Mi-.  Dana).  But  before  we 
can  determine  upon  the  propriety  or  impropriety 
of  the  resolntioins,  to  jme  it  appears  indispensable 
that  we  shouild  examine  attentively  and  minutely, 
not  only  the  situation  of  this  country  in  relation 
to  France  and  Britain,  but  also  the  injuries  and 
aggressions  th^  have  committed  upon  our  neu- 
tral rights-. 

In  doing  this  I  regret  extremely  that  I  shall 
wound  the  delicate  taste  and  exquisite  sensibility 
of  my  learned  caUeagvie  (Mr.  Rahdqlph),  who 


addressed  yon  yesterday.  I  shall  take  no  pleas- 
xtre  in  the  retrospection  which  seems  so  much 
to  disgust  that  gentleman ;  bnt  I  do  not  know 
how  efee  to  find  justification  for  the  measure* 
we,  I  trust,  shall  pursue,  and  taezpose  the  prof- 
ligacy of  our  enemies.  The  regular  discussion 
of  the  first  resolution  would  seem  naturally  toi 
lead  us  to  a  review  of  the  edicts  of  Great  Britain 
and  France.  When  we  say  we  will  not  sulmit 
to  their  edicts ;  it  cannot  be  amiss,  although  I 
acknowledge,  sir,  the  undertaking  is  an  unpleas- 
ant one,  to  inquire  into  the  nature  and  extent 
of  those  edicts ;  I  therefore  wUl  endeavor,  with- 
in as  narrow  limits  as  possible,  to  exhibit  to  the 
view  of  the  indignant  American,  the  various 
wanton  aggressions  which  hare  been  committed 
by  both  these  powers  upon  his  commercial 
rights.  And,  sir,  whenever  we  look  for  the 
chief  source  of  our  diflSculties,  we  must  turn  to- 
wards Great  Britain.  Then  let  us  exaimne  the 
principal  items  in  her  account. 

On  8th  June,  1793,  the  British  Government 
issued  an  Order  of  Coondl  to  stop  and  detain 
for  condemnation,  vessels  laden  with  com,  flour, 
o-r  meal,  snd  bound  to  France,  whose  people 
were  then  almost  in  the  act  of  starving,  and  of 
eourse  we  were  deprived  of  an  excellent  market 
for  those  articles. 

On  6th  NoTember,  IVQS,  an  order  issued  to 
stop  and  detain  ships  laden  with  the  produce  of, 
or  carrying  provisions  to,  the  colonies  of  France. 
On  21st  March,  1T99,  she  issued  a  proclama- 
tion declaring  the  tTnited'  Provmces  in  a  state  . 
of  blockade,  and  thereby  excluding  neutral 
commerce  without  any  actual  investment. 

On  I6th  May,  1806,  a  proclamartion  declaring 
the  blockade  of  the  co^  from  the  Elbe  to 
-Brest,  inclusive. 

On  Tth  January,  180T,  an  order  prohibiting 
neutral  vessels  from  trading  from  one  ■port  to 
another  of  the  enemy  or  bis  allies. 

On  11th  May,  180T,  a  jHtwIamation  declaring 
the  blockade  of  the  coast  between  the  Elbe, 
i  "Weser,  and  Ems. 

On  11th  May,  180T,  a  proclamation  declaring 
the  blockade  of  the  Dardanelles  and  Smyrna. 

In  October,  1807,  a  proclamation,  ordering 
British  ofBcers  to  impress  from  American  ves- 
selsall  such  of  their  crews  as  might  be  taken  or 
miataken  for  British  subjects. 

On  11th  November,  1S07,  Orders  in  Council 
were  issued  interdicting  aH  neutral  commerce  t* 
any  portof  Eur(^  from  which  the  British  flag 
was  excluded;  directing  that  neutrals  should 
trade  to  such  ports  only,  under  British  license 
and  with  British  dearances— that  aU  ships  des- 
tined before  the  issuing  of  the  orders  to  any  of 
the  said  ports,  should  go  into  a  British  port,  and 
that  all  vessels  having  "certificates  of  origin" 
should  be  lawful  prize. 

On  llth5rovember,.1807,  an  Order  in  Council 
was  issued,  declaring  void  the  legal  transfer  of 
vessels  from  the  enemies  of  Britain,  to  neutrals 
or  others. 

In  1808,  various  acts  of  Parliament  have  been 
passed,  oaii-jing  theordeiaof  the  lltbof  Novem- 
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)er,  1807,  into  execution.  They  impose  a  spe- 
iific  tax  on  a  variety  of  articles  of  American 
nerchandise  allowed  to  be  re-exported  to  the 
sontinent  of  Europe,  for  example,  on  tobacco, 
.2».  ^d.  sterling  per  cwt. ;  on  indigo,  2«.  per  lb. ; 
)ork,  17«.  ^d.  per  cwt. ;  cotton,  9d.  per  lb. ; 
md  on  all  other  articles  not -enumerated  in  the 
let,  a  duty  of  forty  per  cent,  is  exacted  on  re- 
ixportation. 

On  8th  January,  1808,  a  proclamation  issued 
leclaring  the  blockade  of  Carthagena,  Cadiz,  and 
5t.  Lncar,  and  all  the  ports  between  the  first 
md  last  of  these  places. 

In  the  Autumn  of  1808,  in  order  that  plunder 
night  commence  from  the  very  moment  of  the 
jxpected  repeal  of  the  embargo,  the  French 
West  India  islands  were  declared  in  a  state  of 
jlockade. 

I  will  forbear,  sir,  at  this  time  from  comment- 
ng  on  the  habitual  impressment  of  American 
atizens,  by  Great  Britain ;  the  illegal  condem- 
lation  of  American  vessels  under  what  they 
sail  the  rule  of  1756 ;  the  spurious  blockades  of 
British  commanders,  and  the  consequent  spolia- 
ions  on  our  commerce.  Nor  will  I  detain  the 
louse  by  relating  the  story  of  Captain  Bradley, 
!ommander  of  the  Cambrian,  who  in  the  face  of 
;he  city  of  New  York,  and  in  contempt  of  the 
!ivil  authority  of  the  United  States,  dragged 
four  citizens  into  slavish  captivity.  The  case 
;oo  of  the  British  ship  Leander  may  remain  un- 
;old — the  enormity  of  that  transaction  is  writ- 
;en  in  indelible  characters,  with  the  blood  of 
)ur  countrymen.  The  invitation  of  the  British 
Ministry  to  your  merchants  to  violate  the  em- 
)argo,  and  the  burning  of  a  friendly  ship  of  war 
the  Impetueux)  in  your  own  waters,  are  circum- 
tances  too  light  to  be  noticed.  I  feel  no  dispo- 
ition,  either,  to  portray  the  affair  of  the  Chesa- 
)eake.  The  ghosts  of  the  murdered  are  yet 
inavenged  for  that  horrid  and  perfidious  deed ! 

I  win  now  advert,  sir,  to  the  principal  inju- 
ies  committed  by  France  on  the  neutral  com- 
nerce  of  the  United  States.  They  consist  in 
he  execution  of  three  decrees,  to  wit : 

The  Berlin  decree  of  the  21st  November, 
L806,  declaring  the  British  islands  in  a  state  of 
)lockade,  and  that  no  vessel  having  been  at  or 
>oming  directly  from  England  or  her  colonies, 
ihall  enter  at  a  French  port. 

The  Milan  decree  of  the  17th  December, 
^807,  declaring  lawful  prize  every  vessel  that 
las  snfiered  the  visit  of  an  English  vessel,  sub- 
nitted  to  an  English  voyage,  or  paid  duty  to 
he  English  Grovemment ;  and  also,  every  vessel 
ioming  from  the  ports  of  England  and  her  colo- 
des. 

The  Bayonne  decree  of  April,  1808,  which 
ubjects,  as  it  is  said,  and  IbeUeve  not  doubted, 
11  American  vessels  found  upon  the  high  seas 
ince  the  embargo,  to  capture  and  confiscation. 

Here,  Mr.  Speaker,  I  will  end  the  black  cata- 
ogue  of  iniquitous  outrages  and  restrictions 
pon  neutral  commerce — restrictions  which  are 
cknowledged  to  depend  for  their  support  upon 
.0  other  ground  than  that  of  retaliation.    Whilst 


I  protest  against  the  principle  of  retaliating 
upon  an  enemy  through  the  medium  of  a  friend, 
yet  these  ordei's  and  decrees  have  no  claim  even 
to  that  principle.  Because  France  and  Britain 
both  agree  that  the  right  of  retaliation  does  not 
accrue  before  the  neutral  has  acquiesced  in  the 
aggressions  of  the  enemy.  We  have  never  ac- 
quiesced in  the  aggressions  of  either,  and  there- 
fore, upon  their  own  reasoning,  ought  not  to  be 
liable  to  the  operation  of  the  principle  for  which 
they  unjustly  contend.  But,  sir,  can  we  quit 
this  subject  witho)tt  looking  more  particularly 
at  the  consequences  which  result  from  this  series 
of  injuries  ? 

In  reviewing  the  conduct  of  Great  Britain 
towards  this  country,  we  perceive  a  continua-  ^ 
tion  of  encroachments,  designed  only  for  the 
utter  destruction  of  our  conamerce.  This  dis- 
position is  manifest  in  every  order  and  procla- 
mation she  has  issued  since  the  year  1793.  If  / 
this  were  not  her  object,  why  such  a  continued  ' 
system  of  illegitimate  blockades  ?  Why  so 
many  vexatious  restrictions  upon  neutral  trade, 
tending  to  destroy  competition  on  our  part  in 
the  continental  markets?  I  might  trace  the 
scheme  a  little  further  back,  and  ask,  whence  the 
outrages  ?  the  orders  of  June  and  November, 
1793,  which  produced  Jay's  treaty  ?  A  treaty 
which  I  am  sorry  to  say,  did  not  guarantee  to 
us  mutual  and  reciprocal  rights,  and  which  was 
no  sooner  ratified  than  violated  by  British  per- 
fidy. But,  sir,  I  will  not  speak  of  trivial  mat- 
ters, like  these;  they  are  of  no  consequence 
when  we  reflect  upon  other  topics.  The  pre- 
tended blockade  of  almost  every  port  upon  the 
Baltic ;  the  blockade  of  the  eastern  and  southern 
coasts  of  the  North  Sea,  unaccompanied  by  any 
naval  force;  the  nominal  investment  of  the 
ports  on  the  south  of  the  British  channel,  and  , 
on  the  European  coast  of  the  Mediterranean 
sea ;  the  occlusion  of  the  Black  Sea,  by  the 
blockade  of  the  Dardanelles  and  Smyrna,  and 
in  fine  the  blockade  of  all  the  places  from  the 
Straits  of  Gibraltar  to  the  Arctic  Ocean,  are 
acts  which,  notwithstanding  their  unexampled 
enormity  in  themselves,  sink  into  perfect  insig- 
nificance, when  we  consider  the  base  attempts 
meditated  by  the  orders  of  November,  1807, 
and  the  consequent  statutes  of  Parliament,  to 
reduce  this  country  again  to  a  state  of  colonial 
slavery !  Sir,  at  the  very  thought  of  these  in- 
famous orders  and  acts  of  the  British  Govern- 
ment, I  feel  emotions  of  indignation  and  con- 
tempt, to  repress  which  would  be  dishonorable. 
What,  sir?  American  vessels  to  be  arrested  in 
a  lawful  commerce,  upon  "  the  highway  of  na- 
tions ;  "  to  be  forcibly  carried  into  British  ports, 
and  there  either  condemned,  or  else  compelled 
before  they  can  prosecute  their  voyage  to  take 
British  clearances  and  pay  a  British  tax !  And 
if  the  owner  of  the  cargo  shall  be  unable  to  pay 
the  amount  of  tax,  he  has  the  consolation  left 
him  of  seeing  his  property  burnt!  Sooner 
would  I  see  every  vessel  and  every  atom  of  our 
surplus  produce  make  one  general  conflagration 
in  our  own  country.    For  what  purpose  was 
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the  Kevolution,  in  which  the  blood  and  treasure 
of  our  ancestors  were  the  price  of  independence, 
if  we  are  now  to  be  taxed  by  Britain?  The 
highest  authority  in  the  Union  cannot  constitu- 
tionally tax  the  exports,  which  are  in  part  the 
products  of  the  labor  of  the  American  people  ; 
yet  the  British  Government  has  presumptuously 
undertaken  to  do  it.  I,  sir,  for  one  must  pro- 
test against  any  thing  like  submission  to  this 
conduct.  But  let  us  see  what  we  should  get  by 
submission.  So  far  from  gaining,  it  will  be  easy 
to  demonstrate,  that  if  we  were  to  submit,  we 
should  be  only  remunerated  with  disgrace  and 


Wedkesdat,  December  7. 

Mr.  Sat  presented  memorials  from  sundry 
late  officers  in  the  Pennsylvania  line  of  the  Ee- 
volutionary  army,  stating  that,  from  the  peculiar 
circumstances  of  the  memorialists,  they  have 
been  compelled  to  dispose  of  the  certificates  of 
pay  and  commutation  granted  them  for  military 
services  rendered  to  the  United  States  ;  and 
praying  such  relief  in  the  premises  as  to  the 
wisdom  and  justice  of  Congress  shall  seem  meet. 

Mr.  Whaeton  presented  a  petition  from  sun- 
dry late  officers  of  the  Massachusetts,  Pennsyl- 
vania, Maryland,  Vii-ginia,  and  North  Carolina 
lines  of  the  said  Kevolutionary  arm,  to  the  like 
effect. 

The  said  memorials  and  petition  were  read, 
and  ordered  to  lie  on  the  table. 

Mr.  DuEELL  moved  that  the  House  do  come 
to  the  following  resolution : 

Resolved,  That  it  be  the  duty  of  the  Clerk  of  this 
House  to  furnish  the  Representatives  in  Congress 
from  each  State  in  the  Union,  for  the  time  heing,  and 
the  Delegates  from  each  of  the  Territories  thereof, 
with  one  copy  of  every  public  document,  including 
the  laws  and  journals  printed  by  order  of  the  House, 
to  be  by  them  transmitted  to  the  principal  seminary 
of  learning  in  each  State  and  Territory,  respectively. 

The  resolution  was  read,  and,  on  motion  of 
Mr.  Baoost,  ordered  to  lie  on  the  table. 

Foreign  JRelations. 
The  House  then  resumed  the  consideration 
of  the  first  member  of  the  first  resolution  re- 
ported on  Thursday  last,  from  the  Committee  of 
the  Whole,  which  was  depending  yesterday  at 
the  time  of  adjournment,  in  the  words  follow- 
ing, to  wit : 

"Resolved,  That  the  United  States  cannot,  without 
a  sacrifice  of  their  rights,  honor,  and  independence, 
submit  to  the  late  edicts  of  Great  Britain." 

Mr.  G.  W.  Campbell  concluded  his  observa- 
tions of  yesterday,  as  given  entire  in  preceding 


Mr.  QtiiNCY.— Mr.  Speaker,  I  offer  myself  to 
the  view  of  this  House  with  a  very  sensible  em- 
barrassment, in  attempting  to  follow  the  honor- 
able gentleman  from  Tennessee  (Mr.  Campbell) 
— a  gentleman  who  holds  so  distinguished  a 
sta,tion  on,  this  floor,  through  thy  blessing,  Mr. 


Speaker,  on  his  talents  and  industry.  I  place 
myself  with  much  reluctance  in  competition 
with  this,  our  great  political  .^neas,  an  illustri- 
ous leader  of  antiquity,  whom,  in  his  present 
relations,  and  in  his  present  objects,  the  gentle- 
man from  Tennessee  not  a  little  resembles; 
since,  in  order  to  evade  the  ruin  impending 
over  our  cities — taking  my  honorable  colleague 
(Mr.  Bacon)  by  one  hand,  and  the  honorable 
gentleman  from  Maryland  (Mr.  Montgombey) 
by  the  other  (little  liilus  and  wife  Creusa) — ^he 
is  posting  away  into  the  woods  with  Fathw 
Anchises  and  all  the  household  gods. 

When  I  had  the  honor  of  addressing  this 
House  a  few  days  ago,  I  touched  this  famous 
report  of  our  Committee  of  Foreign  Kelations 
perhaps  alittle  too  carelessly ;  perhaps  I  handled 
it  a  Uttle  too  roughly,  considering  its  tender 
age,  and  the  manifest  delicacy  of  its  constitution. 
But,  sir,  I  had  no  idea  of  affecting  very  exqui&- 
itely  the  sensibilities  of  any  gentleman.  I  thought 
that  this  was  a  common  report  of  one  of  our 
ordinary  committees,  which  I  had  a  right  to 
canvass  or  to  slight,  to  applaud  or  to  censure, 
without  raising  any  extraordinary  concern, 
either  here  or  elsewhere.  But,  from  the  gen- 
eral excitement  which  my  inconsiderate  treat- 
ment of  this  subject  occasions,  I  fear  that  I  have 
been  mistaken.  This  can  be  no  mortal  fabric, 
Mr.  Speaker.  This  must  be  that  image  which 
fell  down  from  Jupiter,  present  or.  future. 
Surely,  nothing  but  a  being  of  celestial  origin 
would  raise  such  a  tumult  in  minds  tempered 
like  those  which  lead  the  destinies  of  this  House. 
Sir,  I  thought  that  this  report  had  been  a  com- 
mon piece  of  wood — inutile  lignum — just  such 
a  piece  of  wood  as  any  day-laborer  might  have 
hewed  out  in  an  hour,  had  he  health  and  a 
hatchet.  But  it  seems  that  our  honorable  chair- 
man of  the  Committee  of  Foreign  Kelations, 
maluit  esse  Deum.  Well,  sir,  I  have  no  objec- 
tions. If  the  workmen  will,  a  god  it  shsdl  bo. 
I  only  wish,  that  when  gentlemen  bring  their 
sacred  things  upon  this  floor,  that  they  would 
blow  a  trumpet  before  them,  as  the  heathens 
do,  on  such  occasions,  to  the  end  that  aU  true 
believers  may  prepare  themselves  to  adore  and 
tremble,  and  that  all  unbelievers  may  turn  aside, 
and  not  disturb  their  devotions. 

I  assure  gentlemen  that  I  meant  to  commit 
no  sacrilege.  I  had  no  intention,  sir,  of  can- 
vassing very  strictly  this  report.  I  supposed, 
•that  when  it  had  been  published  and  circulated, 
it  had  answered  all  the  purposes  of  its  authors, 
and  I  felt  no  disposition  to  interfere  witb  them. 
But  the  House  is  my  witness  that  I  am  com- 
pelled,  by  the  clamor  raised  on  all  sides  by  the 
friends  of  the  Administration,  to  descend  to  par- 
ticulars, and  to  examine  it  somewhat  minutely. 

My  honorable  colleague  (Mr.  Bacon)  was 
pleased  the  other  day  to  assert :- Sir,  in  re- 
ferring to  his  observations,  on  a  former  occasion, 
I  beg  the  House  not  to  imagine  that  I  am  about 
to  follow  him.  No,  sir ;  I  will  neither  follow 
nor  imitate  him.  I  hang  upon  no  man's  sku-ta  • 
I  run  barking  at  no  man's  heel.    I  canvass  prin- 
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pies  and  measures  solely  with  a  view  to  the 
reat  interests  of  my  country.  The  idea  of  per- 
mal  victory  is  lost  in  the  total  ahsorption  of 
snse  and  mind  in  the  impending  consequences, 
say  he  was  pleased  to  assert  that  I  had  dealt 
1  general  allegations  against  this  report,  with- 
ut  pointing  out  any  particular  objection.  And 
le  honorable  chairman  (Mr.  Oampbell)  has 
^iterated  the  charge.  Both  have  treated  this 
Ueged  omission  with  no  little  asperity.  Yet, 
ir,  it  is  very  remarkable,  that,  so  far  from  deal- 
ig  in  general  allegations,  I  explicitly  stated  my 
bjections.  The  alternatives  presented  by  the 
eport — war  or  suspension  of  our  rights,  and 
he  recommendation  of  the  latter,  rather  than 
ake  the  risk  of  the  former,  I  expressly  censured. 

went  further.  I  compared  these  alternatives 
fith  an  extract  from  an  address  made  by  the 
irst  Continental  Congress  to  the  inhabitants  of 
irreat  Britain,  and  attempted  to  show,  by  way 
if  contrast,  what  I  thought  the  disgraceful 
pirit  of  the  report.  Yet,  these  gentlemen  com- 
ilain  that  I  dealt  in  general  allegations.    Before 

close,  sir,  they  will  have,  I  hope,  no  reason  to 
epeat  such  objections.  I  trust  I  shall  be  parti- 
ular,  to  their  content. 

Before  entering  upon  an  examination  of  this 
eport,  it  may  be  useful  to  recollect  how  it  ori- 
;inated.  By  the  third  section  of  the  second 
irticle  of  the  constitution,  it  is  declared  that 
he  President  of  the  United  States  "  shall,  from 
ime  to  time,  give  to  Congress  information  of 
he  state  of  the  Union,  and  recommend  to  their 
lonsideration  such  measures  as  he  shall  judge 
lecessary  and  expedient."  It  is,  then,  the  duty 
if  the  President  to  recommend  such  measures 
s  in  his  judgment  Congress  ought  to  adopt.  A 
;i-eat  crisis  is  impending  over  our  country.  It 
3  a  time  of  alarm,  and  peril,  and  distress.  How 
las  the  President  performed  this  constitutional 
[uty?  Why,  after  recapitulating,  in  a  formal 
Message,  our  dangers  and  his  trials,  he  express- 
a  his  confidence  that  we  shall,  "  with  an  un- 
irring  regard  to  the  essential  rights  and  interests 
if  the  nation,  weigh  and  compare  the  painful 
ilternatives  out  of  which  a  choice  is  to  be 
nade,"  and  that  "  the  alternative  chosen  will 
)e  maintained  with  fortitude  and  patriotism." 
!n  this  way  our  Chief  Magistrate  performs  his 
luty.  A  storm  is  approaching  ;  the  captain 
jails  his  choice  hands  upon  deck  ^  leaves  the 
■udder  swinging,  and  sets  the  crew  to  scuffle 
ibout  alternatwes!  This  Message,  pregnant 
vith  nondescript  alternatives,  is  received  by 
his  House.  And  what  do  we?  Why,  consti- 
ute  a  great  Committee  of  Foreign  Kelations, 
ind,  lest  they  should  not  have  their  attention 
ompletely  occupied  by  the  pressing  exigencies 
if  those  with  Prance  and  Great  Britain,  they 
,re  endowed  with  the  whole  mass — British, 
Spanish,  and  French ;  Barbary  Powers  and  In- 
lian  neighbors.  And  what  does  this  committee 
[o  ?  Why,  after  seven  days'  solemn  conclave, 
hey  present  to  this  House  an  illustrious  report, 
oaded  with  alternatives — ^nothing  but  alterna- 
ives.    The  cold  meat  of  the  palace  is  hashed 


and  served  up  to  us,  piping  hot,  from  our  com- 
mittee room. 

In,  considering  this  report,  I  shall  pay  no  at- 
tention to  either  its  beginning  or  its  conclusion. 
The  former  consists  of  shavings  from  old  docu- 
ments, and  the  latter  of  birdlime  for  new  con- 
verts. The  twelfth  page  is  the  heart  of  this 
report ;  that  I  mean  to  canvass.  And  I  do  as- 
sert, that  there  is  not  one  of  all  the  principal 
positions  contained  in  it  which  is  true,  in  the 
sense  and  to  the  extent  assumed  by  the  com- 
mittee.   Let  us  exijpiine  each,  separately : 

"  Your  committee  can  perceive  no  other  alterna- 
tive bnt  atject  and  degrading  submission,  war  with 
both  nations,  or  a  continuance  and  enforcement  of 
the  present  suspension  of  onr  commerce." 

Here  is  a  tri-forked  alternative.  Let  us  con- 
sider each  branch,  and  see  if  either  be  true,  in 
the  sense  assumed  by  the  committee.  The  first 
— "  abject  and  degrading  submission" — takes 
two  things  for  granted :  that  trading,  pending 
the  edicts  of  France  and  Great  Britain,  is  sub- 
mission ;  and  next  that  it  is  submission,  in  its 
nature,  abject  and  degrading.  Neither  is  true. 
It  is  not  submission  to  trade,  pending  those 
edicts,  because  they  do  not  command  you  to 
trade ;  they  command  you  not  to  trade.  When 
you  refuse  to  trade,  you  submit ;  not  when  you 
carry  on  that  trade,  as  far  as  you  can,  which 
they  prohibit.  Again,  it  is  not  true  that  such 
trading  is  abject  and  disgraceful,  and  that,  too, 
upon  the  principles  avowed  by  the  advocates  of 
this  report.  Trading,  while  these  edicts  are 
suspended  over  our  commerce,  is  submission, 
say  they,  because  we  have  not  physical  force  to 
resist  the  power  of  these  belligerents ;  of  course, 
if  we  trade,  we  must  submit  to  these  restrictions, 
not  having  power  to  evade  or  break  through 
them.  Now,  admit,  for  the  sake  of  argument, 
(what  however  in  fact  I  deny,)  that  the  belli- 
gerents have  the  power  to  carry  into  effect  their 
decrees  so  perfectly;  that,  by  reason  of  the' 
orders  of  Great  Britain,  we  ai-e  physically  dis- 
abled from  going  to  France ;  and  that,  by  the 
edicts  of  France,  we  are  in  like  manner  disabled 
from  going  to  Great  Britain.  If  such  be  our 
case,  in  relation  to  these  powers,  the  question  is, 
whether  submitting  to  exercise  all  the  trade 
which  remains  to  us,  notwithstanding  these 
edicts,  is  "  abjeot  and  degrading." 

In  the  first  place,  I  observe,  that  submission 
is  not,  to  beings  constituted  as  we  are,  always 
"abject  and  degrading."  We  submit  to  the 
decrees  of  Providence — to  the  laws  of  our  na- 
ture. Absolute  weakness  submits  to  absolute 
power ;  and  there  is  nothing  in  such  submission 
shameful  or  degrading.  It  is  no  dishonor  for 
finite  not  to  contend  with  infinite.  There  is  no 
loss  of  reputation  if  creatures,  such  as  men, 
perform  not  impossibihties.  If  then  it  be  true, 
in  the  sense  asserted  by  some  of  the  advocates 
of  this  report,  that  it  is  physically  impossible 
for  us  to  trade  with  France  and  Great  Britain 
and  their  dependencies,  by  reason  of  these 
edicts,  still  there  is  nothing  "  abject  or  degrad- 
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ing"  in  carrying  on  such  trade  as  these  edicts 
leave  open  to  us,  let  it  be  never  bo  small  or 
so  trifling ;  wMoh,  however,  it  might  be  pasily 
shown,  as  it  has  been,  that  it  is  neither  theone 
nor  the  other.  Sir,  in  this  point  of  view,  it  is 
no  more  disgraceful  for  us  to  trade  to  Sweden, 
to  China,  to  the  Northwest  coast,  or- to  Spain 
and  her  dependencies — ^not  one  of  which  coun- 
tries is  now  included  in  those  edicts — ^than  it  is 
disgraceful  for  us  to  walk,  because  we  are  unable 
to  fly ;  no  more  than  it  is  shameful  for  man  to 
use  and  enjoy  the  surface  of  this' globe,  because 
he  has  not  at  his  command  the  whole  circle  of 
nature,  and  cannot  range  at  will  over  aU  the 
glorious  spheres  which  constitute  the  imiverse. 

The  gentleman  from  Tennessee  (Mr.  Camp- 
bell) called  upon  us  just  now  to  tell  him  what 
was  disgracefid  submission,  if  carrying  on  com- 
merce under  these  restrictions  was  not  such  sub- 
mission. I  will  tell  that  gentleman.  That  sub- 
mission is  "  abject  and  disgraceful "  which 
yields  to  the  decrees  of  frail  and  feeble  power, 
as  though  they  were  irresistible ;  which  takes 
counsel  of  fear,  and  weighs  not  our  comparative 
force;  which  abandons  the  whole,  at  a  sum- 
mons to  deliver  up  a  part ;  which  makes  the 
will  of  others  the  measure  of  rights,  which  God 
and  nature  not  only  have  constituted  eternal  and 
unalienable,  but  have  also  endued  us  with  ample 
means  to  maintain. 

My  argument  on  this  clause  of  the  report  of 
the  committee  may  be  presented  in  this  form : 
either  the  United  States  have  or  they  have  not 
.physical  ability  to  carry  on  commerce  in  de- 
fiance of  the  edicts  of  both  or  of  either  of  these 
nations.  If  we  have  not  physical  ability  to 
carry  on  the  trade  which  they  prohibit,  then  it 
is  no  disgrace  to  exercise  that  commerce  which 
these  irresistible  decrees  permit.  If  we  have 
such  physical  ability,  then,  to  the  degree  in 
which  we  abandon  that  commerce  which  we 
have  power  to  carry  on,  is  our  submission 
"abject  and  disgraceful."  It  is  yielding  without 
a  struggle ;  it  is  sacrificing  our  rights,  not  be- 
cause we  have  not  force,  but  because  we  have 
-not  spirit  to  maintain  them.  It  is  in  this  point 
of  view  that  I  am  disgusted  with  this  report.  It 
abjures  what  it  recommends;  it  declaims,  in 
heroics,  against  submission,  and  proposes,  in 
creeping  prose,  a  tame  and  servile  subserviency. 
It  cannot  be  concealed,  let  gentlemen  try  as 
much  as  they  will,  that  we  can  trade,  not  only 
with  one,  but  with  both  these  belligerents,  not- 
withstanding these  restricllve  decrees.  The  risk 
to  Great  Britain  against  French  capture  scarcely 
amounts  to  two  per  cent.;  that  to  France 
against  Great  Britain  is  unquestionably  much 
greater.  But,  what  is  that  to  us?  It  is  not  our 
fault,  if  the  power  of  Britain  on  the  ocean  is 
superior  to  that  of  Bonaparte.  It  is  equal  and 
exact  justice  between  both  nations  for  us  to 
trade  with  both,  as  far  as  it  is  in  our  power. 
Great  as  the  power  of  Britain  is  on  the  ocean, 
the  enterprise  and  intrepidity  of  our  merchants 
are  more  than  a  match  for  it.  They  will  get 
your  products  to  the  Continent  in  snite  of  her 


navy.  But  suppose  they  do  not ;  suppose  they 
fail,  and  are  captured  in  the  attempt ;  what  is 
that  to  us  ?  After  we  have  given  them  full 
notice  of  all  their  dangers,  and  perfect  warning, 
either  of  our  inability  or  of  our  determination 
not  to  protect  them,  if  they  take  the  risk,  it  is 
at  their  peril.  And,  upon  whom  does  the  loss 
fall  1  As  it  does  now,  through  the  operation 
of  your  embargo,  on  the  planter,  on  the  farmer, 
on  the  mechanic,  on  the  day-laborer  ?  No,  sir ; 
on  the  insurer — on  the  capitalist — on  those  who 
in  the  full  exercise  of  their  intelligence,  ap- 
prised of  all  the  circumstances,  are  willing  to 
take  the  hazard  for  the  sake  of  the  profit. 

I  will  illustrate  my  general  idea  by  a  suppo- 
sition. There  are  two  avenues  to  the  ocean 
from  the  harbor  of  New  York — by  the  Narrows, 
and  through  Long  Island  Sound.  Suppose  the 
fleets,  both  of  France  and  Grreat  Britain,  should 
block  up  the  Narrows,  so  that  to  pass  them 
would  be  physically  impossible,  in  the  relative 
state  of  our  naval  force.  Will  gentlemen 
seriously  contend  that  there  would  be  any  thing 
"  abject  or  disgraceful,"  if  the  people  of  New 
York  should  submit  to  carry  on  their  trade 
through  the  Sound?  Would  the  remedy  for 
this  interference  with  our  rights  be  abandoning 
the  ocean  altogether  ?  Again  :  suppose,  that 
instead  of  both  nations  blockading  the  same 
point,  each  should  station  its  force  at  a  different 
one — France  at  the  mouth  of  the  Sound,  Britain 
at  the  Nan'ows.  In  such  case,  would  staying 
at  home,  and  refusing  any  more  to  go  upon  the 
sea,  be  an  exercise  of  independence  in  the  citi- 
zens of  New  York  ?  Great  philosophers  may 
call  it  "  dignified  retirement,"  if  they  wiU.  I 
call  it,  and  I  am  mistaken  if  the  people  would 
not  c^  it,  "  base  and  abject  submission."  Sir, 
what  in  such  a  case  would  be  true  honor  ?  Why, 
to  consider  well  which  adversary  is  the  weakest, 
and  cut  our  way  to  our  rights  through  the  path 
Which  he  obstructs.  Having  removed  the 
smaller  impediment,  we  should  return  with 
courage,  strengthened  by  trial  and  animated  by 
success,  to  the  relief  of  our  rights,  from  the 
pressure  of  the  strongest  assailant.  But,  all  this 
is  war ;  and  war  is  never  to  be  incurred.  If 
this  be  the  national  principle,  avow  it;  tell 
your  merchants  you  will  not  protect  them ;  but, 
for  Heaven's  sake,  do  not  deny  them  the  power 
of  relieving  their  own  and  the  nation's  burdens, 
by  the  exercise  of  their  own  ingenuity.  Sir, 
impassable  as  the  barriers  offered  by  these 
edicts  are  in  the  estimation  of  members  on  lids 
fioor,  the  merchants  abroad  do  not  estimate 
them  as  insurmountable.  Their  anxiety  to  risk 
their  property,  in  defiance  of  them,  is  full  evi- 
dence of  this.  The  great  danger  to  mercantile 
mgenuity  is  internal  envy— the  corrosion  of 
weakness  or  prejudice.  Its  external  hazard  is 
ever  mfinitely  smaller.  That  practical  intelli- 
gence which  this  class  of  men  possesses,  beyond 
any  other  in  the  community,  excited  by  self- 
mterest— the  strongest  of  human  passions— is 
too  elastic  to  be  confined  by  the  limits  of  ex- 
terior human  powers,  however  great  or  uncom- 
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mon.  Build  a  Chinese  wall,  and  the  wit  of  your 
merchants,  if  permitted  freely  to  operate,  will 
break  through  it  or  overleap  it,  or  undercreepit. 

"  mille  adde  catenas 


Efiugiet  tamen,  hsec  sceleratus  vincula  Proteus." 

The  second  branch  of  the  alternatives  under 
consideration  is  equally  deceptive — "  War  with 
both  nations."  Can  this  ever  be  an  alternative  ? 
Did  you  ever  read  in  history,  can  you  conceive 
in  fancy,  a  war  of  two  nations,  each  of  whom 
is  at  war  with  the  other,  without  a  union  with 
one  against  the  other  immediately  resulting? 
It  cannot  exist  in  nature.  The  very  idea  is 
absurd.  It  never  can  be  an  alternative,  whe- 
ther we  shall  find  two  nations  each  hostile  to 
the  other.  But  it  may  be,  and  if  we  ai-e  to 
fight  at  all,  it  is  a  very  serious  question,  which  of 
the  two  we  are  to  select  as  an  adversary.  As  to 
the  third  branch  of  these  celebrated  alternatives, 
"a continuance  and  enforcement  of  the  present 
system  of  commerce,"  I  need  not  spend  time  to 
show  that  this  does  not  include  aU  the  alterna- 
tives which  exist  under  this  head — since  the 
committee  immediately  admit,  that  there  does 
exist  another  alternative,  "partial  repeal," 
about  which  they  proceed  to  reason. 

The  report  proceeds.  "The  first"  (abject 
and  degrading  submission)  "  cannot  require 
any  discussion."  Certainly  not.  Submission 
of  that  quality  which  the  committee  assume, 
and  with  the  epithets  of  which  they  choose  to 
invest  it,  can  never  require  discussion  at  any 
time.  But,  whether  trading  under  these  orders 
and  decrees  be  such  submission,  whether  we 
are  not  competent  to  resist  them  in  part,  if  not 
in  whole,  without  a  total  abandonment  of  the 
exercise  of  all  our  maritime  rights,  the  com- 
parative effects  of  the  edicts  of  each  upon  our 
coEomerce  and  the  means  we  possess  to  influ- 
ence or  control  either,  are  all  fair  and  proper 
subjects  of  discussion ;  some  of  which  the  com- 
mittee have  wholly  neglected  and  none  of  which 
have  they  examined,  as  the  House  had  a  right 
to  expect. 

The  committee  proceed  "  to  dissipate  the  illu- 
sion "that  there  is  any  "middle  course,"  and 
to  reassert  the  position  before  examined,  that 
"there  is  no  otiier  alternative  than  war  with 
both  nations,  or  a  continuance  of  the  present 
system."  This  position  they  undertake  to  sup- 
port by  two  assertions.  First,  that  "  war  with 
one  of  the  belligerents  only,  would  be  submis- 
sion to  the  edicts  and  will  of  the  other."  Sec- 
ond, that  "  repeal  in  whole  or  in  part  of  the 
embargo,  must  necessarily  be  war  or  submission." 

Ah  to  the  first  assertion,  it  is  a  miserable  fal- 
lacy, confounding  coincidence  of  interest  with 
subjection  of  will ;  things  in  their  nature  pal- 
pably distinct.  A  man  may  do  what  another 
wills,  nay,  what  he  commands,  and  not  act  in 
submission  to  his  will,  or  in  obedience  to  his 
command.  Our  interest  or  duty  may  coincide 
with  the  line  of  conduct  another  presumes  to 
prescribe.  ShaU  we  vindicate  our  independ- 
ence at  the  expense  of  our  social   or  moral 
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obligations?  I  exemplify  my  idea  in  this  way. 
Two  bullies  beset  your  door,  from  which  there 
are  but  two  avenues.  One  of  them  forbids  you 
to  go  by  the  left,  the  other  forbids  you  to  go  by 
the  right  avenue.  Each  is  willing  that  you 
should  pass  by  the  way  which  he  permits.  In 
such  case,  what  will  you  do  ?  Will  you  keep 
house  forever,  rather  than  make  choice  of  the 
path  through  which  you  wiU  resume  your  ex- 
ternal rights  ?  Ton  cannot  go  both  ways  at 
once,  you  must  make  your  election.  Yet,  in 
making  such  ela(8tion,  yon  must  necessarily 
coincide  with  the  wishes  and  act  according  to 
the  commands  of  one  of  the  bullies.  Yet  who, 
before  this  committee,  ever  thought  an  election 
of  one  of  two  inevitable  courses,  made  under 
such  circumstances,  "abject  and  degrading  sub- 
mission "  to  the  will  of  either  of  the  assailants  ? 
The  second  assertion,  that  "repeal  in  whole  or 
in  part  of  the  embargo  must  necessarily  be  war 
or  submission,"  the  committee  proceed  to 
maintain  by  several  subsidiary  assertions.  First 
— "a  general  repeal  without  arming  would  be 
submission  to  both  nations."  So  far  from  this 
being  true,  the  reverse  is  the  fact ;  it  would  be 
submission  to  neither.  Great  Britaia  does  not 
say,  "  yon  shall  trade  with  me."  France  does 
not  say,  "you  shall  trade  with  me."  If  this  was 
the  language  of  their  edicts,  there  might  be  some 
color  for  the  assertion  of  the  committee,  that 
if  we  trade  with  either  we  submit.  The  edicts 
of  each  declare  you  shall  not  trade  with  my  ad- 
versary. Our  servile  knee-crooking  embargo 
says,  "you  shall,  therefore,  not  trade."  Can 
any  submission  be  more  palpable,  more  "abject, 
more  disgraceful  ?  "  A  general  repeal  without 
arming,  would  be  only  an  exercise  of  our 
natural  rights,  under  the  protection  of  our 
mercantile  ingenuity,  and  not  under  that  of 
physical  power.  Whether  om-  merchants  shall 
arm  or  not,  is  a  question  of  political  expediency 
and  of  relative  force.  It  may  be  very  true  that 
we  can  fight  our  way  to  neither  country,  and 
yet  it  may  be  also  very  true,  that  we  may 
carry  on  a  very  important  commerce  with  both. 
The  strength  of  the  national  arm  may  not  be 
equal  to  contend  with  either,  and  yet  the  wit 
of  our  merchants  may  be  over-match  for  the 
edicts  of  all.  The  question  of  arming  or  not 
arming,  has  reference  only  to  the  mode  in 
which  we  shall  best  enjoy  our  rights,  and  not 
at  aU  to  the  quality  of  the  act  of  trading  during 
these  edicts.  To  exercise  commerce  is  our  ab- 
solute right.  K  we  arm,  we  may  possibly  ex- 
tend the  field  beyond  that  which  mere  inge- 
nuity would  open  to  us.  Whether  the  extension 
thus  acquired  be  worthy  of  the  risk  and  expense, 
is  a  fair  question.  But,  decide  it  either  way, 
how  is  trading  as  far  as  we  have  ability,  made 
less  abject  than  not  trading  at  all? 

I  come  to  the  second  subsidiary  assertion. 
"  A  general  repeal  and  arming  of  merchant  ves- 
sels, would  be  war  with  both,  and  war  of  the 
worst  kind,  suffering  the  enemies  to  plunder  ns, 
without  retaliation  upon  them." 

I  have  before  exposed  the  absurdity  of  a 
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war  with  two  belligerents,  each  hostile  to  the 
other.  It  cannot  be  true,  therefore,  that  "  a 
general  repeal  and  arming  our  merchant  ves- 
sels," would  be  such  a  war.  Neither  if  war 
resulted,  would  it  be  "  war  of  the  worst  kind." 
In  my  humble  apprehension,  a  war,  in  which 
our  enemies  are  permitted  to  plunder  us,  and 
our  merchants  not  permitted  to  defend  their 
property,  is  somewhat  worse  than  a  war  like 
this  ;  in  which,  with  arms  in  their  hands,  our 
brave  seamen  might  sometimes  prove  too  strong 
for  their  piratical  assailants.  By  the  whole 
amount  of  property  which  we  might  be  able 
to  preserve  by  these  means,  would  such  a  war 
be  better  than  that  in  which  we  are  now  en- 
gaged. For  the  committee  assure  us,  that  the 
aggressions  to  which  we  are  subject,,  "  are  to 
aU  intents  and  purposes  a  maritime  war,  waged 
with  both  nations  against  the  United  States." 

The  last  assertion  of  the  committee,  in  this 
most  masterly  page  is,  that  "  a  partial  repeal 
must  from  the  situation  of  Europe,  necessarily 
be  actual  submission  to  one  of  the  aggressors, 
and  war  with  the  other."  In  the  name  of  com- 
mon sense,  how  can  this  be  true  ?  The  trade 
to  Swedenj  to  Spain,  to  China,  is  not  now 
affected  by  the  orders  or  decrees  of  either  bel- 
ligerent. How  is  it  submission,  then,  to  these 
orders  for  us  to  trade  to  Gottenburg,  when  nei- 
ther France  nor  Britain  command,  nor  pro- 
hibit it  ?  Of  what  consequence  is  it  to  us  what 
way  the  Gottenburg  merchant  disposes  of  our 
products,  after  he  has  paid  us  our  price  ?  I  am 
not  about  to  deny  that  a  trade  to  Gottenburg 
would  defeat  the  purpose  of  coercing  Great 
Britain,  through  the  want  of  our  supplies,  but 
I  reason  on  the  report  upon  its  avowed  prin- 
ciples. If  gentlemen  adhere  to  their  system,  as 
a  means  of  coercion,  let  the  Administration 
avow  it  as  such,  and  support  the  systeni,  by 
arguments,  such  as  their  Mends  use  every  day 
on  this  floor.  Let  them  avow,  as  those  friends 
do,  that  this  is  our  mode  of  hostility  against 
Great  Britain.  That  it  is  better  than  "  ball  and 
gunpowder."  Let  them  show  that  the  means 
are  adequate  to  the  end;  let  them  exhibit  to  us, 
beyond  the  term  of  all  this  suffering,  a  happy 
salvation,  and  a  glorious  victory,  and  the  peo- 
ple may  then  submit  to  it,  even  without  mur- 
mur. But  while  the  Administration  support 
their  system  only  as  a  municipal  regulation,  as 
a  means  of  safety  and  preservation,  those  who 
canvass  their  principle  are  not  called  upon  to 
contest  with  them  on  ground,  which  not  only 
they  do  not  take,  but  which,  oflBcially,  they 
disavow.  As  partial  repeal  would  not  be  sub- 
mission to  either,  so,  also,  it  would  not  be  war 
with  either.  A  trade  to  Sweden  would  not  be 
war  with  Great  Britain ;  that  nation  is  her  ally, 
and  she  permits'  it.  Nor  with  France,  though 
Sweden  is  her  enemy,  she  does  n6t  prohibit  it. 
Ah !  but  say  the  committee,  "  a  measure  which 
would  supply  exclusively  one  of  the  belligerents, 
would  be  war  with  the  other."  This  is  the 
State  secret ;  this  is  the  master-key  to  the  whole 
policy.    Yon  must  not  only  do  what  the  letter 


of  these  orders  prohibits,  but  you  must  not  sin 
against  the  spirit  of  them.  The  great  purpose 
is,  to  prevent  your  product  from  getting  to  our 
enemy,  and  to  effect  this  yon  must  not  only  so 
act  as  to  obey  the  terms  of  the  decrees,  but 
keeping  the  great  purpose  of  them  always  in 
sight,  yon  must  extend  their  construction  to 
cases  which  they  cannot,  by  any  rule  of  reason, 
be  made  to  include. 

Sir,  I  have  done  with  this  report.  I  would  not 
have  submitted  to  the  task  of  canvassing  it,  if 
gentlemen  had  not  thrown  the  gauntlet  with 
the  air  of  sturdy  defiance.  I  willingly  leave  to 
this  House  and  the  nation  to  decide  whether 
the  position  I  took  in  the  commencement  of  my 
argument  is  not  maintained ;  that  there  is  not 
one  of  the  principal  positions  contained  in  the 
12th  page,  the  heart  of  this  report,  which  is 
true,  in  the  sense  and  to  the  extent  assumed  by 
the  committee. 

It  was  under  these  general  impressions  that  I 
used  the  word  "  loathsome,"  which  has  so  often 
been  repeated.  Sir,  it  may  not  have  been  a  well 
chosen  word.  It  was  that  which  happened  to 
come  to  hand  first.  I  meant  to  express  my  dis- 
gust at  what  appeared  to  me  a  mass  of  bold  as- 
sumptions, and  of  illy-cemented  sophisms. 

I  said,  also,  that  "  the  spirit  which  it  breath- 
ed was  disgraceful."  Sir,  I  meant  no  reflection 
upon  the  committee.  Honest  men  and  wise 
men  may  mistake  the  character  of  the  spirit 
which  they  recommend,  or  by  which  they  are 
actuated.  When  called  upon  to  reason  con- 
cerning that  which,  by  adoption,  is  to  become 
identified  with  the  national  character,  I  am 
bound  to  speak  of  it  as  it  appears  to  my  vision.  I 
may  be  mistaken.  Yet,  I  ask  the  question :  is  not 
the  spirit  which  it  breathes  disgraceful?  Is  it 
not  disgraceful  to  abandon  the  exercise  of  all 
our  commercial  rights,  because  our  rivals  in- 
terfere with  a  part ;  not  only  to  refrain  from 
exercising  that  trade  which  they  prohibit,  but 
for  fear  of  giving  offence,  to  decline  that  which 
they  permit?  Is  it  not  disgraceful,  after  in- 
flammatory recapitulation  of  insults,  and  plun- 
derings,  and  burnings,  and  confiscations,  and 
murders,  and  actual  war  made  upon  us,  to  talk 
of  nothing  but  alternatives,  of  general  declara- 
tions, of  still  longer  suspension  of  our  rights,  and 
retreating  farther  out  of  "  harm's  way  ?  "  If 
this_  course  be  adopted  by  my  country,  I  hopel 
am  in  error  concerning  its  real  character.  But 
to  my  sense,  this  whole  report  is  nothing  else 
than  a  recommendation  to  us  Of  the  abandon- 
ment of  our  essential  rights  and  apologies  for 
domgit. 

Before  I  sit  down,  I  feel  myself  compelled  to 
notice  some  observations  which  have  been  made 
m  different  quarters  of  this  House  on  the  re- 
™f  "f  T^'tich,  at  an  early  stage  of  this  debate, 
i  had  the  honor  of  submitting  to  its  considera- 
tion. My  honorable  colleague  (Mr.  Baoon)  was  > 
pleased  to  represent  me  as  appealing  to  the 
people  over  the  heads  of  the  whole  Government 
against  the  authority  of  a  law  which  had  not 
only  the  sanction  of  all  the  legislative  branches 
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'  the  Government,  but  also  of  the  Judiciary. 
ir,  I  made  no  such  appeal.  I  did  not  so  much  | 
!  threaten  it.  I  admitted,  expressly,  the  bind- 
ig  authority  of  the  law.  But  I  claim  a  right, 
hich  I  ever  will  claim,  and  ever  will  exercise, 
)  urge,  on  this  floor,  my  opinion  of  the  unoon- 
itutionality  of  a  law,  and  my  reasons  for  that 
pinion,  as  a  valid  ground  for  its  repeal.  Sir, 
will  not  only  do  this,  I  will  do  more.  If  a 
iw  be,  in  my  apprehension,  dangerous  in  its 
rinoipies,  ruinous  in  its  consequences,  above 
11  if  it  be  unconstitutional,  I  will  not  fail  in 
very  fair  and  honorable  way  to  awaken  the 
eople  to  a  sense  of  their  peril ;  and  to  quicken 
biem,  by  the  exercise  of  their  constitutional 
rivileges,  to  vindicate  themselves  and  their 
osterity  from  ruin. 

My  honorable  colleague  (Mr.  Baoon)  was 
Iso  pleased  to  refer  to  me,  "  as  a  man  of  divi- 
ions  and  distinctions,  waging  war  with  adverbs, 
nd  dealing  in  figures."  Sir,  I  am  soiTy  that 
ly  honorable  colleague  should  stoop  "  from  his 
iride  of  place,"  at  such  humble  game  as  my 
loor  style  presents  to  him.  Certainly,  Mr. 
Ipeaker,  I  cannot  but  confess  that,  "  deeming 
ligh  "  of  the  station  which  I  hold ;  standing,  as 
b  were,  in  the  awful  presence  of  an  assembled 
leople,  I  am  more  than  ordinarily  anxious,  on 
,11  occasions,  to  select  the  best  thoughts  in  my 
larrow  storehouse,  and  to  adapt  to  them  the 
nost  appropriate  di-ess  in  my  intellectual  ward- 
■obe.  I  know  not  whether,  on  this  account,  I 
im  justly  obnoxious  to  the  asperity  of  my 
lonorable  colleague.  But,  on  the  subject  of 
igures,  sir,  this  I  know,  and  cannot  refrain 
rom  assuring  this  House  that,  as  on  the  one 
land,  I  shall,  to  the  extent  of  my  humble 
alents,  always  be  ambitious,  and  never  cease 
triving  to  make  a  decent  figure  on  this  floor ; 
o,  on  the  other,  I  never  can  be  ambitious,  but, 
in  the  contrar}',  shall  ever  strive  chiefly  to 
ivoid  cutting  a  figure  like  my  honorable  col- 
eague. 

The  gentleman  from  Georgia,  (Mr.  Tkoitp,) 
he  other  day,  told  this  House  that,  if  com- 
nerce  were  permitted,  such  was  the  state  of  our 
breign  relations,  none  but  bankrupts  woidd 
iarry  on  trade.  Sir,  the  honorable  gentleman 
las  not  attained  correct  information  in  this 
jarticular.  I  do  not  beheve  that  I  state  any 
;hing  above  the  real  fact,  when  I  say  that,  on 
;he  day  this  Legislature  assembled,  one  hundred 
ressels,  at  least,  were  lying  in  the  different 
)orts  and  harbors  of  New  England  loaded,  rid- 
ng  at  single  anchor,  ready  and  anxious  for 
lothing  so  much  as  for  your  leave  to  depart. 
Certainly,  this  does  not  look  much  like  any 
loubt  that  a  field  of  advantageous  commerce 
vould  open,  if  you  would  unbar  the  door  to 
rour  citizens.  That  this  was  the  case  in  Mas- 
lachusetts  I  know.  Before  Heft  that  part  of  the 
sountry,  I  had  several  applications  from  men, 
vho  stated  that  they  had  property  in  such 
lituations,  and  solicitmg  me  to  give  them  the 
sarliest  information  of  your  probable  policy. 
Che  men  so  applying,  I  can  assure  the  House, 


were  no  bankrupts ;  but  intelligent  merchants, 
shrewd  to  perceive  their  true  interests;  keen 
to  pursue  them.  The  same  honorable  gentle- 
man was  also  pleased  to  speak  of  "  a  paltry 
trade  in  potash  and  codfish,"  and  to  refer  to  me 
as  the  Representative  of  men  who  raised  "beej^ 
and  pork,  and  butter  and  cheese,  and  potatoes 
and  cabbages."  Well,  sir,  I  confess  the  fact.  I 
am  the  Kepresentative,  in  part,  of  men,  the 
products  of  whose  industry  are  beef  and  pork, 
and  butter  and  cheese,  and  potatoes  and  cab- 
bages. And  let  me  tell  that  honorable  gentle- 
man, that  I  would  not  yield  the  honor  of  rep- 
resenting such  men,  to  be  the  Eepresentative 
of  all  the  growers  of  cotton  and  rice,  and  tobac- 
co and  indigo,  in  the  whole  world.  Sir,  the 
men  whom  I  represent,  not  only  raise  those 
humble  articles,  but  they  do  it  with  the  labor 
of  their  own  hands,  with  the  sweat  of  their 
own  brows.  And  by  this,  their  habitual  mode 
of  hardy  industry,  they  acquire  a  vigor  of  nerve, 
a  strength  of  muscle,  and  spirit  of  intelligence, 
somewhat  characteristic.  And  let  me  say  to 
that  honorable  gentleman,  that  the  men  of 
whom  I  speak  will  not,  at  his  call,  nor  at  the 
invitation  of  any  man  or  set  of  men  from  his 
quarter  of  the  Union,  undertake  to  "  drive  one 
another  into  the  ocean."  But,  on  the  contrary, 
whenever  they  once  realize  that  their  rights  are 
invaded,  they  will  unite,  like  a  band  of  brothers, 
and  drive  their  enemies  there. 

The  honorable  gentleman  from  Kentucky, 
(Mr.  Johnson,)  speaking  of  the  embargo,-  said, 
that  this  was  the  kind  of  conflict  which  our 
fathers  waged;  and  my  honorable  colleague 
(Mr.  Baoon)  made  a  poor  attempt  to  confound 
this  policy  with  the  non-intercourse  and  non- 
importation agreement  of  1Y74  and  177S.  Sir, 
nothing  can  be  more  dissimilar.  The  non-inter- 
course and  non-importation  agreement  of  that 
period,  so  far  from  destroying  commerce,  fos- 
tered and  encouraged  it.  The  trade  with  Great 
Britain  was  indeed  voluntarily  obstructed,  but 
the  enterprise  of  our  merchants  found  a  new 
incentive  in  the  commerce  with  all  the  other 
nations  of  the  globe,  which  succeeded  immedi- 
ately on  our  escape  from  the  monopoly  of  the 
mother  country.  Our  navigation  was  never 
suspended.  The  field  of  commerce  at  that  period, 
so  far  from  being  blasted  by  pestiferous  regula- 
tions, was  extended  by  the  effect  of  the  restric- 
tions adopted. 

But  let  us  grant  all  that  they  assert.  Admit, 
for  the  sake  of  argument,  that  the  embargo, 
which  restrains  ns  now  from  communication 
with  all  the  world,  is  precisely  synonymous 
with  that  non-intercourse  and  non-importation 
which  restrained  u^  then  from  Great  Britain. 
Suppose  the  war,  which  we  now  wage  with  that 
nation,  is  in  every  respect  the  same  as  that 
which  our  fathers  waged  with  her  in  1774  and 
1775.  Have  we  from  the  effects  of  their  trial 
any  lively  hope  of  success  in  our  present  at- 
tempt ?  Did  our  fathers  either  effect  a  change 
in  her  injurious  policy  or  prevent  a  war  by 
non-intercourse  ?    Sir,  they  did  neither  the  one 
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nor  the  other.    Her  policy  was  never  changed 
until  she  had  been  beaten  on  our  soil,  in  an 
eight  years'  war.  Our  fathers  never  relied  upon 
non-intercourse  and  non-importation,  as  meas- 
ures of  hostile  coercion.      They  placed  their 
dependence    upon  them  solely  as  means  of 
pacific  influence  among  the  people  of  that  na- 
tion.   The  relation  in  which  this  country  stood 
at  that  time  with  regard  to  Great  Britain,  gave 
a  weight  and  a  potency  to  those  measures  then, 
which  in  our  present  relation  to  her,  we  can 
neither  hope  nor  imagine  possible.     At  that 
time  we  were  her  Colonies,  a  part  of  her  family. 
Our  prosperity  was  essentially  hers.    So  it  was 
avowed  in  this  country.     So  it  was  admitted  in 
Great  Britain.     Every  refusal  of  intercourse 
which  had  a  tendency  to  show  the  importance 
of  these  then  colonies  to  the  parent  counfay,  of 
the  part  to  the  whole,  was  a  natural  and  a  wise 
means  of  giving  weight  to  our  remonstrances. 
We  pretended  not  to  control,  but  to  influence, 
by  making  her  feel  our  importance.      In  this 
attempt  we  excited  no  national  pride  on  the 
other  side  of  the  Atlantic.   Our  success  was  no 
national  degradation,  for  the  more  we  developed 
our  resources  and  relative  weight,  the  more  we 
discovered  the  strength  and  resources  of  the 
British  power.     "We  were  the  component  parts 
of  it.      All  the  measures  of  the  Colonies,  an- 
tecedent to  the  Declaration  of  Independence, 
had  this  principle  for  their  basis.  As  such,  non- 
importation and  non-intercourse  were  adopted 
in  this  country.    As  such,  they  met  the  co- 
operation of  the  patriots  of  Great  Britain,  who 
deemed  themselves  deviating  from  none  of  their 
national  duties,  when  they  avowed  themselves 
the  allies  of  American  patriots,  to  drive,  through 
the  influence  of  the  loss  of  our  trade,  the  min- 
istry from    their  places,   or  their    measures. 
Those  patriots  did  co-operate  with  our  fathers, 
and  that  openly,  in  exciting  discontent,  under 
the  effect  of  our  non-intercourse  agreements.  In 
so  doing,  they  failed  in  none  of  their  obliga- 
tions to  their  sovereign.      In  no  nation  can  it 
ever  be  a  failure  of  duty  to  maintain  that  the 
safety  of  the  whole  depends  on  preserving  its 
due  weight  to  every  part.    Yet,  notwithstand- 
ing the  natural  and  little  suspicious  use  of  these 
instruments  of  influence,  notwithstanding  the 
zeal  of  the  American    people  coincided  with 
the  views  of  Congress,  and  a  mighty  party  ex- 
isted in  Great  Britain  openly  leagued,  with  our 
fathers,  to  give  weight  and  eflfect  to  their  meas- 
ures, they  did  not  effect  the  purposes  for  which 
they  were  put  into  operation.     The  British 
policy  was  not  abandoned.      War  was  not  pre- 
vented.   How  then  can  any  encouragement  be 
drawn  ftom  that  precedent,  .to  support  us  under 
the  privations  of  the  present  system  of  com- 
mercial suspension?     Can  any  nation  admit 
that  the  trade  of  another  is  so  important  to  her 
welfare,  as  that  on  its  being  withdrawn,  any 
obnoxious  policy  must  be  abandoned,  without 
at  the  same  time  admitting  that  she  is  no  longer 
independent?      Sir,  I  could  indeed  wish  that  it 


Britain,  but  the  whole  world,  by  opening  or 
closing  our  ports.  It  would  be  a  glorious  thing 
for  our  country  to  possess  such  a  mighty  wea- 
pon of  defence.  But,  acting  in  a  public  ca- 
pacity, with  the  high  responsibilities  resulting 
from  the  great  interests  dependant  upon  my 
decision,  I  cannot  yield  to  the  wishes  of  love- 
siclc  patriots,  or  the  visions  of  teeming  enthu- 
siasts; I  must  see  the  adequacy  of  means  to 
their  ends.  I  must  see,  not  merely  that  it  is 
very  desirable  that  Great  Britain  should  be 
brought  to  our  feet,  by  this  embargo,  but  that 
there  is  some  likelihood  of  such  a  consequence 
to  the  measure,  before  I  can  concur  in  that 
universal  distress  and  ruin  which,  if  much 
longer  continued,  will  inevitably  result  from  it. 
Since,  then,  every  dictate  of  sense  and.  reflec- 
tion convinces  me  of  the  utter  futility  of  this 
system,  as  a  means  of  coercion,  on  Great 
BritMn,  I  shall  not  hesitate  to  urge  its  abandon- 
ment No,  sir,  not  even  although,  like  others, 
I  should  be  assailed  by  aU  the  terrors  of  the 
outcry  of  British  influence. 

Really,  Mr.  Speaker,  I  know  not  how  to  ex- 
press the  shame  and  disgust  with  which  I  am 
tilled,  when  I  hear  language  of  this  kind  cast 
out  upon  this  floor,  and  thrown  in  the  faces  of 
men,  standing  justly  on  no  mean  height  in  the 
confidence  of  their  countrymen.  Sir,  I  did, 
indeed,  know  that  such  vulgar  aspersions  were 
circulating  among  the  lower  passions  of  our 
nature.  I  knew  that  such  vile  substances  were 
ever  tempering  between  the  paws  of  some 
printer's  devil.  I  knew  that  foul  exhalations 
like  these  daily  rose  in  our  cities,  and  crept 
along  the  ground,  just  as  high  as  the  spirits  of 
lampblack  and  saline  oil  could  elevate ;  falling, 
soon,  by  native  baseness,  into  oblivion,  in  the 
Jakes.  I  knew,  too,  that  this  species  of  party 
insinuation  was  a  mighty  engine,  in  this  quarter 
of  the  country,  on  an  election  day,  played  off 
from  the  top  of  a  stump,  or  the  top  of  ahogshead, 
while  the  gin  circulated,  while  barbacne  was 
roasting ;  in  those  happy,  fraternal  associations 
and  consociations,  when  those  who  speak,  utter 
without  responsibmty,  and  those  who  listen, 
hear  without  scrutiny.  But  little  did  I  think, 
that  such  odious  shapes  would  dare  to  obtrude 
themselves,  on  this  national  floor,  among  hon- 
orable men;— the  select  representatives,  the 
confidential  agents  of  a  wise,  a  thoughtful  and 
a  vu-tuous  people.  I  want  language  to  express 
my  contempt  and  indignation  at  the  sight. 

So  far  as  respects  the  attempt  which  has  been 
made  to  cast  such  aspersions  on  that  part  of  the 
country  which  I  have  the  honor  to  represent,  I 
beg  this  honorable  House  to  understand,  that  so 
J  ?  ^,  *^®y'  '^^°  circulate  such  insinuations, 
deal  only  m  generals  and  touch  not  particulars, 
they  may  gain  among  the  ignorant  and  the 
stupid  a  vacant  and  a  staring  audience.  But 
when  once  these  suggestions  are  brought  to 
bear  upon  those  individuals  who  in  New  Eng- 
land have  naturally  the  confidence  of  their 
countrymen,  there  is  no  power  in  these  calnm- 
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'  that  country,  and  in  whose  councils  the  peo- 
e  on  the  day  ■when  the  tempest  shall  come 
ill  seek  refuge,  are  men  whose  stake  is  in  the 
lil,  whose  interests  are  identified  with  those 
'  the  mass  of  their  brethren,  whose  private 
res  and  public  sacrifices  present  a  never-fail- 
ig  antidote  to  the  poison  of  malicious  invec- 
ves.  On  such  men,  sir,  party  spirit  may 
ideed  cast  its  odious  filth,  but  there  is  a  polish 
L  their  virtues  to  which  no  such  slime  can 
Ihere.  They  are  owners  of  the  soU;  real 
eomanry  ;  many  of  them  men  who  led  in  the 
>\mcil8  of  our  country  in  the  dark  day  which 
receded  the  national  independence ;  many  of 
leia  men  who,  like  my  honorable  friend  from 
onnecticnt  on  my  left,  (Mr.  Tallmad&b,)  stood 
)remost  on  the  perilous  edge  of  battle ;  making 
leir  breasts  in  the  day  of  danger  a  bulwark 
)r  their  country.  True  it  is,  Mr.  Speaker,  there 
I  another  and  a  much  more  numerous  class, 
imposed  of  such  as  through  defect  of  age  can 
[aim no  share  in  the  glories  of  our  Revolution; 
ich  as  have  not  yet  been  blest  with  the  happy 
pportunity  of  "  playing  the  man "  for  their 
juntry ;  generous  sons  of  illustrious  sires ;  men, 
ot  to  be  deterred  from  fulfilling  the  high  ob- 
gations  they  owe  to  this  people  by  the  sight 
f  foul  and  offensive  weapons.  Men  who,  with 
ttle  experience  of  their  own  to  boast,  will  fiy 
)  the  tombs  of  their  fathers,  and  questioning, 
snceming  their  duties,  the  spirit  which  hovers 
lere,  will  no  more  shrink  from  maintaimng 
leir  native  rights,  through  fear  of  the  sharp- 
ess  of  malevolent  tongues,  than  they  will,  if  put 
)  the  trial,  shrink  from  defending  them 
irough  fear  of  the  sharpness  of  their  enemies' 
vords. 

When  Mr.  QnrucT  had  concluded,  the  House 
ijourned  without  taking  a  question. 

Thtesdat,  December  8. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  NEWTOisr,  that  the  unfin- 
hed  business  of  yesterday,  depending  at  the 
me  of  adjournment,  do  lie  on  the  table ;  and 
lat  the  House  do  now  resolve  itself  into  a 
ommittee  of  the  "Whole  on  the  amendatory 
ill  authorizing  the  President  to  employ  an  ad- 
itional  number  of  revenue  cutters:  and  the 
aestion  being  .taken  thereupon,  it  was  resolved 
I  the  affirmative. 

The  House  accordingly  resolved  itself  into 
le  said  committee ;  and,  after  some  time  spent 
lerein,  the  biU  was  reported  without  amend- 
lent,  and  ordered  to  be  engrossed,  and  read 
le  third  time  to-day. 

Foreign  Belationa. 

The  House  then  resumed  the  consideration  of 
le  first  member  of  the  first  resolution  report- 
l  on  Thursday  last  from  the  Committee  of 
:e  Whole,  which  was  depending  yesterday  at 
le  time  of  adjournment,  in  the  words  follow- 
g,  to  wit : 

"  Resolved,  That  the  United  States  cannot,  with- 
t  a  sacrifice  of  their  rights,  honor,  and  inde- 
ndence,  submit  to  the  late  edicts  of  Great  Britain." 


Mr.  Key  said  that  it  was  with  much  regret 
that  he  had  seen  the  course  which  the  debate 
on  the  first  resolution  had  taken ;  as  the  pro- 
positions contained  in  that  resolution  met  his 
entire  and  fall  approbation,  he  could  have 
wished  that  instead  of  the  discussion  which  had 
taken  place,  a  silent,  dignified  vote,  the  spon- 
taneous efiect  of  feeling  and  judgment,  had  at 
once  passed.  It  would  have  been  a  better 
course,  would  have  had  a  better  effect,  and  kept 
the  American  mind  from  the  impression  which 
the  protraction  of  l^e  discussion  must  have  oc- 
casioned, when  taken  in  connection  with  the 
subject.  A  view  however  of  the  embargo 
had  been  gone  into  in  respect  to  its  past  effects 
at  home,  and  its  probable  future  effects  at  home 
and  abroad.  As  that  course  had  been  adopted, 
he  said  he  should  find  an  apology  for  the  time 
which  he  should  occupy,  in  the  present  event- 
ful crisis,  and  the  interest  it  universally  ex- 
cited. 

I  did  myself  believe  (said  Mr.  Ket)  that  the 
first  resolution  was  an  abstract  proposition,  and 
I  still  think  so,  although  gentlemen  consider  it 
special ;  but  surely  a  special  proposition  may  be 
an  abstract  one.  That  which  I  consider  an  abr 
stract  proposition,  is  one  out  of  which  no  future 
legislative  proceedings  can  grow ;  but  I  agree 
that  the  crisis  well  warrants  an  expression  of 
the  public  voice. 

I  shall  take  up  the  report  and  resolutions  as 
a  system,  not  with  a  view  to  condemn  the  re- 
port at  aU,  for  I  take  it  as  gentlemen  wish  it  to 
be  considered.  I  understand  the  gentleman  from 
Massachusetts  (Mr.  Bacon)  as  stating  that  the 
committee  on  our  foreign  relations  had  said 
nothing  of  the  embargo.  It  was  not  necessary, 
Mr.  Speaker,  that  they  should,  for  the  embargo 
law  continues  in  operation  until  repealed.  But 
surely  it  must  be  recollected  that  the  Com- 
mittee on  Foreign  Eelations  in  their  resolu- 
tions seemed  to  consider  the  system  which  they 
recommend,  as  including  a  continuance  of  the 
embargo ;  and  I  trust  I  meet  the  committee  on 
fair  and  firm  ground,  when  I  consider  their 
assent  to  be  implied  to  the  continuance  of  the 
embargo,  and  that  it  is  their  opinion  that  the 
measures  which  they  recommend,  united  vrith 
the  embargo,  form  an  eflBcient  system  proper 
for  the  American  people  to  adopt  at  this  time. 
I  shall  necessarily  therefore_  endeavor  to  answer 
gentlemen  who  have  considered  the  embargo 
as  a  wise  measure  for  the  American  people ; 
that  they  are  competent  to  bear  it;  and  that 
it  will,  if  guarded  more  sedulously,  yet  work 
out  the  political  salvation  of  our  land. 

That  the  embargo  is  a  measure  severely  felt 
by  our  country  at  large,  and  by  some  portions 
of  it  to  a  very  eminent  degree,  cannot  be  de- 
nied. I  did  not  expect  to  hear  its  effects  con- 
tradicted ;  but  they  have  been  in  some  measure 
softened  by  the  honorable  chairman  of  the  com- 
mittee. I  think  the  pressure  of  this  measure 
great,  and  in  some  places  requiring  all  the  ex- 
ertion of  patriotism  to  support  it.  And  as  a 
proof  of  it  the  members  on  this  floor  from 
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different  parts  of  the  Union  have  only  contend- 
ed which  section  suffered  most.     A  member 
from  Massachusetts,  (Mr.  Quinoy,)  because  ho 
conceives  that  thirty  millions  of  dollars  have 
been  lost  to  the  Eastern  country  by  the  meas- 
ure, hence  concludes  that  the  Eastern  country 
suffers  most.      The  gentlemen  from  the  South- 
ern country  say  that  they  raise  seventy  millions 
of  pounds  of  cotton,  of  which  but  ten  millions 
are  consumed  at  home,  and  the  whole  of  the 
residue  remains  on  hand  ;   and  that  having 
seven-tenths  of  their  produce  unsold,  conceive 
that  they  most  sensibly  feel  the  weight  of  this 
affliction  in  their  country.      A  member  from 
Virginia  (Mr.    Eakdolph)  will  not  yield  the 
palm  of  oppression  to  either.     "  I  live  (said  the 
gentleman)  in  the  centre  of  the  tobacco  country, 
whether  yon  draw  the  line  from  East  to  West, 
or  from  North   to  South.     We  are  not  less 
pressed  than  others,  for  we  have  no  vent  for 
this  article  so  obnoxious  in  itself,  but  which  the 
taste  of    mankind  has  rendered    necessary." 
Now,  with  great  deference  to  all  these  gentle- 
men, I  say  that  my  country  suffers  most.     The 
Southern  country  possesses  its  staples,  which 
but  remain  on  hand;  their  value  only  dimin- 
ished by  the  non-eirport.      Tobacco  and  cotton 
may  be  preserved  without  material  injury  for  a 
length  of  time.      We  know  that  at  the  close  of 
the  Revolutionary  war  tobacco  bore  a  greater 
price  than  previous  to  its  commencement,  and 
amply  remunerated  the  holders.     But  I  repre- 
sent an  agricultural  country.  What  can  resuscitate 
wheat  devoured  by  the  fly  ?  What  restore  flour 
soured  in  the  barrel  ?      Our  produce  perishes, 
the  subject  is  destroyed.     So  far  therefore  as  I 
represent  an    extensive    and  fertile    farming 
district,  I  will  not  yield  the  palm  of  pressure  to 
the  cotton  and  tobacco  country.      So  great  has 
been  the  feeling  of   the  people  that  it  has 
wrought  a  wondrous  change  in  the  State  which 
I  have  the  honor  to  represent ;  not  in  men  who 
are  either  deluded  or  deceived,  as  intimated  by 
the  gentleman  from  Tennessee,  (Mr.  Campbell,) 
but  men  who,  by  the  pressure  of  the  embargo 
itself,  have  been  driven  to  reflection,  and  by 
reflection  removed  the  iilm  from  their  eyes,  and 
thereby  seen  their  true  interests  more  distinctly. 
In  the  course  of  the  last  Winter,  the  Legislature 
of  the  State  of  Maryland,  believing  that  the 
Orders  in  Council  justified  the  embargo,  and 
that  it  was  a  wise  measure,  approved  of  it. 
Succeeding  elections  have  taken  place,  and  the 
present  House  of  Eepresentatives  tells  you  that 
it  is  most  rnnious  and  oppressive.    Such  cer- 
tainly are  its  effects  in  the  State  of  Maryland ; 
and  I  should  illy  represent  my  own  district,  if 
I  did  not  so  declare.     Gentlemen  will  say  that 
I  should  rather  be  pleased  with  the  change  than 
regret  it;  but,  so  help  me  God,  Mr.  Speaker,  I 
am  much  less  anxious  what  description  of  citi- 
zens administers  the  affairs  of  the  country,  than 
that  they  should  be  well  administered  ;  that  it 
should  protect  the  liberty,  give  to  labor  its  just 
reward,  and.  promote  the  happiness  and  pros- 
perity of  the  citizens; 


But  it  is  alleged,  by  the  honorable  chairman, 
of  the  committee,  (Mr.  Campbell,)  that  this  is 
a  delusion ;  that  the  people  do  not  comprehend 
the  subject ;  for  that  it  is  the  Orders  in  Council 
which  have  produced  our  embarrassments,  and 
not  the  embargo.  Here  then,  sir,  I  am  precisely 
at  issue  with  that  learned  and  honorable  gen- 
tleman.     I  contend  that  the  pressure  on  the 
people  is  caused  by  the  embargo,  and  not  by 
the  Orders  in  Council.      However  speculative 
theorists  may  reason,  there  is  proof  abroad,  and 
stubborn  facts  to  contradict  their    reasoning. 
Test  the  market  from  Boston  to  Savannah,  as 
to  the  price  which  you  may  get  at  ninety  days 
credit,  the  embargo  being  continued,  or  on  con- 
dition that  the  embargo  be  repealed  in  thirty 
days.    Is  there  no  difference  in  the  price  under 
these  circumstances?      I  know  well  from  ex- 
perience, and  the  whole  country  knows,  that  if 
the  embargo  be  now  taken  off,  the  price  of  every 
species  of  produce  will  rise  fifty  per  cent.    The 
depreciation  in  price  then  flows  from  the  em- 
bargo. Remove  it  and  they  will  give  you  more ; 
keep  it  on  and  they  will  give  yon  less.      These 
are  snbborn  facts,  and  every  man  who  has  gone 
to  the  market  will  attest  their  correctness.  You 
may  reason  as  you  please ;  but  there  is  not  a 
farmer  that  can  be  reasoned  out  of  his  senses, 
especially  when  they  are  sharpened  a  little  by 
necessity.      I  hold  these  facts  to  be  more  con- 
clusive than  any  abstract  reasoning  to  prove 
that  the  embargo  does  work  a  diminution  inth^ 
value  of  the  articles  which  we  have  for  sale.  If 
this  be  the  case,  it  results,  sir,  that  we  must 
ascribe  to  the  operation  of  that  measure  the 
loss  our  country  now  so   greatly  feels.     Our 
citizens  are  not  so  uninformed  as  the  gentleman 
from  Tennessee  imagines.     He  thinks,  and  f 
agree  with  him,  that  the  public  voice  will  be 
generally  right  when  the  people  are  well  in- 
formed.     They  have  seen  aU  the  official  com- 
munications which  have  been  published,  and 
are  competed  to  judge  whether  the  Orders  in 
Council  justified  the  embargo,  and  whether,  if 
the  embargo  had  not   been  laid,  they  would 
have  wrought  that  effect  which  we  now  so 
sensibly  feel.      Instead  of  being  deluded,  sir, 
their  eyes  are  open,  and  the  film  removed ;  and 
they  see  that  the  embargo  was  not  justified  by 
necessity,  and  as  far  as  their  opinion  has  been 
expressed,  that  it  was  impolitic  and  unwise. 

The  gentleman  seems  to  think  that  the 
counti-y  cannot  feel  much  because  it  feeds  well; 
but  we  may  feel  and  feed  at  the  same  time.  It 
is  plenty  that  we  complain  of.  Our  surplus  is 
touched  by  this  torpedo,  the  embargo,  and  is 
thereby  rendered  useless.  But  gentlemen  say 
that  if  the  embargo  were  now  taken  off,  we 
could  not  trade ;  and  a  calculation  has  been 
entered  into  by  the  gentleman  from  Tennessee 
in  opposition  to  one  made  by  me  at  the  last 
session.  I  have  not  seen  my  calculation  for 
months,  sir ;  it  is  before  the  public — the  gein- 
tleman's  statement  will  go  to  the  same  tribunal, 
and  I  am  willing  to  commit  my  slender  reputa- 
tion to  the  country  for  the  accuracy  of  mine, 
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let  the  people  judge  between  us.  The  gen- 
lan  tells  you  that  we  have  no  commerce  to 
rt  to  which  would  be  either  safe  or  profit- 
It  is  strange  we  cannot  confide  the  de- 
m  of  this  question  to  commercial  men — for 
it  commercial  man  would  undertake  a  voy- 
which  shall  be  attended  with  certain  ruin  ? 
A  thought  that  men  of  great  experience  and 
rmation,  and  whose  knowledge  was  sharp- 
i  by  interest,  might  be  safely  confided  in. 

merchants,  whose  habits  of  life  have  led 
n  to  calculate,  whose  information  extends 
very  part  of  the  world,  are  not  to  be  trusted 
i  the  prosecution  of  their  own  interest,  but 
mu^t  kindly  take  it  in  hand  for  them  I  Sir, 
intend  that  commerce  had  better  be  left  free 
merchants  to  find  a  market,  which  every 
knows  they  would  do,  from  their  eagerness 
r  to  ship.  If  they  could  not  export  with 
ty,  or  profit,  they  would  lay  a  voluntary 
)argo,  ten  thousand  times  better  than  a  co- 
ve one ;  the  very  necessity  of  coercion  shows 
;  our  merchants  would  sail,  were  it  not  for 
embargo.  I  contend  that  the  embargo  is 
lous  and  oppressive.  Need  I  say  any  thing 
her  on  the  subject?  Look  at  the  country, 
courts  of  justice  shut  in  one  of  the  Southern 
ies;  executions  suspei]||ed  in  a  State  con- 
lous  to  this ;  and  Maryland  reduced  to  the 
e  necessity,  from  the  circumstance  of  there 
ig  no  market  for  our  produce.  So  great  is 
pressure  that  the  people  have  it  not  in  their 
rer  to  pay  their  ordinary  debts ;  and  how 
[uent  is  the  fact  that  in  a  moment  of  peace 
certainly  there  is  not  war)  we  are  compel- 
to  arrest  the  current  of  justice.  The  legis- 
re  acts  depict  the  situation  of  the  country 
•e  strikingly  than  volumes  of  argument.  The 
;e  Legislatures  know  the  inability  of  their 
tens  to  pay,  and  hold  out  a  kind  hand  to  as- 
them. 

1  point  of  revenue  how  does  it  work?  The 
orable  chairman  of  the  committee,  (Mr. 
iPBELL,)  in  a  speech  of  great  learning  and 
jstigation,  told  us  that  ttie  Treasury  never 
1  more  ftdl.  I  wish  the  documents  were  be- 
!  the  House  to  convince  us  of  it.  But  did 
itom  of  it  flow  in  from  the  operation  of  the 
)argo?  If  there  be  such  a  surplus,  it  only 
ws  the  beneficial  operation  of  the  system 
sued  anterior  to  the  embargo.  What  is  to 
your  Treasury  now,  if  the  people  cannot  sell 
ir  products  1  What  will  in  this  case  become 
our  source  of  wealth  in  the  Western  country  ? 
1  people  can  neither  buy  lands,  nor  buying, 
tor  them.  Where  is  the  impost  duty  which 
supported  the  Government,  and  simk  to  a 
siderable  degree  the  national  debt?  The 
nent  you  prevent  all  importation,  there  is 
itter  extinction  of  impost  revenue ;  and  at 
le  a  physical  inability  to  produce  any  from 
people  at  large.  We  are  a  rich  country, 
anding  in  the  necessaries  of  life ;  we  have 
ley's  worth,  but  no  money.  _  Nor  can  our 
pie  by  any  practical  means  raise  money  to 
■ay  the  expenses. of  State    Governments, 
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much  more  of  that  of  the  United  States.  I  am 
in  the  country,  sir ;  I  cannot  collect  my  rents, 
my  neighbors  cannot  sell  wheat  or  tobacco.  All 
is  stopped.  I  ask  then  what  physical  ability 
we  have  to  discharge  the  State  taxes,  or  any 
other?  We  haVe  no  other  way  of  getting 
money  but  through  the  sale  of  our  produce. 
Gentlemen  say  that  our  revenue  would  fall  just 
as  short,  supposing  the  embargo  to  be  raised. 
That  is  begging  the  question,  sir.  They  assume 
that  for  a  truth  which  they  ought  to  prove  in 
the  first  instance.  I«ave  commerce  open,  and 
you  will  soon  have  money  in  return  for  our 
produccf  or  that  which  wiU  procure  it.  Reve- 
nue is  the  life  of  Government,  and  let  me  sup- 
pose gentlemen  to  be  sitting  here  thirteen 
months  hence,  on  the  first  of  January,  1810. 
Where  is  your  revenue  then  to  come  from? 
Tou  have  dried  up  every  source  of  the  national 
wealth.  What  must  yon  do?  Either  borrow 
or.  raise  money  by  direct  taxation.  There  is  no 
doubt  what  must  be  resorted  to ;  and  it  was 
touched  with  great  ability,  though  slightly 
touched,  by  the  gentleman  from  Virginia,  (Mr. 
Randolph,)  as  to  the  consequences  which  must 
grow  out  of  such  a  system  of  direct  taxation. 
This  species  of  taxation  is  consonant  to  the 
genius  of  the  country,  to  the  habits  of  our  peo- 
ple— it  comes  too  close  to  the  pocket  of  the 
agriculturist,  and  is  besides  a  source  of  revenue 
which  ought  to  belong  exclusively  to  the 
States.  I  hold  it  as  a  political  truism,  that 
upon  the  sovereignty  and  independence  of  each 
State,  as  guarantied  by  the  constitution,  do  our 
liberties  depend.  I  know  that  some  of  the 
ablest  men  in  America  opposed  the  adoption  of 
the  Federal  Constitution  on  this  ground :  that 
the  General  Government  being  raised  and  sup- 
ported on  external  matters  only,  if  the  time 
should  every  arrive  at  which  foreign  commerce 
should  cease,  and  internal  taxes  be  r^orted  to, 
that  great  would  be  the  confiict  between  the 
ofBcers  of  the  State  and  General  Governments, 
which  would  ultimately  end  in  the  prostration 
of  State  rights.  Gentlemen  call  the  embargo, 
in  silken  phrase,  a  temporary  suspension  of 
commerce.  I  will  call  it  by  its  own  name ;  it 
is  better  known  to  the  people  by  it.  I  contend 
that  the  embargo  now  laid  is  a  perpetual  em- 
bargo, and  no  member  of  this  House  can  con- 
stitutionally say  it  is  otherwise;  for  the  im- 
mediate Representatives  of  the  people  have  so 
played  the  game  as  to  leave  the  winning  trump 
out  of  their  own  hands,  and  must  now  have  a 
coincidence  in  opinion  both  of  the  Senate  and 
of  the  President  of  the  United  States  to  efiect 
its  repeal.  If  the  whole  of  this  body  were  to 
consent  to  a  repeal,  and  a  majority  of  the  Senate, 
yet  the  President  might  resist  them  both.  Is 
there  any  limitation  to  the  law  on  the  statute 
book  ?  No ;  but  there  is  a  power  given  to  the- 
President  to  suspend  it  in  the  whole  or  in  part, 
in  the  event  of  certain  contingencies.  Have 
those  contingencies  happened  ?  Are  they  likely 
to  happen?  No,  sir;  and  these  are  the  views 
which  I  take  of  the  subject.    America,  anxious 
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to  get  red  of  this  burden,  has  proffered  to  take 
it  off,  if  either  of  the  two  belligerents  would 
relax  their  edicts  in  our  favor  in  relation  to  such 
one,  keeping  it  on  in  relation  to  the  other. 
What  says  the  sarcastic  British  Minister?  Why, 
sir,  that  they  have  no  cause  of  complaint ;  that 
it  was  laid  by  the  President  as  a  precautionary 
measure ;  and  they  were  told  by  our  Minister 
that  it  was  not  to  be  considered  aa  a  hostile 
measure.  What  says  France  ?  She  gives  us 
no  answer,  say  gentlemen.  Aye,  sir — and  is 
that  true?  Have  we  indeed  received  no 
answer  ?  I  think  we  have  one  that  wounds  our 
feelings  as  deeply  as  the  answer  of  Mr.  Can- 
ning. It  is  the  situation  of  our  Minister  abroad, 
who  says  he  dare  not  ask  for  an  answer,  because 
the  asking  it  might  be  injurious  to  our  cause. 
What,  have  we  a  Minister  abroad,  and  is  he 
afraid  or  unwilling  to  make  a  proposition  to 
the  Government  where  he  is  resident  ?  Surely, 
sir,  that  state  of  things  furnishes  as  definite  an 
answer  as  any  that  could  be  given.  We  have 
no  hopes  that  either  will  remove  its  edicts.  Sir, 
I  consider  the  embargo  as  a  premium  to  the 
commerce  of  Great  Britain.  Gentlemen  say 
that  she  is  a  great  power,  a  jealous  power,  and 
possessed  of  a  monopolizing  spirit.  If  these 
views  be  correct,  by  annihilating  our  commerce, 
do  we  not  yield  the  seas  to  her,  and  hold  out 
an  inducement  to  her  forever  to  continue  her 
orders  in  force?  What  prospect  is  there  that 
the  embargo  will  be  removed?  It  cannot  now 
be  got  rid  of  by  a  vote  of  this  House.  We  are 
saddled  with  it.  If  we  cast  our  eyes  to  pro- 
ceedings elsewhere  constitutionally  held  on  the 
same  subject,  we  shall  find  that  it  is  to  remain 
still  farther  to  oppress  and  burden  the  people  of 
this  country  with  increased  rigoB. 

As  a  measure  of  finance  it  has  laid  the  axe  to 
the  root.  The  tree  is  down  that  bore  the  gold- 
en fruit,  8,nd  will  not  again  grow  till  we  ease 
ourselves  of  this  measure.  In  a  fiscal  point  of 
view  I  cannot  then  for  my  life  think  it  a  wise 
or  provident  measure.  But  as  a  preparation 
for  war,  it  is  stUl  worse  ;  because  it  produces 
a  deficiency  of  that  out  of  which  war  alone 
cannot  be  sustained.  Instead  of  having  money 
for  your  surplus  produce,  it  rots  upon  your 
hands;  instead  of  receiving  a  regular  revenue, 
we  have  arrested  its  course,  and  dried  up  the 
very  source  of  the  fountain.  As  to  preparation 
at  home,  which  is  the  only  preparation  con- 
templated to  make,  what  or  whom  is  it  against? 
Against  France  ?  She  cannot  come  here.  Or 
against  England,  who,  with  the  monopoly  of 
commerce  which  you  leave  her  to  enjoy,  has 
no  object  further  to  annoy  you?  I  believe,  as 
a  preparation  for  war,  the  best  expedient  would 
be  to  get  as  much  money  as  we  could,  to  send 
out  our  surplus  produce  and  bring  back  the  sup- 
plies necessary  for  an  army  if  to  be  raised  at  all 
— ^to  arm  and  discipline  the  militia.  A  raising  of 
the  embargo  would  be  a  preparation  for  war — it 
would  bring  us  articles  Of  the  first  necessity  for 
■our  surplus.  But  on  a  continuation  of  the  em- 
bargo, things  must  progress  from  bad  to  worse. 


Another  thing,  sir ;  I  do  not  now  mean  to 
take  a  constitutional  view  of  the  subject — but 
will  not  gentlemen  pause  and  reflect  on.  the 
continuance  of  the  embargo  ?    It  is  well  known 
that  the  General  Government  grew  out  of  a 
spirit  of  compromise.    The  great  authors  of 
that  instrument  were  well  acquainted  with  the 
term  embargo.     A  temporary  embargo  for  the 
purpose  of  sending  out  a  squadron  or  conceal- 
ing an  equipment,  was  well  understood.    But  I 
ask  every  one  who  hears  me,  if  a  question  had 
been  agitated  in  convention  to  give  Congress  a 
power  to  lay  an  embargo  for  one  or  two  years, 
if  the  Eastern  or  commercial  States  would  have 
agreed  to  it  ?    Does  any  man  believe  it  i    No 
man  who  knows  the  country  can  believe  it. 
With  what  sedulous  anxiety  did  they  say,  in  a 
negative  provision  of   the    constitution,   that 
Congress  should  not  lay  an  export  duty  1    You 
are  prohibited  the  minor  power  of  taxing  ex- 
ports, and  yet  you  stop  exports  altogether  for 
an  indefinite  term.    It  is  utterly  inconceivable, 
that  the  States  interested  in  commerce  should 
have  given  their  assent  to  any  such  powers 
so  self-destructive.    If  they  had  given  them, 
they  ought  to  be  most  clear ;  not  by  implication^ 
but  most  manifest.     The  exercise  of  powers 
counteracting  princij^es  most  dear  to  every  part 
of  the  community,  ought  to  be  assumed  with 
the  utmost  caution.  Under  that  view,  except  the 
measure  be  most  wise  in  itself  and  its  effects  most 
clear,  the  Government  ought  not  to  continue 
the  embargo.     But  why  is  it  to  be  continued? 
We  have  taken  some  view  of  its  effects  at  home. 
Let  us  see  what  effects  may  be  expected  to  be 
produced  by  it  abroad.    An  honorable  gentle- 
man told  us  an  hundred  millions  were  saved  by 
laving  the  embargo,  a  sum  nearly  equal  to  the 
whole  exports  of  the  United  States  for  one  year, 
excluding  the  capital  employed.    The  first  two 
or  three  seizures  of  vessels,  sir,  would  have  sent 
an  alarm  abroad,  and  the  danger  been  so  immi- 
nent, they  would  have  voluntarily  retired  from 
destruction.    There  are  no  reasonable  data  from 
which  to  infer  that  one  hundred  millions  of 
our  property  could  at  any  one  time  have  fallen 
a  prey.     Some  few  vessels  might  have  been 
taken,  but  the  rest  would  have  escaped  the 
grasp  of  the  power  which  harassed  them. 

I  will  now  examine  the  character  of  this 
measure;  for  upon  my  word,  sir,  it  seems  a 
political  nondescript,  though  we  feel  its  effects 
so  severely.  The  President  teEs  you  it  is  a 
measure  of  precaution  only ;  and  yet  we  are 
told  by  the  gentlemen  that  it  is  a  species  of 
war,  which  America  can  best  use  to  coerce  the 
two  greatest  powers  on  the  earth,  commanding 
land  and  sea,  to  truckle  at  our  feet.  I  know 
not  how  gentlemen  can  place  otir  connection 
with  foreign  nations  in  such  a  predicament; 
i}  ^^  President  officiaUy  holds  out  to  the 
world  that  the  embargo  was  a  peaceful  measure, 
gentlemen  now  say  that  it  is  a  coercive  one,  a 
sort  of  quasi  war.  I  recollect  a  gentleman  at 
tne  last  session  making  an  estimate  of  the  West 
Indies  being   worth  au  hundred  millions  to 
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ain,  and  predicting  that  before  the  measure 
ninety  days  known  in  the  West  Indies,  it 
Id  bring  that  nation  to  our  feet,  that  it 
Id  act  as  a  great  political  lever,  resting  its 
•um  on  Jamaica,  and  move  all  Europe  to 
wishes.  Double  the  number  of  days  have 
Bed,  and  they  hold  out  insulting  language. 
r  then  can  we  trust  to  the  future  predictions 
entlemen?  Their  error  arises  from  a  want 
nowledge  of  the  country;  a  little  experience 
orth  all  the  theory  in  the  world.  In  the 
■8  1774-'5,  an  honorable  feeling  adopted  a 
■exportation  and  non-importation  agree- 
t,  more  faithfully  executed  by  patriotism 
1  any  law  since  made  or  enacted ;  for  every 
ily  refused  to  use  an  article  which  was  not 
sd  within  the  bosom  of  its  own  country. 

it  produce  starvation  in  the  West  Indies? 

sir ;  the  politicians  of  that  day  did  not  so 
ulate.  They  knew '  the  resources  of  those 
ids,  and  told  them  that  if  they  would  con- 
;  a  part  of  their  sugar  plantations  into  corn- 
Is,  they  would  not  suffer.  We  are  now  in  the 
it  of  overvaluing  ourselves  and  undervaluing 
enemies.  Oome  the  day  when  it  will,  we 
1  have  no  ignoble  foes  to  meet. 
1  the  Revolutionary  war  how  did  England 
id — ^how  her  islands  ?    For  several  years  she 

at  war  with  America,  with  Holland,  with 
in,  with  France,  whose  fleets  in  the  East 

West  Indies  were  often  equal,  sometimes 
3rior  to  hferown,  and  an  armed  neutrality  in 

North — during  this  period  a  French  fleet 
ikaded  the  Ohesapeake,  and  aided  the  cap- 
I  of  Oornwallis,  and  threatened  the  British 
ids — ^but  how  was  this  conflict  with  the 
Id  sustained  ?  Were  the  islands  starved 
:ng  these  years  ?  did  they  fall  ?  No,  sir ;  the 
;ish  nation  braved  the  storm,  and  was  only 
juered  by  her  sons — America  was  victorious 

independent ;  but  Europe  retired  discom- 
1.  Sir,  America  can  again  prove  victorious, 
it  must  be  by  other  measures  than  embar- 
5 — destructive  only  at  home  and  without 
ot  abroad. 
t  is  SMd  that  one  reason  why  the  embargo 

not  pressed  so  hard  on  Great  Britain  as  it 
ht,  is,  that  it  has  not  been  so  tightly  drawn 
t  may  be  ;  that  our  citizens  have  evaded  it. 
i,  sir,  if  I  have  not  any  geographical  knowl- 
e  of  the  country,  tighten  the  cords  as  you 
f  by  revenue  cutters  and  gunboats  on  the 
Doard,  and  ooUeotors  and  military  on  land, 
y  will  escape  both.  Interest,  ever  alert,  will 
il  itself  of  our  extensive  coast  and  elude  the 

int  gentlemen  say  they  are  not  accountable  for 
faUure  in  England,  from  another  cause — ^the 
;uage  of  the  public  papers  and  pamphlets  of 
anti-embargoists.  The  enemy,  we  are  told, 
been  induced  to  hold  out  under  the  idea  that 
erica  will  jdeld.  Sir,  would  Great  Britain 
•  for  her  oracles  on  the  newspapers  or  pam- 
Bts-  of  this  country  ?  Have  those  causes 
lught  on  her  a  perseverance  in  her  measures  ? 
onder,  sir,  that,  in  the  anxiety  to  find  causes, 


gentlemen  never  cast  their  eyes  to  official  docu- 
ments— to  a  very  important  State  paper  issued 
on  this  side  the  Atlantic — saying  that  the 
marshals  and  civil  force  were  not  adequate  to 
enforce  the  embargo.  When  the  President's  proc- 
lamation arrived  in  England,  no  doubt  could  have 
remained  of  the  effectof  the  embargo.  Another 
public  record  accompanied  it — an  act  of  one  of  the 
States  arresting  executions  for  debt  during  the 
continuance  of  the  embargo,  and  for  six  months 
afterwards.  With  these  public  documents  be- 
fore them,  the  Britilh  nation  would  be  more 
apt  to  judge,  and  more  correctly  judge,  of  the 
internal  situation  of  the  country,  than  from  all 
the  periodical  publications  of  the  day  put 
together.  Pamphlets  also  have  been  written 
in  this  country,  of  which  it  is  said  the  British 
Ministry  have  availed  themselves,  to  induce 
their  people  to  believe  that  the  United  States 
are  not  capable  of  suffering.  I  believe  we  are. 
The  people  of  America  are  as  patriotic  as  any 
on  earth,  and  will  respect  the  laws,  and  must 
be  made  to  respect  them.  They  wiU  obey  them 
from  principle;  they  must  be  made  to  obey 
them  if  they  do  not ;  for,  while  a  law  is  in  ex- 
istence, it  must  be  enforced.  But  I  am  some- 
what surprised  that  gentlemen  who  talk  of 
opposition  publications  in  this  country,  as  influ- 
encing England,  should  derive  all  their  political 
data  from  British  newspaper  publications  or 
opposition  pamphlets.  British  opposition  papers 
and  pamphlets  are  with  them  the  best  things  in 
the  world;  but  nothing  said  here  must  be  re- 
garded there  as  correct.  Even  Mr.  Baring  has 
been  quoted,  who  is.  a  commission  merchant,  to 
the  greatest  extent  perhaps  known  in  the  world. 
The  Louisiana  purchase  of  fifteen  millions  was 
nothing  to  him  as  a  commission  merchant.  The 
next  writer  referred  to,  is  Mr.  Brougham, 
brought  before  Parliament,  to  assert  the  rights 
of  a  body  of  merchants  confined  almost  exclu- 
sively to  the  continental  trade.  He  came  for- 
ward on  their  account,  and  the  fact  was  demon- 
strated, notwithstanding  his  exertions,  that  the 
Orders  in  Council  did  not,  but  the  prior  French 
decrees  did,  curtail  that  commerce.  So  the 
majority  thought  and  acted  on  that  supposition. 
If  the  continuance  of  the  embargo,  then,  does 
not  produce  a  change  in  the  policy  of  Great 
Britain,  by  its  operation  on  the  West  Indies,  if 
they  resort  to  documents  in  this  country,  or 
even  to  speeches  on  this  floor,  they  wiU  proba- 
bly continue  the  conflict  of  suffering  as  long 
as  we  are  able  to  endure  it,  and  continue  our 
measures.  For  my  opinion  is,  sir,  that  thS  ex- 
tent of  our  seaboard  affords  such  opportunities 
for  evasion,  that,  unless  we  station  cutters 
within  hail  of  each  other,  on  our  whole  coast, 
they  will  not  be  competent  to  carry  our  laws 
into  effect.  It  will  be  benefiting  the  British 
colonies  at  the  expense  of  our  own  country. 

The  continuance  of  our  measures  may  be  pro- 
ductive of  another  consequence,  attended  with 
more  serious  mischief  than  all  others  together 
— the  diversion  of  trade  from  us  to  other  chan- 
nels.   Look  at  both  sides  of  the  case.    If  Great 


ABRIDGMENT  OF  THE 


H.  OF  R.] 


Foreign  Jielalioru. 


[December,  1808. 


Britain,  holds  on,  (and  ray  predictions  are  not 
fulfilled,  or  she  will  persevere,)  she  will  look 
for  other  resources  of  supply,  that,  in  the  event 
of  a  war,  she  may  not  he  essentially  injured, 
She  will  endeavor  to  arrange  her  sources  of 
supply,  so  that  no  one  nation  refusing  to  deal 
with  her  shall  have  it  in  then-  power  materially 
!to  impair  her  interests.  As  to  cotton,  large 
quantities  of  this  article  were  formerly  drawn 
from  the  West  Indies.  The  destruction  of  the 
sugar  estates  in  St.  Domingo  gave  a  new  direc- 
tion to  cultivation.  They  ceased  to  grow  in 
many  of  the  West  India  islands  that  article 
which  they  formerly  had  raised  to  a  consider- 
able extent,  (cotton,)  and  which,  if  the  increased 
labor  employed  in  the  sugar  estates,  now  ade- 
quate to  the  supply  of  Europe,  be  not  profitable, 
they  will  again  cultivate.  The  Brazils  wiU  as- 
sist to  take  a  sufficient  quantity  for  consump- 
tion, (and,  as  well  as  my  memory  serves  me, 
they  produce  seventy  or  eighty  thousand  bags 
annually ;)  and  South  America  will  add  her  sup- 
plies. I  grant  that  we  can  now  undersell  these 
countries ;  but  I  beg  gentlemen  to  pause  before 
they  driye  England  into  a  change  of  commer- 
cial habits,  which  iji  the  hour  of  future  peace 
may  never  be  fully  restored,  and  thus  inflict 
deep  and  lasting  wounds  upon  our  prosperity. 
Sir,  we  are  told  that  we  are  to  produce  great 
effects  by  the  continuance  of  the  embargo  and 
non-intercourse  with  this  nation.  Do  gentle- 
men who  were  in  the  majority  on  the  subject 
of  the  embargo  when  laid  (for  I  was  anxious 
then  that  at  least  foreign  nations  might  come 
and  give  us  what  we  wanted  in  ex;change  for 
our  product)  recollect  their  argument  against 
permitting  foreign  vessels  to  come  and  take  our 
produce ;  that  it  was  privilege  all  on  one  side ; 
that  it- would  be  nominal  to  Erance,  while  Eng- 
land would  be  the  sole  carrier  ?  Now,  sir,  as 
to  the  non-intercourse  system — how  does  that 
operate?  France  has  no  commerce — cannot 
come  here — and  therefore  is  hot  injured  by  her 
exclusion  from  our  ports.  It  operates  solely 
on  England.  If  the  argument  was  then  correct, 
to  avoid  the  measure  because  it  operated  to  the 
sole  benefit  of  England,  what  shall  we  think  of 
the  non-intercourse  measure  which  operates 
solely  against  her?  In  a  commercial  view, 
therefore,  and  in  point  of  interest,  this  country 
will  be  deeply  benefited  by  a  removal  of  the 


But,  gentlemen  say  that  the  honor  of  the 
country  is  at  stake ;  that  a  removal  of  the  em- 
bargo would  be  submission  to  Great  Britain, 
and  submission  to  France.  How  is  our 
honor  affected  by  removing  it  ?  We  say  we 
will  not  trade-r-with  whom?  With  them  alone  ? 
No,  sir ;.  the  embargo  says  we  will  not  trade 
with  anybody.  AU  nations,  when  they  find  it 
convenient,  can  pocket  their  honor  for  profit. 
What  is  it  we  do  for  a  license  to  go  into  the 
Mediterranean  ?  Do  we  not  pay  an  annual 
tribute  to  Algiers  for  liberty  to  navigate  the 
sea  safer  from  its  corsairs  ?  Have  we  not  an 
undoubted  right  to  navigate  the  Mediterranean  ? 


Surely ;  and  yet  we  pay  annually  a  tribute  for 
permission  to  do  it — and  why  ?  Because  the 
happiness  and  interest  of  the  nation  are  promoted 
by  it.  In  a  monarchy,  the  Prince  leads  his 
subjects'  to  war  for  the  honor  of  his  mistress,  or 
to  avenge  a  petty  insult.  But,  what  best  con- 
sults the  honor  of  a  Eepnblioan  Government  ? 
Those  measures  which  maintain  the  independ- 
ence, promote  the  interest,  and  secure  the 
happiness  of  the  individuals  composing  it.  And 
that  is  the  true  hue  of  honor  which,  if  pursued, 
shall  bring  with  it  the  greatest  benefits  to  the 
people  at  large.  I  do  not  know,  sir,  strictly 
speaking,  whether  the  destruction  of  any  com- 
mercial right  is  destructive  to  the  independence 
of  the  country ;  for  a  nation  may  exist  inde- 
pendent, and  the  happiness  of  the  people  be 
secured,  without  commerce.  So,  that  the  viola- 
tion of  commercial  rights  does  not  destroy  our 
independence.  I  acknowledge  that  it  would 
affect  the  sovereignty  of  the  country  and  retard 
its  prosperity.  But,  are  not  the  measures  which 
have  been  adopted,  submission?  No  train  of 
argument  can  make  more  clear  the  fact,  that, 
withdrawing  from  the  ocean  for  a  time  is  an 
abandonment,  instead  of  an  assertion,  of  our 
rights.  Nay,  I  think  I  have  the  authority  of  the 
committee  for  it,  for  I  speak  of  submission  as  ap- 
plicable to  the  measure  recommended  by  the 
committee.  They  say,  that  "  a  permanent  sus- 
pension of  commerce,  after  repeated  and  un- 
availing efforts  to  obtain  peace,  would  not  prop- 
erly be  resistance ;  it  would  be  withdrawing 
from  the  contest,  and  abandoning  our  indisput- 
able right  freely  to  navigate  the  ocean."  If  a 
permanent  embargo,  after  repeated  offers  of 
peace,  would  not  properly  be  resistance,  but  an 
abandonment  of  our  rights,  is  not  a  temporary 
embargo — and  this  has  been  a  year  continued 
— an  abandonment  for  the  time  f  Unquestion- 
ably it  is.  So  long  as  it  continues,  it  does  aban- 
don our  rights.  And  now  I  will  show  that  it 
is  submission,  and  not  resistance.  I  maintain 
that  the  embargo,  aided  by  the  second  and  third 
resolutions  of  the  committee,  does  complete  an 
abandonment  of  our  maritime  rights,  and  is  a 
submission  to  the  orders  and  decrees. 

Of  what  nature  are  the  rights  in  contest? 
They  are  maritime  rights,  and  not  territorial ; 
and,  to  be  used,  must  be  exercised  exterior  to 
the  limits  of  our  territory.  Whatever  measures 
are  confined  within  our  territorial  limits,  is  not 
an  assertion  or  enjoyment  of  our  exterior  rights. 
Their  enjoyment  must  be  abroad,  consisting  of  the 
actual  use  of  them.  If,  then,  all  our  measures  be 
confined  within  our  jurisdictional  limits,  they 
cannot  amount  to  an  enjoyment  of  the  rights 
exterior  to  those  limits.  I  will  illustrate  this,, 
to  every  man's  comprehension.  There  is  a  street 
in  Georgetown,  through  which  every  one  has  a 
right  to  pass — it  is  a  highway.  A  merchant, 
with  whom  I  have  dealt  for  many  years,  be- 
cause I  purchase  some  articles  of  another  mer- 
chant, says  I  shall  not  go  through  that  street.  1 
cross  over,  and  his  enemy  says  I  shall  not  pass 
by  him.    I  retire  home  and  csjl  a  consultation 


DEBATES  OF  CONGRESS. 


69 


1808.] 


Foreign  Relations. 


[H..  OF  R. 


Y  friends.  I  tell  them  that  I  have  entered 
resolutions,  first,,  that,  to  submit  to  this 
be  an  abandonment  of  my  right  to  pass  and 
is.  Well,  what  then,  say  my  friends  ?  Why, 
jlare  I  will  neither  go  nor  send  to  either 
eir  houses — ^have  no  intercourse  with  them. 
,  what  then  ?  Why,  I  will  buy  a  broad- 
d  and  pair  of  pistols,  and  look  my  door  and 
it  home.  And  do  I  enjoy  my  right  of  walking 
itreet  by  making  myself  a  prisoner  3  Surely 
sir.  Now,  this  is  precisely  our  case,  under 
J  resolutions.  We  say,  that  to  submit, 
[d  be  a  wound  on  our  honor  and  independ- 
We  call  a  consultation.  What  is  the 
it  of  it  ?  We  say  we  will  have  no  inter- 
se  with  the  nations  injuring  us,  nor  with 
other ;  and,  lastly,  that  we  will  arm  a,nd  de- 
onrselves  at  home.  And,  I  ask,  is  this 
tance  ?  Is  it  an  enjoyment  of  our  rights; 
direct,  full  submission  ?  Is  it  not  an  aban- 
nent  of  those  rights  to  which  we  are  enti- 

has  been  said,  that  the  little  portion  of 
nerce  which  would  remain  unaffected  by 
belligerent  edicts,  would  belong  to  us  as  a 
I  from  England,,  were  we  to  prosecute  it. 
not  Hnderstand  it  in  this  light.  Our  right 
ivigate  the  ocean  is  inherent,  and  belongs 
i  as  a  part  of  our  sovereignty ;  but,  when 
•dieted  from  any  one  plafie,  if  we  go  to  an- 
r,  we  certainly  do  not  accept  that  com- 
30  as  a  boon.  I  might  as  well  say,  if  a  man 
rdicted  me  from  going  down  one  street  in 
rgetown,  that  I  accept  a  boon  from  him  in 
g  down  another.  This  is  certainly  not  the 
.  The  trading  to  these  places  is  exercising 
sriginal  right,  not  interfered  with ;  and,  so 
s  those  orders  and  decrees  do  hot  operate, 
iould  carry  on  a  legitimate  trade,  flowing 
I  our  indisputable  right,  as  a  sovereign  na- 
to  navigate  the  ocean.  It  does  seem  to 
hen,  sir,  that  the  residue  of  our  trade  might 
irried  on  without  submitting  to  the  belliger- 
sdicts. .  But,  an  honorable  gentleman  (Mr. 
V^.  Campbell)  asked  me,  yesterday,  if  we 
i  to  permit  our  enemies  to  take  any  part, 
ther  they  would  not  take  the  remainder  ? 
1,  like  the  horse's  taU.  in  Horace,  would  be 
ked,  hair  by  hair,  till  it  was  all  out.  True, 
this  might  possibly  happen.  But,  what  have 
lone  ?  Why,  we  have  cut  the  tail  off,  for 
all  the  hair  should  be  taken  out.  We  have 
elves  destroyed  all  that  portion  of  our  trade 
jh  the  belligerents  have  not  interdicted.  _ 
aiing  the  whole  into  view,  then,  I  think 
the  continuance  of  the  embargo,  as  an  as- 
,on  of  our  rights,  is  not  an  efficient  mode  of 
itance. 

ut  gentlemen  say,  in  a  crisis  like  the  present, 
n  each  individual  ought  to  contribute  his 
I  it  is  very  easy  to  find  fault;  and  they  ask 
I  substitute.  I  want  no  substitute.  Take 
he  embargo.  That  is  what  I  want.  But 
n  called  upon  in  this  manner,  I  cannot  help 
ing  around  me  to  the  source  whence  I  ex- 
ed  higher  and  better  information.     The 


crisis  is  awful.  We  are  brought  into  it  by  the 
means  recommended  by  the  head  of  our  foreign 
relations.  I  think  the  President  advised  the 
embargo.  If  he  did  not,  he  certainly  advised 
the  gunboats  and  the  additional  military  force. 
In  these  minor  measures,  which  have  been  in 
their  consequences  so  interesting,  there  was  no 
want  of  advice  or  responsibility.  Why  then,  in 
this  awful  crisis,  shall  we  not  look  to  the  same 
quarter  ?  The  responsibility  is  left  on  us.  We 
anti-embargoists  show  that  things  would  not 
have  been  thus,  had^pur  advice  been  taken; 
and,  not  being  taken,  we  have  little  encour- 
agement to  give  more.  Our  advice  is  on  the 
journals.  We  said,  let  us  have  what  commerce 
we  can  get,  and  bring  home  returns  to  stimu- 
late our  industry.  I  believe  the  declarations  of 
gentlemen  when  they  say  that  they  are  friendly 
to  commerce ;  but  their  fondness  for  it  is  the 
embrace  of  death.  They  say  they  wiU  protect 
it ;  but  it  is  strange  that  they  should  begin  to 
protect  it  by  abolishing  it.  I  contend  that  their 
measures  have  not  Answered  the  purposes  of  pro- 
tection, but  on  the  contrary  they  have  been 
prejudicial  to  it ;  and  I  trust  in  their  candor 
that  they  will  join  us  in  giving  elasticity  to 
commerce,  and  removing  this  pressure.  The 
interests  of  commerce  and  agriculture  are  iden- 
tified; whenever  one  increases,  the  other  ex- 
tends. They  progress  pa/ri  passu.  Look  at 
your  mercantile  towns ;  and  wherever  you  find 
one,  like  a  pebble  thrown  into  water,  its  influ- 
ence extends  in  a  circle  more  or  less  remotely, 
over  the  whole  surface.  Gentlemen  from  the 
agricultural  country  vote  to  support  commerce, 
because  it  increases  the  value  of  their  own  pro- 
duct ;  they  are  not  so  disinterested  as  they  sup- 
pose, and  I  believe  the  best  way  is  to  consider 
the  two  .inseparable.  As  I  am  at  present  dis- 
posed, could  I  not  obtain  a  total  repeal,  I  would 
prefer  a  resolution  laid  on  the  table  by  a  gentle- 
man (Mr.  Mttmfobd)  from  one  of  the  largest 
commercial  cities  in  the  Union,  and  who  must 
be  supposed  to  know  the  opinion  of  commercial 
men.  I  can  scarcely  with  my  knowledge  or 
understanding  point  out  any  thing ;  but  if  I  have 
not  capacity  to  be  one  of  the  ins,  I  can  readily 
perceive  whether  the  present  system  be  ade- 
quate or  not.  I  would  let  our  vessels  go  out 
armed  for  resistance ;  and  if  they  were  inter- 
fered with,  I  would  make  the  dernier  appeaL 
We  are  able  and  willing  to  resist ;  and  when 
the  moment  arrives,  there  will  be  but  one  heart 
and  hand  throughout  the  whole  Union.  All 
will  be  American — all  united  for  the  protection 
of  their  dearest  rights  and  interests. 

Mr.  Lton  opposed  the  report  in  a  speech  of 
an  hour. 

Mr.  Desha  said  he  had  been  particularly  at- 
tentive to  the  whole  of  the  debates  during  the 
very  lengthy  discussion  of  this  important  sub- 
ject, and,  said  he,  I  am  at  a  loss  how  to  under- 
stand gentlemen,  or  what  to  conclude  from 
their  observations.  Am  I  to  conclude  that  they 
are  really  Americans  in  principle  ?  I  wish  to 
do  so;   and  I  hope  they  are;  but  it  appears 
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somewhat  doubtful,  or  thej  would  not  tamely 
eive  up  the  honor  of  their  country  by  submit- 
ting to  French  decrees  and  British  Orders  in 
Council — that  is,  by  warmly  advocating  the 
repeal  of  the  embargo,  without  proposing  some- 
thing as  a  substitute.  Do  gentlemen  mean  an 
abject  acquiescence  to  those  iniquitous  decrees 
and  Orders  in  Council  ?  Do  gentlemen  mean  that 
that  liberty  and  independence  that  was  obtained 
through  the  valorous  exertions  of  our  ancestors, 
should  be  wrested  from  our  hands  withottt  a 
murmur — that  independence,  in  the  obtaining 
of  which  so  much  virtue  was  displayed,  and  so 
much  blood  was  shed  ?  Do  they  mean  that  it 
should  be  relinquished  to  our  former  masters 
without  a  struggle?  Gentlemen  assign  as  a 
reason  why  the  embargo  should  be  removed, 
its  inefflcacy — that  it  has  not  answered  the  con- 
templated purpose.  I  acknowledge  that  as  a 
measure  of  coercion  it  has  not  come  entirely  up 
to  my  expectations.  It  has  not  been  as  efficient 
as  I  expected  it  would  have  been.  But  what 
are  the  reasons  why  it  has  not  fully  come  up  to 
the  expectations  of  its  supporters,  as  a  measure 
of  coercion  ?  The  reasons  are  obvious  to  every 
man  who  is  not  inimical  to  the  principles  of 
our  Government,  and  who  is  not  prejudiced 
against  the  present  Administration.  Was  it 
not  for  want  of  unanimity  in  support  of  the 
measure  ?  Was  it  not  in  consequence  of  Us  hav- 
ing been  wantonly,  shamefully,  and  infamously 
violated?  and  perhaps  winked  at  by  some  who  are 
inimical  to  the  principles  of  our  Government ;  but 
who  have  had  address  and  ingenuity  sufficient  to 
procure  themselves  to  be  appointed  to  office, 
and  in  which  situation  they  have  obtained  a 
certain  influence,  and  by  misrepresentations  as 
well  as  clamorous  exertions  have,  in  many  in- 
stances, led  the  unwary  astray,  and  caused  the 
measure  to  become  unpopular  in  some  parts  of 
the  country  ?  By  improper  representations  and 
fallacious  statements  of  certain  prints,  appar- 
ently, and  I  might  add,  Undoubtedly,  hostile  to 
civil  liberty  and  free  Government,  and  advocates 
of  British  policy ;  by  the  baneful  opposition  of 
British  agents  and  partisans,  together  with  re- 
fugees or  old  tories,  who  still  recollect  their 
former  abject  standing,  and  who  have  never 
forgiven  the  American  independence,  and  who, 
in  all  probability,  are  doing  all  in  their  power 
at  this  time  to  assist  their  master  George  the 
Third  in  bringing  about  colonization  and  vassal- 
age in  this  happy  land — ^by  keeping  up  party 
spirit  to  such  a  height,  that  the  tyrant  of  the 
ocean  was  led  to  believe  that  he  had  a  most 
powerful  British  party  in  the  bosom  of  our 
country — and  that,  by  an  extraordinary  oppo- 
sition made  to  the  ernbargo,  we  would  become 
restless,  and  could  not  adhere  to  a  Suspension  of 
commerce — consequently  would  have  to  relax, 
and  fall  into  paying  tribute,  under  the  Orders 
of  Council,  to  that  corrupt  Government,  Britain. 
These  are  part  of  the  reasons  why  the  embargo, 
as  a  measure  of  coercion,  has  not  proved  com- 
pletely efficacious ;  and  had  it  not  been  for  this 
kind  of  conduct,  our  enemies  would  have  been 


brought  to  a  sense  of  justice,  an  amicable  adjust- 
ment of  differences  would  have  taken  place. 
By  this  iniquitous  conduct  they  have  tried  to 
wrest  from  the  hands  of  Government  an  engine, 
the  best  calculated  of  all  others  that  could  have 
been  imagined,  to  coerce  our  enemies  into  a 
sense  of  justice,  and  bring  about  reciprocity  of 
commerce,  that  most  desirable  object,  a  system 
of  all  others  the  best  suited  to  the  peaceful  ge- 
nius of  our  Government.  But  if  it  has  not  been 
entirely  efficacious  as  a  measure  of  coercion,  it 
has  been  particularly  serviceable  in  many  in- 
stances— ^by  keeping  us  out  of  war,  which  is  at 
all  times  to  be  deprecated  by  civilized  men,  by 
preserving  our  citizens  from  becoming  victims 
of  British  tyranny  on  board  their  war  ships,  and 
securing  an  immense  amount  of  American  prop- 
erty that  was  sailing  on  the  ocean,  supposed 
to  amount  in  value  to  between  sixty  and  a  hun- 
dred millions  of  dollars,  the  principal  part  of 
which  would  inevitably  have  fallen  into  the 
voracious  jaws  of  the  monster  of  the  deep,,or 
into  the  iron  grasp  of  the  tyrant  Napoleon — ^by 
which,  if  we  are  involved  in  war,  we  have  pre- 
served the  leading  sinews,  wealth ;  and  above 
all,  for  preventing  us  from  becoming  tributary 
to  those  piratical  depredators,  whose  inevitable 
determination  is  to  monopolize  the  whole  trade 
of  the  world,  by  which  they  rob  us  of  our  in- 
herent rights.  If  gentlemen  had  come  forward 
with  propositions  to  adopt  any  thing  as  a  substi- 
tute for  the  embargo,  that  would  have  prevent- 
ed us  from  the  degradation  of  submission,  or 
from  falling  into  the  hands  of  those  monsters  of 
iniquity,  they  no  doubt  would  have  met  with 
support.  The  friends  of  this  measure  are  not 
so  pfarticularly  attached  to  it,  but  what  they 
would  willingly  exchange  it  for  one  that  was 
less  sorely  felt,  less  oppressive,  and  one  that 
would  preserve  national  honor,  and  bring  about 
a  redress  of  grievances ;  as  it  was  with  extreme 
regret  that  they  had  to  resort  to  the  measure 
of  the  embargo,  and  which  could  only  be  war- 
ranted by  the  necessity  of  the  case.  I  am  as 
anxious  for  the  repeal  of  the  embargo  as  any 
gentleman  in  this  House,  or  perhaps  any  man 
on  the  eontinent,  whenever  it  can  be  done  con- 
sistent with  the  honor  and  welfare  of  the  nation. 
The  citizens  of  Kentucky,  whom  I  have  the 
honor  to  represent,  feel  its  effects  in  common 
with  their  fellow  men  thi-oughout  the  conti- 
nent ;  but  their  patriotism  is  such  that  they  bear 
it  with  clieertulness,  and  magnanimity,  and  very 
justly  consider  it  as  a  preventive  of  greater  evils. 
I  think  that  a  retrograde  step  at  this  time  would 
have  the  appearance  of  acquiescence,  and  be 
calculated  to  mark  the  Government  with  pusil- 
lainimity ;  therefore  I  deprecate  war,  believing 
as  I  do,  that  in  a  Government  constructed  like 
ours,  war  ought  to  be  the  last  alternative,  so  as 
to  preserve  national  honor.  As  such  it  would 
perhaps  be  advisable  to  adopt  something  like 
the  second  resolution  that  is  under  consideration, 
which,  in  addition  to  the  embargo,  would  amount 
to  a  complete  non-intercourse — which  if  system- 
atically adhered  to  must  produce  the  desired 
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feet.  If  it  should  not,  it  will  at  least  give 
ne  to  make  preparationB  for  a  more  energetic 
peal,  -which  may  probably  have  to  be  the  re- 
It.  But  let  it  not  be  understood,  because  I 
1  for  avoiding  war,  as  long  as  it  can  be  avoid- 
.  upon  honorable  terms,  that  I  am  against 
ling  to  war  when  it  becomes  actually  necess-iry. 
0,  sir,  my  life  and  my  property  are  at  aU  times 

my  country's  command,  and  I  feel  no  hesita- 
)n  in  saying  that  the  citizens  of  Kentucky, 
hom  I  have  the  honor  to  represent,  would 
sp  forward  with  alacrity,  and  defend  with 
•avery  that  independence  in  which  they  glory, 
id  in  the  obtaining  of  which  some  of  the  best 
ood  of  their  ancestors  was  spilt;  for  the  de- 
■adation  of  tribute  they  would  spurn  with 
anly  indignation.  I  would  even  agree  to  go 
rther.  From  my  present  impression,  I  would 
p*ee  to  a  recall  of  our  Ministers  from  both 
ngland  and  France,  and  to  a  discharge  of 
leirs ;  and  have  no  intercourse  with  the  prin- 
pal  belligerents  until  they  learned  to  respect 
ir  rights  as  an  independent  nation,  and  laid 
lide  that  dictatorial  conduct  which  has  for 
sars  been  characteristic  of  those  European  des- 
)ts ;  for  I  am  almost  certain,  under  exist- 
g  circumstances,  that  our  Ministers  in  neither 
ngland  nor  France  can  do  us  any  possible 
irvice,  and  that  their  Ministers  here  can,  and 
L  all  probability  do  a  great  deal  of  harm, 
y  fomenting  division'  and  keeping  up  party 
>irit,  at  a  time,  too,  when  unanimity  is  of  the 
tmost  consequence. 

As  to  our  commerce  being  driven  from  the 
sean,  I  am  not  disposed  to  take  a  lengthy  re- 
■ospeot,  or  to  examine  minutely  in  order  to  dis- 
)ver  which  of  our  enemies,  England  or  France, 
■as  the  first  aggressor ;  it  is  sufBcient  for  me 
lat  both  France  and  England  have  done  nearly 
[1  in  their  power  to  harass  and  oppress  us  in 
f  ery  imaginable  way.  I  am  not  the  apologist 
f  either  France  or  England.  I  am  an  Ameri- 
in  in  principle,  and  I  trust  whenever  it  is 
lought  necessary  to  call  my  energies  into  ae- 
on I  shall  prove  myself  to  be  such,  by  defend- 
ig  and  protecting  the  rights  and  independence 
f  my  own  country,  from  any  encroachments, 
it  them  come  from  what  quarter  they  may. 
!y  those  iniquitous  decrees  of  France,  all  ves- 
bIs  bound  to  or  from  England  are  deemed  law- 
al  prize,  and  if  spoken  by  an  English  ship  they 
rere  condemned  in  the  prize  courts  of  France. 
V^hen  a  ship  arrived  in  any  of  the  French  ports, 
ribery  and  corruption  was  practiced ;  in  order 
0  succeed  in  her  condemnation,  a  separate  ex- 
mination  of  the  crew  would  be  resorted  to,  as 
0  the  events  that  happened  on  the  voyage  ;  of- 
3rs  made  of  one-third  of  the  ship  and  lading  as 
heir  portion  of  the  prize  money,  if  they  would 
ive  information  of  their  vessel  having  touched 
t  any  of  the  ports  of  England,  or  that  any  Eng- 
:sh  cruiser  had  visited  her  on  the  voyage. 
Jonsequently,  by  the  French  decrees,  all  prop- 
rty  afloat  belonging  to  the  Americans  was  lia- 
le  to  seizure  and  condemnation.  Are  gentle- 
len,  possessing  the  feelings  of  Americans,  pre- 


pared to  submit  to  such  degradation?  Are  they 
prepared  to  say  the  embargo  shall  be  raised, 
while  our  commerce  is  subjected  to  this  kind 
of  depredation?    I  trust  not. 

As  respects  the  British  Orders  in  Council,  all 
American  vessels  bound  to  French  ports,  or  to 
any  of  the  allies  of  the  French,  are  considered 
good  prize  in  the  courts  of  Britain.    England 
says  you  must  not  carry  on  any  trade  to  any  of 
the  places  that  I  have  interdicted,  without  ob- 
taining my  leave — ^payme  a  duty,  and  then  you 
shall  be  permitted  to  go  to  any  port — by  paying 
me  a  tribute  yon  may  trade  .to  any  port  yon 
please.    Degrading  to  freemen!     Britain  in  her 
goodness  says,  you  shall  have  the  liberty  to 
bring  flour  irom  the  United  States  of  America 
to  England,  land  it,  and  re-export  it,  by  paying 
two  dollars  on  every  barrel  into  my  coffers. 
On  cotton,  which  is  certainly  a  very  important 
article,  a  duty  is  charged  on  its  exportation  of 
about  nine  pence  per  pound  sterling;  nearly 
equal  to  the  full  value  of  that  article  in  the 
parts  of  America  where  it  is  raised,  exclusive 
of  the  import  duty,  which  is  two  pence  in  the 
poimd.     Therefore,  if  our  traders  wish  to  go  to 
the  Continent  of  Europe,  the  condition  is,  a 
tribute  must  be  paid  nearly  equal  to  the  value 
of  the  cargo,  exclusive  of  the  insurance  and  risk. 
If  I  mistake  not,  about  two-thirds  of  the  cotton 
.exported  from  this  country  is  made  use  of  in 
England;  on  the  balance  a  tribute  must  be  paid 
of  about  nine  pence  sterling  per  pound,  which 
is  about,  twenty  millions  of  pounds— -on  a  calcu- 
lation the  sums  will  be  found  to  be  enormous — 
purely  for  the  liberty  of  selling  cotton ;  as  also 
high  and  oppressive  duties  on  other  articles.  If 
these  impositions  are  submitted  to,  I  pronounce 
your  liberties  gone — irretrievably  lost — a  blot 
made  in  the  American  political  character,  never 
to  be  obliterated.    No  man  possessing  an  Amer- 
ican heart  will  submit  to  the  degradation  of  pay- 
ing tribute  to  any  nation  on  earth,  nor  suffer  the 
freemen  of  America  to  be  taxed  without  their 
consent.    Will  gentlemen  say  the  embargo  law 
must  be  repealed,  and  suffea^  our  commerce  to 
flow  in  its  usual  channel,  while  the  decrees  of 
France  and  the  British  Orders  in  Council  are 
enforced,  by  which  they  would  not  only  he  lia- 
ble to  seizure  and  condemnation,  but  what  is 
more  degrading,  pay  a  tribute  of  many  millions 
of  dollars  annuaUy,  too  degrading  to  be  thought 
of  with  patience  ?    We  received  liberty  in  its 
purity  from  our  heroic  ancestors — ^it  is  a  duty 
incumbent  on  us  to  transmit  it  to  posterity  un- 
sullied, or  perish  in  the  undertaking. 

But,  sir,  it  has  been  said  that  the  people  of 
the  East  wotdd  not  bear  the  continuance  of  the 
embargo  any  longer — that  they  would  force 
their  way  in  trade;  hinting,  I  presume,  that 
they  would  openly  rebel  against  your  laws  if 
they  were  not  aUowed  to  pursue  their  usual 
course  in  commerce,  by  which  they  subscribe  to 
those  nefarious  Orders  in  Council,  which  is  trib- 
ute of  the  most  degrading  kind.  Who  are  these 
people  of  the  East  that  have  the  hardihood  to 
insinuate  any  thing  like  rebellion  against  the 
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laws  of  the  land,  or  that  would  wish  to  degrade 

themselves  so  far  as  to  pay  tribute  ?  It  cannot 
be  the  descendants  of  the  heroes  of  '76,  that 
bravely  stepped  forth  and  fought  against  a  ty- 
rant for  liberty  I  It  cannot  be  the  descendants 
of  those  brave  fellows  that  struggled  on  the 
brow  of  Bunker's  Hill  for  independence  I  No. 
It  must  be  the  descendants  of  refugees  or  old 
tories,  or  otherwise  it  must  be  British  agents  or 
partisans ;  for  no  man  possessing  the  feeling  that 
an  American  ought  to  feel,  would  throw  out 
suQh  threats,  or  degrade  himself  by  coming  un- 
der tribute.  If  patriotism  has  left  the  land  of 
freedom — ^if  it  has  taken  its  flight  from  the  mild 
and  peaceful  shores  of  Columbia — if  foreign  in- 
fluence and  corruption  has  extended  itself  so  far 
■  that  the  people  are  disposed  to  rebel  against  the 
Government  of  their  country — if  the  dissemina- 
tion of  foreign  gold  has  had  the  baneful  effect 
of  suppressing  all  noble  and  patriotic  senti- 
mAits,  it  is  indeed  time  that  foreign  intercourse 
should  cease.  If  the  spirit  of  commercial  spec- 
ulation and  cupidity  had  surmounted  all  patriot- 
ism, it  is  time  that  more  energetic  measures 
should  be  resorted  to,  in  order  that  the  chaff 
might  be  separated  from  the  wheat;  in  a  word, 
that  traitors  might  be  known. 

Mr.  Nklson  said  it  was  with  very  considera- 
ble reluctance  that  he  rose  to  make  a  few  re- 
marks on  this  subject,  after  the  very  lengthy  and. 
very  eloquent  discourse  of  the  gentleman  from 
Maryland,  (Mr.  Key.)  I  did  not  intend,  said 
he,  to  have  troubled  the  House  upon  this  ques- 
tion ;  but  as  I  am  a  man  who  generally  speaks 
off-hand,  it  is  necessary  for  me  to  answer  the 
arguments- of  any  gentleman  promptly,  if  I  in- 
tend to  do  it  at  all.  For  this  reason  I  rise  to 
do  away  some  false  impressions  which  may  have 
been  made  by  the  gentleman's  eloquence  on  the 
House,  and  on  the  by-standers,  in  the  galleries, 
for  I  must  say  that  his  speech  was  better  calcu- 
lated for  the  galleries  than  for  the  sober  mem- 
bers of  this  House.  The  gentleman  commenced 
his  argument  with  stating,  what  I  do  not  be- 
lieve, with  due  submission,  is  true  in  point  of 
fact,  that,  although  at  their  last  session  the  Le- 
gislature of  Maryland  passed  resolutions  approv- 
ing the  embargo,  yet  another  election  having 
taken  place,  the  present  Legislature  have  passed 
contrary  resolutions.  %         ' 

Mr.  Key  said  he  had  spoken  of  the  House  of 
Representatives  of  Maryland,  and  not  of  the 
Legislature. 

Mr.  Nelson  said  the  House  of  Eepresentatives 
have,  to  be  sure,  passed  resolutions. bottomed 
on  the  same  principles  as  those  on  which  the 
gentleman  himself  has  spoken,  and  which  I 
have  heard  echoed  in  the  electioneering  cam- 
paign from  almost  every  stump  in  the  district 
in  which  L  live.  WhUst  the  gentleman  was  on 
this  subject,  I  wish  he  had  told  us  of  the  philippic 
these  resolutions  got  from  the  Senate  of  Mary- 
land. The  fact  is  not,  as  I  understood  the  gen- 
tleman to  say,  that  the  Legislature  of  Maryland 
have  passed  resolutions  disapproving  the  meas- 
ures of  the  Government.  But  the  gentleman  inti- 


mates that  the  politics  of  Maryland  have  under- 
gone a  great  change,  and  that  the  party  formerly 
uppermost,  is  now  under.  Sir,  the  question 
which  turned  out  the  old  members  of  the  Legis- 
lature in  the  county  where  I  live,  was  not  the 
embargo  system,  but  a  question  as  to  a  State 
law.  The  militia  system  was  the  stumbling- 
block  which  caused  many  of  the  old  members 
to  be  turned  out,  and  thus  the  opposite  party  got 
the  ascendency  in  one  branch  of  the  Legislature 
of  Maryland.  But,  since  that  election,  another 
has  taken  place  for  members  of  Congress ;  and 
how  has  that  turned  out?  Why,  sir,  that  gen- 
tleman and  two  other  anti-embargoists  are 
elected,  whilst  six  men,  who  have  always  ap- 
proved of  it,  are  also  returned ;  making  six  to 
three.  Does  this  prove  a  change  ?  No,  sir. 
But  we  have  had  another  election  since  that. 
Out  of  eleven  electors,  nine  men  are  returned 
as  elected  who  have  approved  this  system  of 
measures.  Does  this  prove  that  the  embargo 
was  the  cause  of  the  change  of  the  politics  of 
the  Maryland  Legislature  1    I  think  not,  sir. 

But  the  gentleman  has  said  that  the  embargo, 
and  not  the  Orders  in  ConncU  and  decrees,  has 
destroyed  the  commerce  of  this  country.  I  do 
not  know,  after  all  the  arguments  which  I  have 
heard,  if  the  gentleman  listened  with  the  same 
attention  as  I  did,  how  he  could  make  such  an 
assertion.  When  our  ports  are  blockaded,  and 
all  the  world  is  against  us,  so  that,  if  the  em- 
bargo was  raised,  we  could  go  nowhere  with 
perfect  freedom,  can  gentlemen  say  that  the 
embargo  has  mined  our  commerce  ?  Is  it  not 
these  acts  which  have  shut  us  out  from  a  mar- 
ket? The  gentleman  says  we  may  trade  to 
England.  Yes,  sir,  we  may,  provided  we  will 
pay  all  such  duties  as  she  chooses,  and  go  no- 
where else.  And  would  not  the  doing  this 
place  us  in  precisely  the  same  situation  as  we 
were  in  before  the  Revolution  ?  England  says 
we  .may  trade  with  her,  paying  heavy  import 
and  export  duties,  but  says  we  shall  go  nowhere 
else.  If  you  go  anywhere  else,  she  says  you 
shall  go  by  England,  take  a  license,  and  pay  a 
duty,  and  then  you  may  trade.  Is  it  to  be  sup- 
posed that  the  people  of  the  United  States  will 
agree  to  this  ?  Are  they  reduced  to  that  situa- 
tion, that  they  will  become  the  vassals  of  a  for- 
eign power— for  what  ?  Why,  sir,  for  the  pros- 
ecution of  a  trade  with  that  foreign  power, 
who,  if  her  present  impositions  be  submitted 
to,  may  cut  up  our  trade  in  any  manner  she 
pleases ;  for,  through  our  trade,  she  will  raise 
a  revenue  to  almost  an  equal  amoimt  with  the 
value  of  your  whole  produce  carried  hence. 
She  levies  a  higher  tribute  on  some  articles  than 
the  article  itself  is  worth,  and  this  trade  the 
gentleman  wants  to  pursue.  He  wants  no  sub- 
stitute ;  "  take  off  the  embargo,"  says  he,  "  arid 
let  us  trade."  Sir,  if  we  could  trade  upon  equal 
terms,  I,  too,  should  say,  "  take  off  the  em- 
bargo, and  let  us  trade."  But  if  we  cannot 
trade,  except  under  the  license  of  a  foreign 
power,  I  say  it  would  be  ruinous  to  us.  And 
has  it  come  to  this,  for  all  the  arguments  go  to 
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this,  that  the  American  people,  for  the  sake  of 
pounds,  shillLngs,  and  pence,  for  the  sake  of 
hoarding  np  a  few  pence,  are  to  give  np  their 
independence,  and  become  vassals  of  England 
and  France  ?  I  hear  nothing  from  the  gentle- 
man about  the  Jionor  of  the  nation.  It  would 
appear  as  if  gentlemen  on  the  other  side  of  the 
House  are  willing  to  sell  their  comitry  if  they 
can  put  money  in  their  pocketT  Take  off  the 
embargo,  they  cry — for  what?  money.  Pay 
tribute — for  what  ?  money.  Surrender  your 
independence — for  what  ?  all  for  money,  sir. 
I  trust  the  people  have  a  different  feeling  from 
these  gentlemen.  The  people  love  money,  sir ; 
but  they  love  liberty  and  independence  much 
better.  If  money  had  been  the  sole  object,  the 
Eevolution  would  never  have  happened  ;  and 
if  that  be  our  sole  object  now,  the  blood  spilt 
.  and  money  spent  in  our  Eevolution  was  all  in 
vain.  But  the  gentleman  says,  that  our  honor 
is  not  concerned  ;  that  Republics  have  none  ; 
that  their  honor  is  to  pursue  that  course  by 
which  they  can  make  the  most  money. 

Mr.  Key  said  that  he  did  not  say  that  the 
honor  of  the  nation  was  money ;  but  that  the 
line  of  conduct  was  most  honorable  which  best 
secured  the  happiness  and  independence  of  the 
people. 

Mr.  IfELSoB. — I  ask  pardon  of  the  gentle- 
man if  I  misrepresented  him ;  because  the  gen- 
tleman's argimient  was  quite  vulnerable  enough, 
without  my  making  it  more  so  than  it  really 
was.  I  did  understand  the  gentleman  to  say, 
and  had  he  not  contradicted  me,  should  still  be- 
lieve so,  that  the  honor  of  the  Republic  is  pre- 
cisely that  which  brings  the  most  riches  to  the 
nation.  But  I  ask,  whether  the  line  of  conduct 
recommended  by  that  gentleman  be  such  a  one 
as  would  be  proper  to  secure  and  take  care  of 
the  independence  of  the  people  ?  Is  it  to  secure 
the  independence  of  the  people,  to  suffer  a  for- 
eign nation  to  impose  upon  them  any  terms 
which  it  thinks  proper?  Is  it  for  the  honor  or 
happiness  of  this  nation  that  we  should  again 
pass  under  the  yoke  of  Great  Britain?  Is  it 
for  the  honor  of"  the  nation  to  remove  the  em- 
bargo, without  taking  any  other  measure,  and 
to  bear  with  every  indignity  ?  No,  sir ;  and 
yet  the  gentleman  teUs  you,  "  take  off  the  em- 
bargo, I  want  no  substitute."  I  did  not  suppose, 
sir,  that  gentlemen  who  oppose  our  measures  (for 
I  have  great  charity  for  them)  would  openly 
teU  us  to  take  off  the  embargo,  and  trade  as 
foreign  nations  choose  to  dictate. 

But  the  gentleman  talks  about  the  pressure 
of  the  embargo.  That  it  does  press  hard  is  be- 
yond doubt.  It  is  an  evil  thing  in  itself;  some- 
thing like  the  dose  a  doctor  gives  us ;  it  is  a 
disagreeable  thing  in  itself  but  it  cures  your 
complaint.  Thus  the  embargo  is  a  disagree- 
able thing;  but  if  we  swallow  it,  however  dis- 
agreeable, it  may  bring  the  political  body  to 
health.  The  gentleman  gilds  the  pill  he  would 
give  US ;  but  it  is  a  slow  poison  that  would 
creep  upon  us,  and  bring  on  a  distemper  here- 
tofore unknown  to  us,  that   sooner  or  later 


would  carry  us  to  the  grave.  We  take  off  the 
embargo,  and  trade  on  their  terms ;  what  wiU 
be  the  consequence  ?  Will  they  not  forever 
hereafter  compel  us  to  trade  as  they  please? 
Unquestionably.  And  is  it  not  better  to  submit 
to  some  inconveniences,  eventually  to  insm-e  a 
free  trade  ? 

The  gentleman  says  that,  if  produce  be  offered 
for  sale,  on  condition  that  the  embargo  be  raised, 
it  wUl  bring  a  higher  price  than  if  on  a  certain- 
ty that  the  embargo  is  to  be  continued.  No 
doubt,  sir,  when  the  embargo  is  taken  0%  a 
momentary  ^ur  will  be  given  to  exportation ; 
but  how  long  will  it  continue  ?  It  wUl  last  but 
a  very  few  weeks.  Produce  wiU  soon  be  re- 
duced to  its  proper  level  in  the  market.  Take 
flour,  for  instance,  the  principal  article  raised 
for  exportation  in  the  gentleman's  district  and 
mine.  It  would  rise,  on  a  removal  of  the  em- 
bargo, to  ten  or  twelve  dollars ;  and  how  long 
would  that  price  last  ?  It  would  be  a  thing  of 
a  day,  and  to  the  people  who  live  in  our  dis- 
tricts of  no  sort  of  consequence ;  it  would  be 
of  no  benefit  but  to  those  who  have  flour  at  the 
market ;  to  the  merchants  who  have  bought  it 
up  at  a  low  price.  Before  the  honest  farmer 
can  bring  his  produce  to  market,  the  great  price 
will  be  aU  over ;  and  though  no  embargo  affects 
it,  will  be  down  to  its  present  price,  of  four  or 
five  dollars ;  so  that,  although  a  removal  of  the 
embargo  would  reduce  the  price  of  produce  at 
first,  I  cannot  see  how  gentlemen  would  make 
that  an  argument  for  taking  off  the  embargo. 
If  the  gentleman  can  show  that  the  price  wUl 
continue,  and  that  we  can  traffic  without  dis- 
honor, then,  sir,  would  I  cordially  jbin  hands 
with  him  to  take  off  the  embargo. 

But  the  gentleman  says,  that  the  pressure  is 
BO  very  great  that  some  of  the  States  have 
passed  laws  for  suspending  executions.  I  know- 
not  what  has  been  done  in  other  States  on  this 
subject,  nor  what  has  been  done  in  my  own.  If 
the  gentleman  has  any  information  on  the  sub- 
,ject,  I  should  like  to  hear  it.  A  bill  was  before 
the  House  of  Delegates  for  that  pm-pose,  but  I 
did  trust  in  God  that  it  would  be  unanimously 
rejected.  That  such  a  law  would  pass  in  Mary- 
land I  never  had  an  idea,  because  it  is  totally 
unnecessary.  There  are  fewer  men  confined  in 
jail  for  debt  on  this  day  than  there  ever  were 
before  for  sixteen  years  that  I  have  been  in  the 
practice  of  the  law  in  that  State.  No  man  has 
gone  to  jail  but  those  who,  to  use  an  emphatic 
expression,  have  iroken  into  jail,  who  were  too 
idle  to  work  to  pay  their  debts ;  who  would  get 
a  friend  to  put  them  into  jail,  if  they  could  get 
no  other;  and  who  stay  there  awhile,  and  then 
come  out  new  men.  This  being  the  case,  there 
can  be  no  reason  for  shutting  the  courts  of  jus- 
tice there. 

On  the  subject  of  revenue,  I  can  only  say,  that 
at  present  there  appears  to  be  no  deficiency  of 
money  in  the  Treasury.  It  is  very  certam  that 
if  this  embargo  and  non-intercourse  system  be 
continued  long,  our  Treasury  will  run  short, 
and  we  shall  have  no  means  of  filling  it  but  by 


74 


ABRIDGMENT  OF  THE 


H.  OF  R.] 


Foreign  Relations. 


[December,  1808. 


loans  or  direct  taxation.  But  I  trust  and  hope 
that  before  the  money  abeady  in  the  Treasury 
is  fairly  expended,  if  we  pursue  our  object  we 
shall  get  over  our  embarrassments.  Bather 
than  pursue  this  subject  much  farther,  I  would 
not  only  arm  our  merchantmen  at  sea,  but  our 
citizens  on  the  land,  and  anarch  to  the  North 
and  East,  and  see  if  we  could  not  do  them  some 
injury  in  return  .for  all  that  we  have  received 
from  them,  even  if  we  should  do  ourselves  no 
good  by  it.  It  would  do  me  some  good  to  be 
able  to  do  them  some  injury.  I  confess  I  do 
not  like  this  Quaker  policy.  If  one  man  slaps 
another's  face,  the  other  ought  to  knock  him 
down ;  and  I  hope  this  will  be  our  policy. 

But  the  gentleman  says  that  the  President 
recommended  this  measure  to  Congress  as  a 
measure  of  precaution.  I  do  believe  that,  at 
the  tune  the  embargo  was  laid,  it  was  done  as 
a  measure  of  precaution,  and  the  President 
viewed  it  in  that  light.  After  its  having  an- 
swered every  purpose  as  a  measure  of  precau- 
tion, I  am  for  continuing  it  as  a  measure  of  co- 
ercion. For,  whatever  gentlemen  say  about 
turning  sugar  plantations  into  cotton-fields,  if 
the  embargo  be  rigidly  enforced,  that  we  shall 
distress  the  West  Indies  very  considerably,  I  do 
believe.  I  am  unwiUing  to  involve  this  coun- 
try in  a  war  if  I  can  avoid  it,  but  I  am  still 
more  unwilling  to  take  oif  the  embargo  and 
embrace  the  proposition  of  my  colleague :  for  I 
have  no  idea  of  a  free  trade  being  permitted  to 
us.  In  any  country  a  war  is  to  be  deprecated;- 
in  this  country  particularly,  where  every  thing 
depends  on  the  will  of  the  people,  we  ought  to 
be  well  aware  that  war  meets  the  approbation 
of  the  people.  We  might  make  many  declara- 
tions of  war  without  effect,  unless  the  people 
follow  us.  We  try  every  method  to  obtain 
honorable  peace ;  and  if  we  do  not  succeed,  the 
people  will  go  with  us  heart  and  hand  to  war. 

I  shall  enter  into  no  calculations  on  this  sub- 
jectj  sir.  When  the  great  question  is  presented 
to  us  whether  we  will  submit  or  maintain  our. 
independence,  we  must  determine  either  to  do 
one  or  the  other :  that  nation  is  not  independ- 
ent which  carries  on  trade  subject  to  the  will 
of  any  other  power.  Then,  to  my  mind,  the 
only  question  is,  shall  we  defend  ourselves,  or 
shall  we  submit?  And  on  that  question  I  will 
make  no  calculations.  If  a  man  submits,  of 
what  use  are  calculations  of  money,  for  it  may 
be  drawn  from  him  at  the  pleasure  of  his  mas- 
ter 2  Let  us  have  as  much  trade  as  we  may,  if 
we  can  only  carry  it  on  as  others  please,  we 
need  not  calculate  about  money.  We  shall  be 
poor,  indeed ;  and,  having  lost  our  independ- 
ence, we  shall  not  even  have  money  in  return 
for  it.  '  But  this  nation  will  not  submit,  sir,  nor 
will  any  man,  who  is  a  real  American,  advocate 
such  a  doctrine. 

As  to  the  embargo,  Mr.  N.  said  he  was  not 
wedded  to  it.  If  any  better  system  were  de- 
vised, he  would  give  up  the  present  system  and 
embrace  the  better  one,  let  it  come  whence  it 
would. 


The  House  adjourned  without  taking  a  ques- 
tion. 


Feidat,  December  9. 
.  Mr.  Lewis  presented  a  petition  of  the  Presi- 
dent and  Directors  of  the  Washington  Bridge 
Company,  praying  a  revision  and  amendment 
of  an  act  passed  at  the  last  session  of  Congress, 
entitled  "An  act  authorizing  the  erection  of  a 
bridge  over  the  river  Potomac  within  the  Dis- 
trict of  Columbia." — Referred  to  the  Commit- 
tee for  the  District  of  Columbia. 

Mr.  Jebemiah  Moreow,  from  the  Committee 
on  the  Public  Lands,  presented  a  bill  to  revive 
and  continue  the  authority  of  the  Commission- 
ers of  Kaskaskia ;  which  was  read  twice,  and 
committed  to  a  Committee  of  the  Whole  on 
Monday  next. 

An  engrossed  bill  to  authorize  the  President 
to  employ  an  additional  number  of  revenue 
cotters  was  jead  a  third  time :  Whereupon,  a 
motion  was  made  by  Mr.  Dueell  that  the  said 
hill  be  recommitted  to  the  Committee  of  Com- 
merce and  Manufactures,  farther  to  consider 
and  report  thereon  to  the  House :  it  passed  in 
the  negative. 

The  main  question  was  then  taken,  that  the 
said  bin  do  pass,  and  resolved  in  the  affirma- 
tive— ^yeas  90,  nays  26,  as  follows : 

Yeas. — ^Evan  Alexander,  Lemuel  J.  Alston,  Willis 
Alston,  jnn.,  Ezekiel  Bacon,  David  Bard,  Joseph 
Barker,  Burwell  Bassett,  WilUam  W.  Bibb,  William 
Blackledge,  John  Blake,  jnn.,  Thomas  Blonnt,  Adam 
Boyd,  John  Boyle,  Kobert  Brown,  William  Bntler, 
Joseph  Calhonn,  George  W.  Campbell,  Matthew  Clay, 
John  Clopton,  Richard  Cntts,  John  Dawson,  Josiah 
Deane,  Joseph  Desha,  Daniel  M.  Dnrell,  William 
Flndlay,  James  Fisk,  Meshack  Franklin,  Francis 
Gardner,  Thomas  Gholson,  jun.,  Peterson  Goodwyn, 
Edwin  Gray,  Isaiah  L.  Green,  John  Harris,  John 
Heister,  William  Helms,  James  Holland,  David 
Holmes,  Benjamin  Howard,  Reuben  Humphreys, 
Daniel  Ilsley,  Richard  M.  Johnson,  James  KeUy, 
Thomas  Kenan,  Philip  B.  Key,  William  Kirkpatrick, 
John  Lambert,  Edward  Lloyd,  John  Love,  Robert 
Marion,  William  McCreery,  William  Milnor,  Daniel 
Montgomery,  jun.,  John  Montgomery,  Nicholas  R. 
Moore,  Thomas  Moore,  Jeremiah  Morrow,  John 
Morrow,  Gurdon  S.  Mumford,  Roger  Nelson,  Thomas 
Newbold,  Thomas  Newton,  Wilson  C.  Nicholas;  John 
Porter,  John  Rea  of  Pennsylvania,  John  Rhea  of 
Tennessee,  Jacob  Richards,  Matthias  Richards, 
Samuel  Riker,  Benjamin  Say,  Ebenezer  Seaver, 
Samuel  Shaw,  Dennis  Smelt,  John  Smilie,  Jedediah 
K.  Smith,  John  Smith,  Samuel  Smith,  Richard  Stan- 
ford, Clement  Storer,  Peter  Swart,  John  Taylor, 
John  Thompson,  George  M.  Troup,  James  I.  Van 
Allen,  Archibald  Van  Home,  Daniel  C.  Verplanck, 
Jesse  Wharton,  Robert  Whitehill,  Isaac  WUbour, 
Alexander  Wilson,  and  Richard  Wynn. 

Nays. — John  Campbell,  Martin  Chittenden,  John 
Culpeper,  John  Davenport,  jun.,  James  Elliot,  Wil- 
liam Ely,  Barent  Gardenier,  WUliam  Hoge,  Richard 
Jackson,  Robert  Jenkins,  Joseph  Lewis,  jun.,  Edward 
St.  Loe  Livermore,  Nathaniel  Macon,  Josiah  Masters, 
Jonathan  0.  Mosely,  Timothy  Pitkin,  jun,,  John  Rus- 
sell, James  Sloan,  William  Stedman,  Lewis  B.  Stur- 
ges,  Samuel  Taggart,  Benjamin  Tallmadge,  Jabez 
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Upham,  Philip  Vaa  Cortlandt,  Dayid  K.  WilKams, 
and  Nathan  Wilson. 

Resolved,  That  the  title  he,  "  An  act  to  author- 
ize the  President  to  employ  an  additional  num- 
ber of  revenue  cutters." 

A  message  from  the  Senate  informed  the 
House  that  the  Senate  have  passed  a  bUl,  en- 
titled "An  act  farther  to  amend  the  judicial 
system  of  the  United  States ;  "  to  which  they 
desire  the  concurrencie  of  this  House. 

Foreign  Affaire. 

The  House  resumed  the  consideration  of  the 
unfinished  business  depending  yesterday  at  the 
time  of  adjournment-— the  report  of  the  com- 
mittee still  under  consideration. 

Mr.  D.  E.  WiLLAMS  said :  It  has  become  very 
fashionable  to  apologize  to  you,  sir,  for  every 
trespass  which  a  gentleman  contemplates  mak- 
ing on  the  patience  of  the  House,  and  I  do  not 
know  but  in  ordinary  cases  it  may  be  very  prop- 
er ;  but  the  present  question  is  certainly  such 
a  one  as  exempts  every  gentleman  from  the 
necessity  of  making  any  apology  whatever.  I 
shall  offer  none,  and  for  the  additional  reason, 
that  I  have  g^ven  to  every  member  who  has 
spoken  the  utmost  of  my  attention. 

Upon  this  question,  which  presents  itself  in 
every  point  of  view  too  clear  to  admit  of  a 
single  doubt ;  equally  unsusceptible  of  sophisti- 
cal perversion  or  misrepresentation ;  a  question 
which  involves  a  political  truism,  and  which  is 
nndenied;  a  debate  has  grown  out  of  it,  em- 
bracing the  whole  foreign  relations  of  this 
country.  I  shall  not  attempt  Jo  follow  the 
gentlemen  in  the  course  which  they  have  pur- 
sued, but  will  confine  my  observations  to  a  jus- 
tification of  the  embargo,  and  to  the  proof,  that 
the  orders  and  decrees  of  the  belligerents,  and 
not  the  embargo,  as  was  said  by  the  gentleman 
from  Maryland,  (Mr.  Key,)  have  produced  the 
present  embarrassments.  Bad  as  our  situation 
was  at  the  close  of  the  last  session,  it  has  now 
become  infinitely  worse.  The  offer  to  suspend 
the  embargo  laws,  for  a  suspension  of  the  Orders 
in  Council,  made  in  a  sincere  spirit  of  concilia- 
tion, has  been  contemptuously  rejected,  those 
orders  justified,  and  an  extension  of  their  ope- 
ration threatened:  this  is  a  state  of  things  in- 
sufferable. At  &  crisis  of  this  sort,  the  impor- 
tance of  which  every  gentleman  acknowledges, 
I  deem  it  proper  that  every  man  who  feels  an 
ardent  love  of  country  should  come  forward  to 
save  that  country,  to  rescue  his  sinking  parent 
from  the  jaws  of  pollution.  The  effort  should 
be,  who  shaU  render  our  common  country  the 
most  good ;  who  will  be  foremost  in  the  ranks ; 
we  should  not  shrink  behind  the  irresponsible 
stand  of  doing  nothing,  ready  to  raise  ourselves 
npon'the  mistakes  of  others ;  perhaps,  the  vir- 
tuous misfortunes  of  our  political  brothers.  I 
am  willing  to  take  my  share  of  the  responsi- 
bility of  asserting  the  wisdom  of  the  original 
imposition  of  the  embargo,  and  the  correctness 
of  its  present  and  future  continuance.  Gentle- 
men have  been  frequently  called  upon,  while 


they  make  vehement  declamation  against  the 
embargo,  to  say  what  they  wish  in  its  stead ; 
they  declare  the  utmost  hostility  to  the  measure, 
and  yet  they  offer  no  substitute.  Can  they  for 
one  moment  forget,  that  upon  this  question  as 
upon  every  other  national  subject,  we  must  all 
hang  together  or  be  hung  separate  1  It  inevi- 
tably follows  from  the  organization  of  our  Gov- 
ernment, that  this  is  the  fact. 

I  consider  the  original  imposition  of  the  em- 
bargo, as  wise  in  a  precautionary  point  of  view ; 
and  notwithstanding  all  that  has  been  said,  and 
eloquentlj^aid,  by  the  gentleman  from  Mary- 
land, (Mr.  Ket,)  I  believe  it  was  called  for  by 
the  most  imperious  public  necessity.  Every 
one  must  know,  that  had  it  not  been  for  the 
embargo,  millions  of  property,  and  (what  is 
worse)  thousands  of  our  seamen,  must  have 
fallen  a  sacrifice  to  the  cupidity  of  belligerent 
cruisers.  No  need  of  calculations  on  this  sub- 
ject— ^I  shall  not  stop  to  enter  into  one.  I  ap- 
peal to  the  common  sense  of  the  nation  and  of 
this  House,  whether  or  not  the  orders  and  de- 
crees were  calculated  to  have  swept  from  the 
ocean  all  our  floating  property  and  seamen. 
But,  no,  say  gentlemen,  the  seamen  are  not 
saved ;  and  here  we  are  amused  with  the  old 
story,  new  vamped,  of  the  fishermen  running 
away.  The  seamen  gone,  sir !  This  is  a  libel 
on  their  generous  and  patriotic  natures.  Where 
are  they  gone  ?  Every  man  who  ventures  such 
an  allegation,  is  bound  to  prove  it ;  because  it 
is,  if  true,  susceptible  of  proof.  Surely,  sir,  the 
assertion,  or  even  proof,  that  British  or  other 
foreign  seamen  have  left  your  service,  does  not 
establish  that  American  seamen  have  deserted 
their  country.  The  British  seamen  gone!  I 
am  glad  of  it,  sir.  I  wish  there  had  never  been 
one  in  our  service ;  and  if  there  is  an  American 
tar  who  would,  in  the  hour  of  peril,  desert  his 
country,  that  he  would  go  also.  The  thing  is 
impossible  sir;  every  vessel  which  has  sailed 
from  the  United  States  since  the  imposition  of 
the  embargo,  has  passed  under  such  a  peculiar 
review  before  the  officers  of  the  revenue^  that 
had  any  number  of  American  seamen  shipped 
themselves,  proofs  of  their  departure  might,  and 
certainly  would,  have  been  had.  Bead  the  in- 
telligence from  Nova  Scotia;  it  informs  ns  that 
none  but  English  sailors  have  arrived  there.  I 
call  upon  gentlemen  then  to  show  how,  where, 
and  when,  an  American  seaman  has  left  his 
country,  except  in  the  pursuit  of  his  ordinary 
vocation. 

If  the  gentleman  from  Maryland  (Mr.  Key) 
will  apply  to  his  political — ^I  beg  pardon — to  his 
mercantile  barometer,  the  insurance  oflBces,  he 
would  find  that,  after  the  operation  of  the 
Orders  in  Council  was  known,  insurance  could 
not  have  been  effected  at  Baltimore  to  the  Con- 
tinent of  Europe  for  80  per  cent.,  and  not  at 
London,  on  American  property,  for  90  guineas 
per  cent.  The  proof  of  this  is  before  me.  Does 
not  this  prove  that  so  much  danger  existed  on 
the  ocean  that  it  was  next  to  impossible  to  pass 
without  seizure  and  condemnation  ?  And  surely 
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he  will  not  contend  that  this  advance  of  premium 
was  caused  by  the  embargo  ?  If  the  embargo 
then  has  saved  any  thing  to  the  country — and 
that  it  has  there  can  be  no  doubt — exactly  in 
the  proportion  that  it  has  saved  property  and 
seamen  to  you,  it  has  lessened  the  ability  of  the 
enemy  to  make  war  upon  you,  and  what  is  pri- 
marily important,  lessened  the  temptation  to 
war.  The  rich  plunder  of  your  inoffensive  and 
enlarged  commerce,  must  inevitably  have  gone 
to  swejl  the  coffers  which  are  to  support  the 
sinews  of  war  against  you.  The  reaction  thus 
caused  by  the  embargo,  is  in  your  favor,  pre- 
cisely to  the  amount  of  property  and  men  which 
it  has  saved  to  you  from  your  enemies. 

But  we  are  told  that  the  enterprising  mer- 
chant is  deprived  of  an  opportunity — of  what  ? 
Of  ruining  himself  and  sacrificing  the  industry 
of  others.  Has  any  capitalist  said  he  would 
venture  out  in  the  present  tempest  which 
blackens  the  ocean  ?  No,  sir,  they  are  your 
dashing  merchants;  speculators,  who,  having 
nothing  to  lose  and  every  thing  to  gain,  would 
launch  headlong  on  the  ocean,  regardless  of  con- 
sequences. No  commerce  can  be  now  carried 
on,  other  than  that  which  is  subservient  to  the 
Orders  in  Council.  I  appeal  to  the  gentleman 
from  Rhode  Island  (Mr.  Jaokson) — ^no  man  is 
better  informed  on  this  subject — would  he 
venture  his  property  on  the  ocean  in  a  trade 
contravening  those  orders?  I  would  ask  him 
further,  would  Brown  and  Ives,  merchants,  as 
remarkable  for  their  prudence  as  for  their  en- 
terprise, and  for  their  capital  as  either ;  would 
they  send  their  vessels  to  the  Continent  of 
Europe  ?  I  believe  their  opinion  would  corrob- 
orate the  opinion  of  Mr.  Gray. 

The  mercantile  distresses  have  been  described, 
with  every  possible  exaggeration,  as  insuffer- 
able. The  real  distress,  sir,  is  quite  sufficient, 
without  any  undue  coloring.  I  regret  extremely, 
indeed,  sir,  from  my  heart  and  soul,  I  lament 
that  the  embargo  should  be  considered  as  falling 
heavier  on  the  merchant  than  on  the  planter. 
If  I  know  my  own  heart  I  would  share  with 
them  to  the  last  loaf.  But  compare  their  situa- 
tion now  with  what  it  would  have  been  if 
their  whole  property  had  been  swept  away. 
Compare  their  present  situation  with  that  which 
must  have  been  the  necessary  consequence  of 
the  seizure  of  all  the  floating,  registered  ton- 
nage of  the  United  States,  and  which  would 
have  happened,  but  for  the  embargo.  Their 
vessels  are  now  in  safety ;  if  the  embargo  had 
not  been  laid  they  would  have  lost  both  vessel 
and  cargo.  They  must  have  either  imposed  an 
embargo  on  themselves,  or  exposed  their  capital 
to  total  destruction. 

Another  reason  why  I  approve  of  the  em- 
bargo, and  which,  reaUy  to  my  mind,  is  a  very 
consolatory  reason,  is,  it  has  at  least  preserved 
us  thus  far  from  bloodshed.  I  am  one  of  those 
who  believe  the  miseries  of  this  life  are  suffi- 
ciently numerous  and  pressing  without  increas- 
ing either  their  number  or  pungency  by  the 
calamities  inseparable  from  war.    If  we  had 


put  the  question  to  every  man  in  the  nation, 
the  head  of  a  family,  whether  we  should  go  to 
war  or  lay  an  embargo,  (the  only  choice  we  had,) 
nineteen  out  of  twenty  would  have  voted  for 
the  embargo.  I  believe,  sir,  the  people  of  the 
United  States  confiding  their  honor  and  national 
character  to  your  guardianship,  would  this  day 
decide  the  same  question  in  the  same  way.  The 
■people  have  nothing  to  gain  by  war,  nothing 
by  bloodshed ;  but  they  have  every  thing  to 
lose.  From  this  reason  results  another,  equally 
satisfactory ;  we  are  still  free  from  an  alUance 
with  either  of  the  belligerents.  Upon  a  loss  of 
peace  inevitably  follows  an  alliance  with  one  of 
those  two  powers.  I  would  rather  stake  the 
nation  on  a  war  with  both,  than  ally  with 
either.  No,  sir,  I  never  will  consent  to  rush 
into  the  polluted,  detestable,  distempered  em- 
braces of  the  whore  of  England,  nor  truckle  at 
the  footstool  of  the  Gallic  Emperor. 

But  the  embargo  has  failed,  it  has  been  tri- 
umphantly asserted  on  one  side  of  the  House, 
and  echoed  along  the  vaulted  dome  from  the 
other.  If  it  has,  it  is  no  cause  of  triumph ;  no, 
indeed,  sir ;  but  it  is  a  caase  of  melancholy  feel- 
ings to  every  true  patriot,  to  every  man  who  does 
not  rejoice  in  the  wrongs  of  his  country.  Why 
has  the  measure  failed  of  expected  success? 
The  gentleman  from  Maryland  (Mr.  Key)  used 
an  argument  incomprehensible  to  me,  as  an 
argument  in  his  favor ;  on  my  side  it  is  indeed 
invincible.  He  has  established  it  was  the  eva- 
sion of  the  laws  which  prevented  their  being 
effectual.  He  tells  you  that  certain  evaders  of 
the  laws  hav^  so  risen  up  in  opposition  to  them, 
that  the  President  of  the  United  States  was 
obliged  to  issue  his  proclamation  in  April  last ; 
that  this  proclamation  told  the  British  Cabinet 
the  people  had  rebelled  against  the  embargo — 
but  I  wiU  pass  over  the  subject ;  it  imposes 
sUence  on  me,  because  it  must  speak  daggers  to 
the  hearts  of  some  men. 

My  friend  from  Virginia  (Mr.  Eandou-h) 
urged  one  argument  against  the  embargo,  which, 
to  be  sure,  is  a  most  serious  one.  He  asked  if 
we  were  prepared  to  violate  the  public  faith  ? 
I  hope  not,  sir.  I  beg  to  be  excused  for  asking 
him  (for  I  know  he  scorns  submission  as 
much  as  any  man)  if  submission  will  pay 
the  public  debt?  To  that  gentleman's  acute 
and  comprehensive  mind,  the  deleterious  con- 
sequences of  the  present  system  of  the  bel- 
ligerents to  our  interests,  must  be  glow- 
ing, self-evident.  He  will  see  that  their  pres- 
ent measures  carry  destruction  to  the  most 
valuable  interests,  and  are  subversive  of  the 
most  sacred  rights  of  the  people ;  and  if  they  are 
submitted  to,  every  thing  dear  to  an  American 
must  be  afflicted  with  the  slow,  lingering,  but 
certain  approaches  of  consumption.  I  had  ra- 
ther go  off  at  once.  I  have  no  opinion  of  a  lin- 
gering death.  Rather  than  the  nation  should 
be  made  to  take  this  yoke,  if  so  superlative  a 
curse  can  be  in  store  for  us,  may  the  hand  of 
Heaven  first  annihilate  that  which  cannot  be 
nurtured  into  honor.    I  had  much  rather  all 
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Bhould  perish  in  one  glorious  conflict,  than  suh- 
mit  to  this,  so  vile  a  system. 

But  we  are  told,  that  the  emhargo  itself  is 
submission.  Indeed,  sirl  Then,  with  all  my 
heart,  I  would  tear  it  from  the  statute  book, 
and  leave  a  black  page  where  it  stood.  Is  the 
embargo  submission  ?  By  whom  is  it  so  called ! 
By  gentlemen  who  are  for  active  offence  ?  Do 
these  gentlemen  come  forward  and  tell  you  that 
that  the  embargo  is  submission?  No  such 
thing,  sir.  My  memory  deceives  me,  if  any 
man  who  voted  for  the  embargo  thinks  it  sub- 
mission. They  are  the  original  opponents  of 
the  embargo  who  call  it  submission,  and  who, 
while  they  charge  you  with  the  intention,  are 
by  every  act  and  deed  practising  it  themselves. 
It  is  incorrect,  sir.  Every  gentleman  who  has 
spoken,  and  who  has  told  you -that  the  embargo 
is  submission,  has  acknowledged  the  truth  of 
the  resolution  under  consideration ;  it  has  not 
been  denied  by  a  single  individual.  Suppose 
then  we  were  to  change  its  phraseology,  and 
make  it  the  preamble  to  a  resolution  for  repeal- 
ing the  embargo,  it  will  then  read :  "  whereas 
the  United  States  cannot  without  a  sacrifice  of 
their  rights,  honor,  and  independence,  submit 
to  the  late  edicts  of  Great  Britain."  Therefore 
resolved,  that  the  embargo  be  repealed,  and 
commerce  with  Great  Britain  permitted.  Do 
these  two  declarations  hang  together,  sir  ?  That, 
because  we  cannot  submit  to  the  edicts  of  the 
belligerents,  we  will  therefore  open  a  free  trade 
with  them  ?  The  first  part  of  the  proposition 
is  true,  no  man  has  denied  it;  the  addition 
which  I  have  made  to  it  then,  is  the  discordant 
part,  and  proves  the  embargo  is  not  submission. 
I  wish  to  know  of  gentlemen,  whether  trading 
with  the  belligerents,  under  their  present  restric- 
tions on  commerce,  would  not  be  submission  ? 
Certainly,  sir.  Is  then  a  refrainingfrom  so  doing, 
submission?  In  a  word,  is  resistance  submis- 
sion? Was  the  embargo  principle  considered 
submission  in  the  days  of  tiie  stamp  act  ?  Did 
the  nation  call  it  submission  when  it  was  enact- 
ed under  General  Washington?  Was  it  so  con- 
sidered by  the  Bepublicans,  when  resorted  to 
for  redress  against  the  primary  violations  in 
1793  ?  Or  was  it  ever  contended  that  had  not 
the  embargo  been  raised,  the  terms  of  Jay's 
treaty  would  have  been  worse  ?  Do  gentlemen 
of  the  "old  school"  undertake  to  say  that  the 
Father  of  their  country  submitted  then  to 
George  III.  ?  I  hope  not,  su-.  If  the  embargo 
was  not  submission  under  George  Washington, 
it  is  not  under  Thomas  Jefferson.  Again,  I  ask, 
were  the  principles  of  the  embargo  submission 
in  1774r-'5-'6?  But  it  has  been  replied,  it  is 
not  meet  that  the  remedi'es  of  that  day  should 
be  applied  to  the  present  case.  Why  not,  sir? 
The  disease  was  the  same;  and  lest  gentlemen 
have  forgotten  what  it  was,  I  will  tell  them  how 
the  old  Congress  described  it:  "You  exercised 
unbounded  sovereignty  over  the  sea,  you  named 
the  ports  and  nations  to  which  alone  our  mer- 
chandise should  be  carried,  and  with  whom 
alone  we  should  trade."    Draw  the  parallel. 


sir,  and  if  the  remedy  of  that  period  will  not 
suit  the  present  crisis,  let  us  look  out  for  others. 
I  will  not  stop  here ;  I  am  willing  to  go  fur- 
ther; I  would  carry  fire  and  sword  into  the 
enemy's  quarters;  but  I  would  first  exhaust 
every  means  to  preserve  peace. 

You  will  excuse  me,  sir,  for  giving  an  opinion 
in  this  place,  which,  perhaps,  some  gentlemen 
may  think  does  not  result  from  the  subject  im- 
mediately before  us.  I  will  tell  you  what  de- 
scription of  people  in  the  United  States  are 
most  anxious  that  the  embargo  should  not  be 
repealed.  Ifts  a  new  sect,  sir,  sprung  up  among 
us — ultra-federalists.  They  are  the  persons,  in 
my  belief,  who  are  most  desirous  the  embargo 
should  be  continued.  They  see  that  upon  its 
removal  a  war  with  Great  Britain  follows.  An 
alliance  with  her  is  the  object  nearest  their 
hearts — ^not  a  resistance  of  the  wrongs  and  in- 
sults practised  by  her.  If  this  embargo  be  sub- 
mission, if  non-intercourse  be  submission,  if  a 
prompt  preparation  for  war  be  submission,  I 
ask  them  what  is  it  to  sit  stiU  and  do  nothing  ? 
Do  you  mean  to  submit?  Come  out  and  tell 
the  nation  whether  you  will  or  will  not  resist 
the  Orders  in  Council — let  us  know  it — it  is  de- 
sirable that  we  should  know  it — it  will  conduce 
to  the  pnbUc  weal. 

I,  for  one,  sir,  will  vote  to  continue  the  em- 
bargo, because  I  do  stiU  consider  it  a  coercive 
measure — as  the  most  deadly  weapon  we  can 
use  against  Great  Britain.  I  am  induced  to 
consider  it  so,  when  I  take  a  view  of  what  is 
the  nature  of  our  products — what  is  the  nature 
of  her  exports  and  imports — what  is  the  nature 
of  her  wants,  and  what  her  capacity  and  means 
of  supply.  Look  at  the  West  Indies,  where  the 
embargo  has  a  decided  ascendency  over  every 
other  measure  yon  can  adopt.  You  will  find 
that  her  colonic  and  navigation  system  has,  in 
that  quarter,  never  been  maintained  since  the 
Revolution.  Perhaps  I  ought,  in  presuming  to 
speak  further  about  the  West  Indies,  to  apolo- 
gize to  the  gentleman  from  Maryland,  (Mr. 
Key,)  not  indeed  for  his  very  courtly  conduct, 
because  if  a  man  is  ignorant,  he  does  not  like  to 
be  told  of  it.  The  gentleman  will  be  pleased  to 
pardon  me,  if  I  blunder  on  in  my  ignorant  way, 
and  talk  a  little  more  of  that  part  of  the  world. 
[Mr.  Key  explained  that  he  had  not  intended 
any  reference  to  the  gentleman  from  South 
Carolina  in  his  remarks.]  I  am  extremely 
obliged  to  the  gentleman  for  his  explanation. 
Entertaining  great  respect  for  his  talents,  I  am 
happy  to  find,  upon  such  authority,  the  charge 
is  neither  applicable  nor  intended.  The  colo- 
nial system  has  been  always  regarded  as  essen- 
tial to  all  the  vital  interests  of  Great  Britain. 
Every  relaxation  of  that  system  has  excited 
murmurs  and  great  discontent  in  the  mother 
country,  and  yet  they  have  been  constantly 
produced  by  the  wants  of  the  colonies.  Would 
they  have  been  permitted  in  favor  of  the  United 
States,  could  those  wants  be  supplied  from  any 
other  quarter?  I  must  contend,  then,  that 
their  profitable  existence  depends  upon  an  in- 
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tercourse  with  the  United  States,  notwithstand- 
ing every  thing  which  has  been  said  to  the  con- 
trary. I  do  not  mean  to  involve  the  idea  of 
absolute  starvation ;  much  leas  to  insinuate  that 
the  embargo  is  so  coercive  as  to  humble  Great 
Britain  at  our  feet ;  far  from  it— but  I  do  say, 
from  the  nature  of  their  products,  their  profit- 
able existence  depends  upon  us.  There  are  Hot 
contained  within  the  whole  British  empire  at 
this  time,  whatever  they  may  have  been  pre- 
vious to  the  American  Eevolution,  supplies  for 
the  home  and  colonial  consumption.  Will  gen- 
tlemen tell  us  from  whence  they  are  to  procure 
the  principal  articles  of  provisions  and  lumber  ? 
I  might  rest  the  argument  in  safety  on  these 
arti'olea  alone ;  these  are  essential,  and  of  our 
produce.  All  the  evasions  of  the  embargo  have 
been  made  with  a  view  to  that  supply ;  enforce 
it,  and  from  whence  will  they  procure  the  arti- 
cle of  lumber  ?  It  bears  a  higher  price  and  is 
more  scarce  in  Great  Britain,  even  in  ordinary 
times,  than  in  the  West  Indies.  The  opinion 
that  Nova  Scotia  and  Canada  were  adequate  to 
that  supply,  has  been  long  since  abandoned. 
The  articles  of  their  produce  require  a  constant 
supply  of  our  materials,  some  of  them  cannot 
be  procured  from  any  other  part  of  the  world ; 
of  file  lumber  received,  we  have  heretofore  fur- 
nished ninety-nine  parts  out  of  one  hundred. 
But  we  are  told  they  can  raise  corn.  Who  de- 
nies it?  I  will  grant  to  gentlemen  all  they  ask 
on  that  point,  and  add,  too,  that  their  corn  is 
actually  more  valuable  per  bushel  than  that  of 
this  country  ;  but  when  their  labor  and  indus- 
try is  directed  to  that  object,  what  becomes  of 
their  cotton,  sugar,  and  coffee  cultivation? 
What  becomes  of  the  immense  revenues  derived 
from  those  sources  ?  Gentlemen  must  not  for- 
get that  at  least  one-third  of  her  revenue  ac- 
cruing from  commerce,  is  derived  from  the  West 
India  trade  alone.  I  do  not  know  that  I  should 
be  wrong,  if  I  were  to  say  from  coffee  and  sugar 
only.  If  you  drive  them  to  the  cultivation  of 
corn  for  subsistence,  they  must  necessarily 
abandon  the  cultivation  of  their  most  valuable 
staples.  And  do  gentlemen  believe  Great 
Britain  is  willing  to  sacrifice  all  these  considera- 
tions to  a  refusal  to  do  you  justice  ?  We  do  not 
require  justice,  for  all  we  ask  of  her  is  to  ab- 
stain from  plundering  us.  We  say  to  her  "  hands 
off;"  we  wish  not  to  come  into  collision  with 
you ;  let  us  alone.  These  sacrifices  will  not  be 
much  longer  hazarded,  unless  indeed  she  is  de- 
luded into  a  belief  that  she  has  snflScient  in- 
fluence, in  this  country,  to  excite  disaffection 
and  insurrection,  and  thereby  remove  the  cause 
of  pressure. 

Another  objection  with  me  to  removing  the 
embargo  is,  it  wiH  betray  a  timid,  wavering,  inde- 
cisive policy.  If  you  will  study  the  sentiments 
contained  in  Mr.  Canning's  note,  you  will  find 
they  afford  a  lesson  of  instruction  which  you 
ought  to  learn  and  practise  upon :  "  To  this 
universal  combination  His  Majesty  has  opposed 
a  temperate,  but  a  determined  retaliation  upon 
the  enemy;   trusting  that  a   firm   resistance 


would  defeat  their  project ;  but  knowing  that 
the  smallest  concession  would  Infallibly  encour- 
age a  perseverance  in  it."  I  beg  the  House  to 
draw  instruction  from  this  otherwise  detestable 
paper — ^it  preaches  a  doctrine  to  which  I  hope 
we  shall  become  proselytes.  A  steady  perse- 
verance in  our  measures  will  assist  us  almost  as 
much  as  the  strength  of  them. 

I  conceive  the  supplies  necessary  for  the  main- 
tenance of  the  war  with  Spain  and  Portugal 
will  fairly  come  into  the  calculation.  It  has 
become  the  duty  and  interest  of  Great  Britain 
to  maintain  the  cause  of  Spain  and  Portugal — 
she  has  made  it  so.  Where  will  those  supplies 
be  drawn  from?  Does  she  produce  them  at 
home  ?  Certainly  not ;  for  it  cannot  be  forgot- 
ten that  the  average  importation  of  flour  alone 
at  Liverpool  is  ninety  thousand  barrels  annually. 
The  Baltic  is  closed  against  her.  The  demand 
must  be  great ;  for  Spain  and  Portugal  in  times 
of  peace  have  regularly  imported  grain  for  their 
own  consumption.  And  here  I  will  observe, 
there  is  no  attribute  in  my  nature  which  induces 
me  to  take  sides  with  those  who  contend  for  a 
choice  of  masters.  So  far  as  they  are  fighting 
for  the  right  of  self-government,  God  send  them 
speed ;  but  at  this  peculiar  crisis  I  think  it  ex- 
tremely important  that  our  sympathies  should 
not  be  enlisted  on  the  side  of  either  of  the  con- 
tending parties.  I  would,  therefore,  from  Spain 
and  Portugal  withhold  our  supplies,  because 
through  them  we  coerce  Great  Britain. 

But  that  pressure  which  Great  Britain  feels 
most,  is  most  alive  to,  is  at  home.  The  last 
crop  is  short,  and  injured  in  harvesting ;  wheat 
is  fourteen  shillings  the  bushel,  and  rising.  Her 
millions  of  poor  must  be  supplied  with  bread, 
and  what  has  become  almost  equally  important, 
she  must  furnish  employment  for  her  laborers 
and  manufacturers.  Where  can  the  necessary 
supply  of  cotton  be  procured  ?  For,  thank  God ! 
while  we  are  making  a  sacriflce  of  that  article, 
it  goes  to  the  injury  of  Great  Britain  who  op- 
presses us,  and  whose  present  importation  is  not 
equal  to  one-half  her  ordinary  consumption.  If 
the  manufacturer  is  to  be  thrown  out  of  em- 
ploy, tiU  that  raw  material  which  is  now 
the  hypothesis  of  the  day,  is  produced  from 
Africa,  the  ministry  who  are  the  cause  of  it 
will  not  long  rule  the  destinies  of  that  nation. 
No,  sir,  1  am  not  alarmed  about  supplies  of 
cotton  from  Africa.  Nor  am  I  to  be  frightened 
out  of  the  embargo  by  a  fear  of  being  supplanted 
in  the  market,  from  that  quarter ;  they  must 
be  but  little  read  indeed  in  political  economy, 
who  can  dread  a  competition  with  barbarians, 
in  the  cultivation  of  the  earth. 

Another  strong  inducement  with  this  House 
to  continue  and  enforce  the  embargo  is,  that 
while  it  presses  those  who  injure  us,  it  preserves 
the  nation  in  peace.  I  see  no  other  honorable 
course  in  which  peace  can  be  maintained.  Take 
whatever  other  project  has  been  hinted  at,  and 
war  inevitably  results.  While  we  can  procras- 
tinate the  miseries  of  war,  I  am  for  procrasti- 
nating ;  we  thereby  gaui  the  additional  advan- 


DEBATES  OF  CONGRESS. 


79 


December,  1808.] 


Foreign  Selatums. 


[H.  OF  E. 


tage  of  waiting  the  events  in  Europe.  The  true 
interests  of  this  conntry  can  be  found  only  in 
peace.  Among  many  other  important  consid- 
erations, remember,  that  moment  you  go  to 
war,  you  may  bid  adieu  to  every  prospect  of 
discharging  the  national  debt.  The  present  war 
of  all  others  should  be  avoided ;  being  without 
an  object,  no  man  can  conjecture  its  termina- 
tion ;  for  as  was  most  correctly  observed  by 
my  friend,  (Mr.  MACoif,)  the  belligerents  fight 
ever3'body  but  one  another.  Every  object  for 
which  the  war  was  originally  begun  and  con- 
tinued to  1806,  has  since  that  time  become  ex- 
tinct. The  rupture  in  the  negotiations  of  that 
day  was  made  not  on  points  affecting  directly 
the  British  interest,  but  grew  out  of  the  indi- 
rect concern  she  felt  in  maintaining  those  urged 
by  Kussia,  which  Power,  having  since  declared 
war  against  Great  Britain,  has  obliterated  the 
then  only  existing  object  of  the  war.  Embark 
in  it  when  you  please,  it  will  not  procure  you 
indemnity  for  the  past ;  and  your  security  for 
the  future  must  ultimately  depend  on  the  same 
promises,  which  you  can  obtain  by  peaceable 
means.  I  have  no  disposition,  sir,  to  hazard 
the  interest  of  my  country  in  a  conflict  so  un- 
defined, so  interminable! 

But,  say  gentlemen,  it  is  certainly  not  sub- 
mission to  trade  to  those  ports  which  the  edicts 
of  the  belligerents  have  not  prohibited  us  from 
trading  with.  Granted — ^I  will  not  enter  into  a 
calculation  on  the  subject,  as  to  how  much  im- 
portance the  trade  would  be  of  to  us.  The 
chairman  of  the  Committee  of  Ways  and  Means 
has  told  you  it  would  be  contemptible  in 
amount ;  but,  sir,  I  say  this,  because  I  consider 
it  expedient  to  continue  the  embargo,  to  with- 
hold our  supplies  from  those  who  need  them, 
I  will  not  permit  you  to  go  to  those  countries. 
Eepeal  the  embargo  in  parti  No,  sir.  Give 
merchants  one  single  spot  anywhere  out  of  the 
jurisdiction  of  your  own  country,  as  large  as  the 
square  of  this  House,  and  they  would  carry 
away  the  whole  of  our  surplus  produce.  Give 
them  a  little  island  on  which  to  place  the  ful- 
crum of  their  lever,  and  Archimedes-like,  they 
will  move  your  whole  trade.  Let  them  go  to 
Demarara,  to  Gottenburg,  or  any  other  burg, 
and  it  is  to  the  whole  world.  But  the  trade  to 
Spain  and  Portugal  has  been  held  up  as  highly 
profitable  to  the  merchants  of  the  United 
States.  The  gentlemen  who  venture  this  opinion 
have  not,  perhaps,  considered  the  subject  with 
aE  the  attention  it  is  entitled  to.  It  appears  to 
me  to  be  demonstrable  from  the  documents,  and 
the  knowledge  of  circumstances  which  we  pos- 
sess, that  Great  Britain,  with  the  extension  of 
plunder  the  Orders  in  Council  warranted,  is  not 
satisfied.  She  was  not  content  that  she  had 
laid  a  snare  wherebv  she  intercepted  our  whole 
commerce  to  Europe.  She  then  permitted  us 
(no  doubt  from  extreme  moderation)  to  trade 
with  the  French  colonies,  taking  care,  at  the 
same  time,  to  force  a  du-ection  of  that  trade  in 
a  channel  which  could  not  fail  to  yield  a  tribu- 
tary supply  to  her  exchequer.    She  has  now 


interdicted,  by  orders  secretly  issued,  that  com- 
merce also.      The  language  of  Ooohrane's  pro- 
clamation cannot  be  misunderstood.      What  a 
harvest  he  would  have  reaped  from  the  robbery 
of  your  merchantmen,  had  the  embargo  been 
raised,  as  was  expected  by  the  British  Cabinet, 
at  the  commencement  of  the  session.      The 
Orders  in  Council  would  have  taken  all  your 
property  going  to  continental  Europe,  and  those 
of  the  Admiralty  would  have  swept  the  West 
India  traders.     I  believe  the  idea  of  enjoying  a 
free  trade  tq^Spain  and  Portugal  is  altogether 
illusory.    Mr.  Canning  has  told  us,  not  in  to- 
tidem  verbis,  but  certainly  in  efiect,  that  we 
should  be  permitted  to  trade  with  those  coun- 
tries, only  under  the  Orders  in  Council.    In 
answer  to  the  proposition  made  by  Mr.  Pink- 
ney  to  suspend  the  embargo  as  to  Great  Britain, 
for  a  suspension  of  the  Orders  in  Council  as  to 
the  United  States,  the  British  Minister  replied 
in  the  most  peremptory  manner  possible.   Here 
let  me  observe,  that  had  that  suspension  been 
agreed  to,  the  embargo  would  have  co-operated 
with  the  Orders  in  Council  against  France.     It 
would  have  been  even  much  more  efiGicacious 
than  those  orders,  inasmuch  as  our  own  regula- 
tions would  have  interdicted  all  commerce  with 
France.    The  professed  object  of  the  Orders  in 
Council,  retaliation  on  the  enemy,  cannot  there- 
fore be  real — they  originated,  as  they  have  been 
executed,  in  a  spirit  of  deadly  hostility  against 
us.      That  the  operation  of  those  orders  would 
be  extended  to  Spain  and  Portugal,  should  the 
embargo  be  repealed  in  part,  I  infer  from  this 
positive  assertion  of  the  British  Secretary :  "  It 
is  not  improbable,  indeed,  that  some  alterations 
may  be  made  in  the  Orders  in  Council,  as  they 
are  at  present  framed;  alterations  calculated 
not  to  abate  their  spirit  or  impair  their  princi* 
pie,  but  to  adapt  them  more  exactly  to  the 
different  state  of  things  which  has  fortunately 
grown  up  in  Europe,  and  to  combine  all  prac- 
ticable relief  to  neutrals  with  a  more  severe 
prssure  npon  the  enemy."    Here  is  not  only  a 
denial  of  suspension,  but  a  threat  that  altera- 
tions will  be  made,  (no  doubt  in  tender  mercy 
to  us,)  not  to  abate  their  spirit,  but  to  adapt 
their  operation  more  extensively  to  our  ruin. 
What  is  the  state  of  things  alluded  to!    Let 
every  gentleman  who  seeks  after  truth,  candidly 
inquire  for  himself,  what  is  the  state  of  things 
which  Mr.  Canning  considers  has  so  fortunately 
grown  np  in  Europe.     Can  it  be  any  thing  but 
the  revolutions  in  Spain  and  Portugal  ?_    If  the 
Orders  in  Council  are  not  to  be  impaired,  but 
their  operation  rendered  more  applicable  to  the 
present  state  of  things,  a  fortiori,' you  are  to 
be  cut  off  from  the  South  of  Europe,  in  the 
same  manner  as  you  are  from  France  and  her 
dependencies.  And  are  you  ready  to  repeal  the 
embargo  under  such  a  threat  as  this!  _  This 
note,  sir,  is  sarcastic  to  the  last  degree ;  in  it  I 
read  insult  added  to  the  atrocious  injuries  my 
country  has  received ;  there  is  but  one  part  of  it 
which  can  be  looked  at  with  patience,  and  that 
is  the  valuable  admonition  I  have  read. 
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Some  gentlemen  have  gone  into  a  discussion 
of  thie  propriety  of  encouraging  manufactures  in 
this  country.  I  heard  with  regret  the  observa- 
tions of  the  gentleman  from  Virginia  on  this 
subject.  I  will  be  excused  by  him  for  oflfering 
my  protest  against  those  sentiments.  I  am  for 
no  high  protecting  duties  in  favor  of  any  de- 
scription of  men  in  this  country.  Extending  to 
him  the  equal  protection  of  the  law,  I  am  for 
keeping  the  manufacturer  on  the  same  footing 
with  the  agriculturist.  TJilder  such  a  system, 
they  will  increase  precisely  in  that  proportion 
which  will  essentially  advance  the  public  good. 
So  far  as  your  revenue  system  has  protected 
the  interests  of  your  merchants,  I  am  sincerely 
rejoiced ;  but  I  can  consent  to  no  additional  im- 
position of  duty,  by  way  of  bounty  to  one  de- 
scription of  persons,  at  the  expense  of  another, 
equally  meritorious.  I  deplore  most  sincefely 
the  situation  into  which  the  unprecedented 
state  of  the  world  has  thrown  the  merchant. 
A  gentleman  fjwm  Massachusetts  has  said,  they 
feel  all  the  sensibility  for  the  mercantile  inter- 
est, which  we  feel  for  a  certain  species  of  prop- 
erty in  the  Southern  States.  This  appeal'is 
understood,  and  I  well  remember,  that  some  of 
their  representatives  were  among  the  first  who 
felt  for  our  distressing  situation,  while  discuss- 
ing the  bill  to  prohibit  the  importation  of  slaves. 
I  feel  all  the  sympathy  for  that  interest  now, 
which  was  felt  for  us  then ;  but  I  ask  if  it  is 
not  sound  policy  to  encourage  the  patriotism  of 
our  merchants  to  support  still  longer  the  sacri- 
fices, which  the  public  exigencies  call  for,  with 
spirit  and  resolution?  If  they  should  suflTer 
most  from  our  present  situation,  it  is  for  their 
immediate  advantage  that  we  are  contending. 
I  must  be  allowed  in  continuation  to  say,  that, 
although  I  do  not  profess  to  be  one  of  the  ex- 
clusive protectors  of  commerce,  I  am  as  willing 
to  defend  certain  rights  of  the  merchant,  as  the 
rights  of  the  planter.  Thus  far  I  will  go ;  I 
will  assist  in  directing  the  physical  strength  of 
the  nation  to  the  protection  of  that  commerce 
which  properly  groves  out  of  the  produce  of  the 
soil ;  but  no  further.  Nor  am  I  therefore  dis- 
posed to  limit  the  scene  of  his  enterprise.  Go 
up  to  Mocha,  through  the  Dardanelles,  into  the 
South  seas.  Search  for  gums,  skins,  and  gold, 
where  and  when  you  please ;  but  take  care,  it 
shall  be  at  your  own  risk.  If  you  get  into  broils 
and  quarrels,  do  not  call  upon  me,  to  leave  my 
plough  in  the  field,  where  I  am  toiling  for  the 
bread  my  children  must  eat,  or  starve,  to  fight 
your  battles. 

It  has  been  generally  circulated  throughout 
the  Eastern  States,  in  extracts  of  letters,  said  to 
be  from  members  of  Congress,  (and  which  I  am 
certainly  sorry  for,  because  it  has  excited  jeal- 
ousies, which  I  wish  to  see  allayed,)  that  the 
Southern  States  are  inimical  to  commerce.  So 
far  as  South  Carolina  is  concerned  in  the  gene- 
ral implication,  I  do  pronounce  this  a  gross 
slander,  an  abominable  falsehood,  be  the  au- 
thors who  they  may.     The  State  of  South 


Carolina  is  now  making  a  most  magnanimous 
sacrifice  fbr  commercial  rights. 

Will  gentlemen  be  surprised  when  I  tell  them, 
South  Carolina  is  interested,  by  the  suspension 
of  our  trade,  in  the  article  of  cottdn  alone,  to  an 
amount  greater  than  the  whole  revenue  of  the 
United  States  ?    We  do  make  a  sacrifice,  sir ;  I 
wish  it  could  be  consummated.    I  should  re- 
joice to  see  this  day  all  our  surplus  cotton,  rice, 
flour  and  tobacco  burnt.    Much  better  would  it 
be  to  destroy  it  ourselves,  than  to  pay  a  tribute 
on  it  to  any  foreign  power.    Such  a  national 
ofiering,  caused  by  the  cupidity  and  oppression 
of  Great  Britain,  would  convince  her  she  could 
not  humble  the  spirit  of  freemen.    From  the 
nature  of  her  products,  the  people  of  South 
Carolina  can  have  no  interest  unconnected  and 
at  variance  with  commerce.    They  feel  for  the 
pressure  on  Boston,  as  much  as  for  that  on 
Charleston,  and  they  have  given  proofe  of  that 
feeling.     Upon  a  mere  calculation  of  dollars 
and  cents — I  do  from  my  soul  abhor  such  a 
calculation  where  national  rights  are  concerned 
— if  South  Carolina  could  thns  stoop  to  calcu- 
late, she  would  see  that  she  has  no  interest  in 
this  question — ^upon  a  calculation  of  dollars  and 
cents,  which,  I  repeat,  I  protest  against,  it  is 
perfectly  immaterial  to  her  whether  her  cotton, 
rice,  and  tobacco,  go  to  Europe  in  English  or 
American  vessels.    No,  sir,  she  spumed  a  sys- 
tem which  would  export  her  produce  at  the 
expense  of  the  American  merchant,  who  ought 
to  be  her  carrier.    When  a  motion  was  made 
last  winter  for  that  kind  of  embargo  which  the 
gentleman  from  Maryland  (Mr.  Kjet)  was  in 
fevor  of;  for  he  says  he  gave  his  advice  to  do 
that  very  thing,  which  if  adopted  would  out  up 
the  navigation  interest  most  completely,  (an 
embargo  on  our  ships  and  vessels  only ;)  South 
Carolina  could  have  put  money  in  her  pocket, 
(another  favorite  idea  with  the  gentleman,)  by 
selling  her  produce  to  foreigners  at  enormous 
prices;  her  representatives  here  unanimously 
voted  against  the  proposition ;  and  her  Legisla- 
ture, with  a  magnanimity  I  wish  to  see  imitated 
throughout  the  United  States,  applauded  that 
vote — ^they  too  said  they  would  unanimously 
support  the  embargo,  at  the  expense  of  their 
lives  and  fortunes.     She  did  not  want  an  em- 
bargo on  our  ships,  and  not  on  produce.    No, 
sir ;  she  knows  we  are  linked  together  by  one 
common  chain — ^break  it  where  yon  will,   it 
dissolves  the  tie   of  union.     She  feels,  sir,  a 
stroke  inflicted  on  Massachusetts,  with  the  same 
spirit  of  sesistance   that  she  woiid  one  on 
Georgia.    The  Legislature,  the  representatives 
of  a  people  with  whom  the  love  of  country  is 
indigenous,  told  you  unanimously,  that  they 
would  support  the  measures  of  the  General 
Government.    Thank  God,  that  I  am  the  Rep- 
resentative of  such  a  State,  and  that  its  repre- 
sentatives would  not  accept  of  a  commerce,  even 
at  the  advice  of  a  gentleman  from  Maryland, 
which  would  profit  themselves  at  the  expense 
of  their  Eastern  brethren.    Feeling  these  senti- 
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ments,  I  cannot  but  say,  in  contradiction  to 
what  feU  from  the  gentleman  from  Virginia, 
(Mr.  GHOLSoif,)  I  should  deplore  that  state  of 
things  which  offers  to  the  merchant  the  lament- 
able alternative,  beggary  or  the  plough.  I 
would  say  to  the  merchant,  in  the  sincerity  of 
my  heart,  bear  this  pressure  with  manly  forti- 
tude ;_  if  the  embargo  fails  of  expected  benefit, 
we  will  avenge  your  cause.  I  do  say  so,  and 
believe  the  nation  will  maintain  the  assertion. 

It  is  with  reluctance  I  feel  compelled,  before 
I  resume  my  seat,  to  make  a  few  observations 
in  reply  to  what  fell  from  the  gentleman  from 
Maryland  (Mr.  Kjet)  yesterday.  The  gentle- 
man commenced  his  address  by  contradicting 
the  statements  made  by  a  gentleman  from  Mas- 
sachusetts, and  my  worthy  friends  from  Vir- 
ginia and  Georgia,  (Messrs.  Eandolph  and 
TEOtjr.)  He  told  you  their  districts  could  not 
feel  the  embargo  most,  as  it  was  in  his  the  suf- 
ferings were  most  severe.  I  shall  not  waste  the 
time  of  the  House  by  an  inquiry  into  the  truth 
of  this  assertion;  nor,  sir,  will  I  enter  into  a 
competition  of  this  sort.  I  aim  at  a  distinction 
far  more  glorious.  The  State  I  represent  in 
part,  bears  the  embargo  the  best.  This  it  is  my 
pride  to  boast  of.  There,  sir,  there  are  no  mur- 
murs, no  discontent  at  the  exertions  of  Govern- 
ment to  preserve  the  rights  of  the  nation.  And 
as  long  as  respect  for  the  honor,  and  a  hope  of 
the  salvation  of  the  country  exists,  so  long  will 
they  bear  it,  press  as  hard  as  it  may. 

The  gentleman  told  you,  in  speaking  of  the 
Maryland  elections,  that  the  film  is  removed 
from  the  eyes  of  the  people,  and  that  in  discern- 
ing their  true  interests,  they  saw  it  was  the  em- 
bargo, and  not  the  Orders  in  Council,  which 
oppresses  them.  He  must  feel  confident  indeed 
in  the  knowledge  that  he  is  two  years  in  ad- 
vance of  his  constituents,  or  he  would  not  have 
ventured  such  an  assertion.  [Mr.  Key  explain- 
ed that  he  had  said  the  film  was  removed,  and 
the  people  saw  that  their  distress  arose  more 
from  the  embargo  than  from  the  Orders  in 
Council.]  Mr.  Williams  continued  :  I  have  no 
intention  to  misrepresent  the  gentleman,  but  I 
understood  him  to  say  that  the  Orders  in  Coun- 
cil did  not  affect  the  continental  market,  but 
the  Berlin  decree ;  that  the  embargo  caused  all 
the  pressure  at  home  ;  that  the  Orders  in  Coun- 
cil had  no  part  in  producing  that  measure,  and 
therefore  I  infer  as  his  opinion,  that  the  Orders 
in  Council  have  not  injured  us.  [Mr.  Key  said 
that  the  few  observations  which  he  had  made 
on  this  subject,  were  in  reply  to  the  gentleman 
from  Tennessee,  (Mr.  G.  "W.  Campbell,)  that  the 
people  should  be  no  longer  deluded.  In  answer 
to  this  Mr.  K.  said  he  had  observed  that  the 
people  were  not  deluded — ^that  the  film  was  re- 
moved from  their  eyes,  and  that  he  then  had 
gone  on  to  show  that  the  depression  of  produce 
arose  from  the  embargo.  But  that  he  never 
had  meant  to  say  that  the  Berlin  decree  and 
Orders  in  Council  were  not  injurious,  because 
they  lopped  off  a  large  portion  of  our  com- 
merce.] 

Vol.  IV.— 6 


I  understood  the  gentleman  to  say  (observed 
Mr.  "W.)  that  it  was  very  strange"  we  would 
not  trust  our  merchants  upon  the  subject  of  the 
embargo,  who  were  the  best  judges.  I  wish  to 
represent  the  gentleman's  sentiments  correctly, 
and  shall  not  consider  him  impolite,  if  I  have 
misstated  him,  should  he  again  stop  me.  Why, 
sir,  is  it  strange  ?  Are  the  merchants  the  guar- 
dians of  the  public  honor  ?  This  I  conceive  to 
be  the  peculiar  province  of  Congress,  because  to 
it  alone  has  the  constitution  confided  the  power 
to  declare  war.  Will  the  gentleman  trust  the 
merchants  with  the  guardianship  of  his  own 
honor  ?  No,  sir,  he  chooses  to  protect  it  him- 
self. And  would  he  advise  the  nation  to  pur- 
sue a  course  disgraceful,  and  to  which  he  would 
not  Expose  himself?  I  wiU  not  trust  the  mer- 
chants in  this  case,  nor  any  other  class  of  men ; 
not  being  responsible  for  the  national  oharac-' 
ter,  they  will  trade  anywhere,  without  regard 
to  principle.  So  true  is  this,  Dessalines  felt  no 
uneasiness  when  informed  of  the  law  prohibit- 
ing all  intercourse  with  St.  Domingo  ;  he  re- 
plied, "hang  up  a  bag  of  coffee  in  hell,  and  the 
American  merchant  will  go  after  it."  I  am  not 
sure  that,  in  the  evasions  of  the  embargo,  some 
of  them  have  not  already  approached  near  its 
verge  :  certain  I  am,  that,  in  a  fair  commerce, 
such  is  the  enterprise  and  perseverance  of  their 
character,  they  wiU  drive  their  trade  as  far  as 
it  can  be  driven.  No,  sir,  I  will  not  trust  the 
merchant  now,  because  he  would  do  the  very 
thing  which  the  gentleman  seems  to  wish,  trade 
under  the  Orders  in  Council. 

The  embargo  should  be  removed,  because, 
says  the  gentleman,  it  has  operated  as  a  bounty 
to  the  British  trade.  I  should  be  disposed  to 
doubt  this,  if  for  no  other  reason  than  a  knowl- 
edge of  who  advocates  its  removal.  Before  the 
embargo  was  laid,  agricultural  labor  in  the  Brit- 
ish West  India  islands,  particularly  on  sugar 
estates,  could  scarcely  support  itself.  I  refer 
the  gentleman  to  the  documents  printed  by  or- 
der of  Parliament,  and  the  memorials  of  the 
agent  of  Jamaica.  He  wUI  find  that  the  plant- 
ers are  in  a  distressed  situation,  not  from  their 
failure  in  the  cultivation  of  the  soil,  but  from 
the  enormous  duties  on  their  produce  in  the 
mother  country.  Are  the  extravagant  prices 
of  articles  of  the  first  necessity,  superadded  to 
their  former  embarrassments,  to  operate  as  a 
bounty  on  their  trade  ?  I  should  be  extremely 
gratified  if  the  gentleman  will  inform  us  what 
would  have  been  the  amount  of  bounty  on  the 
trade,  if  evasions  of  the  gmbargo  had  not  taken 
place.  If  the  price  of  flour  has  been  sixty  dol- 
lars per  barrel,  and  other  articles  in  proportion, 
what  would  have  been  the  price  had  there 
been  no  evasions  of  the  law  ?  They  could  not 
have  been  procured  at  all :  and  yet  we  are  told 
the  embargo  is  a  bounty  on  British  trade! 
When  the  gentleman  was,  I  had  like  to  have 
said,  justifying  the  Orders  in  Council,  he  should 
have  favored  us  with  a  vindication  of  the  smug- 
gling proclamation  also.  Such  a  degree  of  cor- 
ruption and  of  immorality  never  before,  in  any 
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one  paper,  disgraced  a  civilized  nation.  Tlie 
citizens  of  a  country,  at  peace  and  in  amity,  en- 
ticed to  evade  their  own  laws  1  Is  such  an  act 
calculated  to  induce  the  belief  that  the  embargo 
operates  as  a  bounty  on  British  trade  ? 

I  shall  not  enter  upon  another  question  stirred 
by  the  gentleman,  the  constitutionality  of  the 
embargo  law  ;  the  subject  has  become  so  stale, 
that  even  he  could  scarcely  make  it  interesting. 
It  has  been  laid  asleep — a  solemn  adjudication 
has  taken  place  and  put  it  at  rest.  But  the 
gentleman  will  excuse  me  for  observing  he 
made  a  most  unfortunate  allusion  in  the  course 
of  his  argument.  He  said  it  was  strange  that, 
not  having  the  power  delegated  to  us  to  tax  ex- 
ports, we  should  undertake  to  prohibit  iiem. 
The  Orders  in  Council,  which  if  the  gentleman 
did  not  justify,  he  was  certainly  very  tender  of, 
do  exercise  that  very  power  of  taxing  our  ex- 
poi-ts,  which  by  the  constitution  we  are  prohib- 
ited, and  that  too  when  they  are  destined  to  a 
government  equally  sovereign  and  independent 
with  that  of  Great  Britain. 

"We  have  been  referred  by  the  gentleman  to 
the  history  of  the  Revolution,  and  after  a  kind 
of  encomium  on  the  resources  of  Great  Britain, 
the  triumphs  of  her  navy  and  her  present  im- 
perious attitude,  he  demanded  to  know  if  we 
can  expect  she  will  yield  to  us  now,  when  dar- 
ing the  Revolution  she  maintained  a  war  against 
the  whole  world,  at  the  same  time  that  she  kept 
us  at  bay  seven  years  and  succeeded  with  every 
nation  but  her  own  sons — will  she  truckle  at  our 
feet  now  ?  The  gentleman  knows  we  do  not 
seek  to  make  her  truckle  at  our  feet ;  we  wish 
her  no  injury  ;  we  ask  of  her  no  boon  what- 
ever ;  we  only  entreat  her  to  let  us  alone  ;  to 
abstain  from  wanton,  unprovoked  acts  of  op- 
pression. What  is  the  object  of  this  language  1 
Is  it  to  tell  us  she  never  will  redress  our  wrongs ; 
or  is  it  to  divert  us  from  a  prosecution  of  our 
rights  ?  The  contest  was  very  different  with 
her  at  that  time  fronf  what  it  is  now.  She 
then  contended  against  the  dismemberment  of 
her  Empire.  WOl  the  gentleman  say  she  values 
the  principles  of  the  Orders  in  Council,  as  she 
did  the  sovereignty  of  her  colonies  ?  What  will 
the  gentleman  discover,  by  examining  the  his- 
tory of  the  period  he  referred  to  ?  England,  at 
that  time,  when  France,  Spain,  Holland,  and 
the  United  States,  were  opposed  to  her,  when 
the  armed  neutrality  in  the  north  of  Europe  as- 
sailed her,  when  all  these  brought  the  principle 
of  embargo  to  bear  upon  her,  was  nearer  ruin 
than  she  ever  was  befof  e  or  since.  I  refer  him 
to  Playfair's  tables  for  the  year  1781  ;  there  he 
will  find  the  very  principle  proven,  for  which 
we  are  now  contending.  Does  Great  Britain 
uow  prize  the  plunder  of  your  merchantmen, 
the  impressment  of  your  seamen,  insult  to  your 
national  flag,  as  much  as  she  did  the  sovereignty 
of  the  soil  ?  Certainly  not ;  and  yet  she  must, 
precisely  the  same,  or  she  wiU  not  hold  out  now 
as  she  did  then.  When  I  recollect  that  her  ne- 
cessary annual  expenditure  is  greater  than  the 
gross  rent  of  all  the  landed  property  in  her  king- 


dom ;  that  the  armed  neutrality  affected  her  so 
materially,  that  the  same  principle  is  brought 
into  operation  again ;  that  by  withholding  our 
custom,  our  supplies,  our  raw  materials,  we 
must  necessarily  .destroy  a  large  portion  of  her 
revenue,  I  cannot  but  hope  she  will  see  her 
own  interest  in  redressing  our  injuries.  This 
is  all  we  contend  for,  allow  the  experiment  to 
be  made  ;  if  not,  at  least  propose  some  better 
remedy. 

But  said  the  gentleman,  at  the  close  of  the 
Revolutionary  war  we  alone  triumphed  over 
the  arms  of  Great  Britain  ;  defeat  befell  all  the 
rest  of  the  world.  I  will  not  contest  that  point 
with  him,  as  he  is  old  enough  to  speak  from 
experience. 

We  wore  informed  by  the  gentleman,  that  it 
was  the  Berlin  decree,  and  not  the  Orders  in 
Council,  had  destroyed  our  trade  to  the  Conti- 
nent of  Europe.  Here  too  we  are  directly  at 
points.  The  gentleman  has  not  made  himself 
master  of  his  case,  or  has  totally  mistaken  his 
evidence.  I  hold  a  document  in  my  hand 
which,  perhaps,  the  gentleman  may  object  to, 
as  coming  from  the  opposition  party  in  Great 
Britain ;  it  is  the  depositions  of  sundry  mer- 
chants of  great  wealth  and  respectability, 
taken  before  the  British  House  of  Lords,  on  the 
subject  of  the  Orders  in  Council.  Here  Mr.  W. 
read  from  the  depositions  the  following  ques- 
tions and  answers  : 

"  If  the  American  embargo  were  removed,  and  the 
Orders  in  Coimcil  still  continued  in  force,  in  that 
case  wonld  the  witness  resume  his  shipments  ? 

"  To  a  very  small  amount 

"  For  what  reason  ? 

"  Because  I  do  conceive,  that  there  would  be  such 
great  impediments,  indeed  a  total  annihilation  of 
trade  from  the  United  States  of  America  to  the  Con- 
tinent of  Europe,  that  I  could  not  expect  to  receive 
any  returns  for  the  goods  I  sent  out ;  and  another 
reason  would  be  my  apprehension  that  a  war  be- 
tween the  United  States  and  this  country  would  be 
the  consequence  of  those  Orders  in  Council. 

"  What  is  the  reason  that  the  Orders  in  Council 
prevent  the  witness  sending  our  cotton  goods  in  ships 
in  ballast  ? 

"I  believe  I  stated  my  apprehension  that  they 
might  produce  a  war  between  the  two  countries; 
another  reason  was,  I  could  not  expect  to  get  remit- 
tances, and  a  total  annihilation  of  the  trade  between 
the  United  States  of  America  and  the  Continent  of 
Europe,  from  whence  a  great  part  of  my  remittances 
must  be  derived. 

"  If  the  American  embargo  in  general  were  taken 
off,  and  the  Orders  in  Council  to  be  continued,  would 
his  trade  in  that  case  revive  ? 

"  I  certainly  should  feel  no  inducement  to  export 
goods  to  America  while  the  orders  continued. 

"  Why  not  ? 

"  I  should  apprehend  that  hostilities  between  this 
country  and  America  would  be  the  consequence  of 
continuing  the  Orders  in  Council. 

"Would  the  Orders  in  Council  have  any  other 
effect  as  to  discouraging  the  trade  ? 

"  They,  would  have  considerable  effect  in  regard  to 
our  remittances. 

"  In  what  manner  ? 
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"  By  ■bringing  all  the  produce  of  America  to  this 
country,  they  must  occasion  such  a  vast  glut  in  the 
market,  that  the  produce  would  he  worth  little  or 
nothing. 

"  In  what  degree  would  it  affect  the  dealers  in 
those  commodities  hrought  to  this  country,  as  to  their 
remittances  to  this  country ! 

"  The  consequence  I  apprehend  would  be,  that 
great  parts  of  the  bills  must  go  hack  protested  ;  be- 
cause the  produce,  for  which  the  bills  are  drawn, 
would  seU  for  scarcely  the  value  of  the  freight  and 
charges. 

"  Does  the  witness  conceive,  from  his  knowledge 
of  the  American  ti-ade,  that  if  the  whole  of  the  Amer- 
ican produce,  which  according  to  an  average  of  years 
had  heen  carried  to  the  Continent  of  Europe,  and  to 
Great  Britain,  was  now  to  he  imported  into  Great 
Britain  alone,  and  the  Orders  in  Council  to  continue ; 
whether  St  would  he  possible  to  export  from  Great 
Britain  to  the  continent,  so  much  of  the  American 
produce  as  should  prevent  a  glut  of  the  American 
produce  remaining  in  the  market  ? 

"  I  think  it  would  he  impossible. 

"  Have  you  lately  written  to  your  correspondents 
in  America  respecting  shipments  of  American  pro- 
duce to  this  country  ? 

"  I  have. 

"  To  what  effect  have  you  so  written  ? 

"  I  have  written  that  in  case  of  submission  to 
these  Orders  of  Council,  in  case  such  a  thing  should 
take  place,  to  suspend  all  operations. 

"  Did  you  give  this  advice  to  your  American  cor- 
respondents, upon  the  supposition  that  America 
would  acquiesce  in  the  Orders  in  Council  ? 

*'  Certainly  not,  I  stated  it  as  a  thing  hy  no  means 
likely ;  hut,  as  there  is  nothing  impossible  in  this 
world,  that  if  it  were  so,  not  to  move ;  that  in  case 
they  were  acquiesced  in,  not  to  attempt  any  business." 

Considering  (continued  Mr.  W.)  these  are  the 
sentiments  (delivered  under  the  sacred  obliga- 
tion of  an  oath)  of  that  very  description  of  men 
who  the  gentleman  believes  are  the  best  judges 
and  ought  to  be  trusted,  I  am  warranted  in 
saying,  they  prove  his  position  wholly  un- 
founded. The  gentlemaa's  project  last  year 
was  to  lay  the  embargo  on  our  ships  and  vessels, 
and  to  dispose  of  our  produce,  the  ■  effect  of 
which  would  have  been  destruction  to  our  own 
vessels,  constant  encouragement  to  those  of 
Great  Britain.  I  beg  him  to  remember,  that 
if  two  or  three  years  hence,  he  should  not  stand 
as  high  with  the  American  merchants  as  he 
could  wish,  it  may  be  fairly  attributed  to  this 
friendly  protection  of  their  immediate  interests, 
which  he  would  have  extended  to  them. 

The  gentleman  was  equally  unfortunate  in 
saying,  the  destruction  of  St.  Domingo  had 
caused  such  a  demand  for  sugar,  that  the  culti- 
vation of  cotton  in  the  British  "West  India 
islands  had  been  abandoned;  he  is  not  well 
versed  on  the  subject,  the  fact  not  being  as  he 
has  stated  it.  However  great  an  impetus  the 
destruction  of  St.  Domingo  may  have  given  to 
the  cultivation  of  sugar  and  coffee,  in  the  British 
West  Indies,  it  certainly  had  no  effect  in  any 
way  on  that  of  cotton,  the  quantity  of  that 
article  formerly  exported  from  thence  being  too 
small  to  have  any  influence  whatever.     Our 


cotton  will  never  be  supplanted  from  that  quar- 
ter. Oould  the  sugar  estates  be  oottverted  to 
cotton  plantations,  so  depressed  has  been  their 
situation,  that  conversion  would  have  been  long 
since  effected.  Nor,  sir,  is  it  true  that  the  cul- 
tivation of  cotton  in  the  British  West  India 
islands  has  been  abandoned ;  on  the  contrary, 
it  has  heen  regular  though  slow  in  its  increase, 
compared  with  that  of  coffee.  Crops  of  that 
kind  are  frequently  precarious,  owing  to  a 
natural  enemy  of  the  plant  in  those  islands,  and 
therefore  theicultivation  has  not  kept  pace  with 
the  demand. 

I  heard  the  gentleman  with  pain  and  morti- 
fication, I  repeat  it,  with  pain  and  mortification 
I  heard  him  declare  that  nations  like  individuals 
should  pocket  their  honor  for  money.  The  act 
is  base  in  an  individual,  in  a  nation  infinitely 
worse.  The  gentleman  was  corrected  by  his 
colleague  (Mr.  Kelson)  on  this  subject.  He 
evidently,  to  my  apprehension,  expressed  an 
opinion,  that  money  was  to  be  preferred  to 
honor.  He  told  us  that  honor  in  arbitrary  gov- 
ernments was  identified  with  the  monarch,  who 
went  to  war  for  his  mistress ;  that  in  republics 
honor  consisted  in  the  opportunities  afforded  to 
acquire  wealth,  and  by  way  of  illustration  said, 
we  pocketed  our  honor  for  money  in  paying 
tribute  to  the  Barbary  Powers,  for  the  security 
of  a  paltry  trade.  Does  the  gentleman  mean 
to  assimilate  a  tribute  exacted  by  Great  Britain 
with  that  paid  to  Algiers  ?  Or  does  he  mean 
to  be  understood  as  advising  us,  because  we 
purchase  peace  with  barbarians,  involving  no 
honorable  consideration,  to  barter  for  a  pecu- 
niary reward,  with  Great  Britain,  our  rights, 
our  honor,  and  our  independence  ?  Detestable 
as  this  inference  is,  it  results  from  his  argu- 
ments. Repeal  the  embargo,  throw  open  yotu- 
trade  to  Great  Britain ;  you  can  put  money  in 
your  pocket  by  it.  I  want  no  substitute.  Sir, 
if  my  tongue  was  in  the  thunder's  mouth,  then 
with  a  passion  would  I  shake  the  world  and 
cry  out  treason!  This  abandonment  of  our 
rights,  this  sacrifice  of  our  independence,  I  most 
solemnly  abjure.  Astonished  indeed  am  I,  that 
a  gentleman  so  eloquent,  so  well  qualified  to 
uphold  the  honor  and  dignity  of  his  country, 
should  so  abandon  them !  Is  it  possible  such 
doctrine  should  be  advocated  on  the  floor  of 
Congress?  Has  it  come  to  this?  Was  it  for 
this  the  martyrs  of  the  Revolution  died?  Is 
this  great  continent  and  the  free  millions  who 
inhabit  it,  again  to  become  appendages  of  the 
British  Crown  ?  Shall  it  again  be  held,  in  its 
orbit  hy  the  attractive,  the  corruptive  influence 
of  the  petty  island  of  Great  Britain?  No. 
Sooner  may  yon  expect  the  sun  with  all  the 
planetary  system  will  rush  from  their  shining 
spheres,  to  gravitate  round  a  pebble.  Remem- 
ber, sir,  it  is  no  longer  a  contest  singly  about 
the  carrying  trade,  or  the  impressment  of  sea- 
men, or  the  insult  to  the  national  flag,  but  all 
united  with  the  rights  and  attributes  of  sov- 
ereignty, even  to  the  violation  of  the  good  old 
United  States.    You  stand  on  the  verge  of 
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destruction,  one  step,  one  movement  backwards 
■will  stamp  your  character  with  indelible  dis- 
grace. You  must  now  determine  whether  you 
■will  maintain  the  high  station  among  nations, 
to  which  the  virtues,  the  spirit  of  the  people 
have  elevated  you,  or  sink  into  tributary  vaa- 
-salage  and  colonization.  By  all  your  rights, 
'your  duties,  your  awful  responsibility,  I  charge 
you  "  choose  ye  this  day  whom  ye  will  serve ; 
but  as  for  me  and  my  house,  we  will  serve  the 
Lord." 

Mr.  CnLPBPBE  spoke  in  opposition  to  the  re- 
port. 

Mr.  Cook  moved  to  adjourn.  Mr.  J.  G.  Jack- 
son called  for  the  yeas  and  nays  on  the  motion ; 
but  a  suflScient  number  did  not  rise  to  justify 
the  taking  them.  Motion  to  adjourn  negatived. 
Mr.  Cook  renewed  the  motion,  observing  that 
he  had  some  remarks  to  make,  which  might 
occupy  the  House  some  time. — Carried,  54  to 
60,  and  the  House  adjourned. 


Sattjhdat,  December  10. 

Mr.  Lewis,  from  the  Committee  for  the  Dis- 
tiict  of  Columbia,  presented  a  bill  supplementary 
to  the  act,  entitled  "  An  Act  for  the  establish- 
ment of  a  Turnpike  Company  in  the  county  of 
Alexandria,  in  the  District  of  Columbia ;"  which 
■was  read  twice,  and  committed  to  a  Conunittee 
of  the  Whole  on  Monday  next. 

The  bill  sent  from  the  Senate,  entitled  "  An 
act  further  to  amend  the  judicial  system  of  the 
United  States,"  was  read  twice,  and  committed 
to  Mr.  Maeion,  Mr.  Holland,  and  Mr.  Kelly, 
to  consider  and  report  thereon  to  the  House. 

Mr.  Nelson,  from  the  committee  appointed 
the  eleventh  ultimo,  on  so  much  of  the  Message 
from  the  President  of  the  United  States  as 
relates  to  the  Military  and  Naval  Establish- 
ments, presented  a  bill  authorizing  the  appoint- 
ment and  employment  of  an  additional  number 
of  navy  officers,  seamen  and  marines  ;  which 
was  read  twice,  and  committed  to  a  Committee 
of  the  Whole  on  Monday  next. 

Foreign  Eelations. 

The  House  again  proceeded  to  the  considera- 
tion of  the  first  resolution  of  the  report  made 
by  the  Committee  of  Foreign  Eelations. 

Mr.  Cook  addressed  the  House  at  considerable 
length. 

Mr.  E.  Jaokson  said :  Mr.  Speaker,  not  hav- 
ing been  in  the  habit  of  public  speaking,  it  is 
with  great  diffidence  I  rise,  to  make  any  obser- 
vations on  the  resolutions  now  under  considera- 
tion, after  so  much  has  been  said  upon  the 
subject.  _  But,  sir,  knowing  the  deep  stake  that 
the  portion  of  citizens  which  I  have  the  honor 
to  represent,  and  the  United  States  at  large, 
ha^ve  in  the  present  embarrassed  state  of  our 
political  affairs,  was  I  to  remain  silent,  sir,  I 
should  feel  as  if  I  was  guilty  of  treachery  to 
their  interests.  I  shall  not  attempt  to  follow 
gentlemen  in  their  arguments  who  have  gone 
before  me  in  the  debate,  but  confine  myself  to 


making  such  observations  on  the  resolutions  and 
the  state  of  our  political  affairs,  as  appear  to 
me  to  be  necessary  and  proper.  By  the  first 
resolution  we  are  called  upon  to  declare  "  that 
the  United  States  cannot,  without  a  sacrifice 
of  their  rights,  honor  and  independence,  submit 
to  the  late  edicts  of  Great  Britain  and  Trance." 
Why  we  are  called  upon  to  make  this  declara- 
tion, I  cannot  conceive.  I  do  not  see  the  use 
of  it,  unless  it  is  considered  by  the  committee 
as  a  kind  of  test  act,  which  they  think  ought 
to  be  administered  to  every  member  of  the 
House  to  ascertain  ■whether  they  are  of  sound 
principles  or  not.  I  do  not  like  such  abstract 
propositions ;  I  think  them  useless,  as  nothing 
can  come  from  them  in  a  legislative  way ;  no 
bill  can  be  formed  from  it ;  however,  I  do  not 
see  anything  at  present  to  prevent  me  from 
voting  for  it.  By  the  second  resolution  we  are 
called  upon  to  declare  "  that  it  is  expedient  to 
prohibit,  by  law,  the  admission  into  the  ports 
and  harbors  of  the  United  States  of  all  public 
or  private  armed  or  unarmed  ships  or  vessels 
belonging  to  Great  Britain  or  France,  or  to  any 
other  of  the  belligerents  having  in  force  orders 
or  decrees  violating  the  lawful  commerce  and 
neutral  rights  of  the  United  States ;  and  also 
the  importation  of  any  goods,  -wares,  or  mer- 
chandise, the  growth,  produce,  or  manufacture 
of  the  dominions  of  any  of  the  said  powers,  or 
imported  from  any  place  in  the  possession  of 
either." 

Here,  sir,  I  shall  take  the  liberty  to  dissent 
from  the  committee,  for  I  do  not  think  it  to  be 
expedient  to  join  them  in  such  a  resolution  as 
this.  For  I  would  ask,  what  are  we  to  promise 
to  ourselves  from  such  a  system  as  this ;  what 
will  be  the  probable  effects  of  it?  Will  it 
compel  the  great  belligerent  Powers  to  do  us 
justice  for  past  injuries  and  secure  us  for  the 
future  ?  If  I  thought  it  would,  I  would  most 
cheerfully  vote  for  it.  But,  sir,  I  have  no  rea- 
son to  suppose  it  wUl,  for  we  have  now  had 
considerable  experimental  knowledge  of  the 
effects  of  the  embargo  system,  both  as  it 
respects  ourselves  and  foreign  powers,  and  we 
have  found  from  experience,  that,  as  a  coercive 
measure,  it  has  had  no  effect.  It  has  not  com- 
pelled France  or  England  to  do  us  justice,  or  to 
rescind  their  unlawful  edicts  and  decrees,  issued 
against  neutral  commerce.  And  those  nations 
having  now  experienced  the  effects  of  the  em- 
bargo for  nearly  one  year,  whatever  alarm  it 
might  have  given  them,  when  first  laid  on,  that 
alarm  has  ceased.  And  we  have  it  from  high 
authority,  that  France  cares  nothing  about  it, 
and  that  in  England,  owiag  to  the  great  events 
now  passing  in  Europe,  it  is  forgotten.  And 
shall  we  still,  -with  all  this  information  and 
experience,  adhere  to  this  system,  and  still 
think  we  can  legislate  France  and  England 
into  a  committance  to  do  ns  justice,  and  bring 
them  to  the  bar  of  justice  in  this  way  ?  Far  be 
it  from  me  to  censure  any  one  for  the  part 
they  have  taken  in  endeavoring  to  maintain 
the  rights  of  our  country,  and  giving  security 
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to  the  interest  of  our  citizens.  But,  sir,  I  think, 
in  the  business  of  legislation,  that  the  same  line 
of  conduct  ought  to  be  pursued,  that  we  would 
pursue  in  the  common  and  ordinary  proceed- 
ings of  life ;  for  should  any  of  us  undertake  to 
do  any  thing,  suppose  it  be  to  get  a  vessel  afloat 
that  had  been  stranded,  and  the  means  em- 
ployed were  totally  inadequate  to  its  accom- 
plishment, should  we  not  abandon  those  means 
and  try  some  other?  We  have  tried  the  em- 
bargo, and  found  it  altogether  ineffectual,  and 
we  have  no  reason  to  suppose,  that  by  a  further 
continuance  of  it,  it  will  answer  any  of  the 
purposes  for  which  it  was  intended. 

I  will  now  take  some  view,  as  it  appears  to 
me,  of  what  has  been,  and  will  be  the  effect  of 
the  embargo,  if  continued,  as  it  respects  our- 
selves. The  burden  of  it  has  already  been  very 
great,  on  a  large  proportion  of  our  citizens.  It 
has  been  grievous,  and  very  sore.  For  how 
otherwise  can  it  be,  when  we  consider  that  all 
the  navigation  business,  from  one  end  to  the 
other  of  these  United  States,  is  totally  stopped, 
excepting  a  small  remnant  of  our  coasting  trade, 
and  that  remnant  under  very  great  embarrass- 
ments ;  and  all  that  numerous  class  of  our  citi- 
zens, dependent  on  commerce,  deprived  of  their 
usual  means  of  gaining  a  livelihood^  and  in 
consequence  thereof  thousands  of  them  have 
been  obliged  to  live  on  their  former  earnings, 
and  consume  that  little  property  they  had 
treasured  up  for  their  future  support  ?  And  if 
the  embargo  is  continued,  the  inevitable  conse- 
quence must  be,  bankruptcy  to  many  of  our 
merchants,  and  absolute  distress,  misery,  and 
want,  to  a  large  proportion  of  our  citizens  who 
live  in  the  seaport  towns,  and  great  embari-ass- 
ments  to  all  classes  of  citizens  throughout  our 
country.  And  if  this  system  is  continued,  we 
must  incur  the  hazard  of  having  civil  commo- 
tions in  our  country,  for  experience  has  proved, 
that  when  great  distress  prevails  among  the 
people,  and  that  distress  arises  from  political 
measures,  which  the  people  are  divided  in  sen- 
timent upon,  the  hazard  is  very  great  that  civil 
commotions  wiU  take  place.  Some  gentlemen 
have  undertaken  to  show  how  much  we  have 
already  lost  by  the  embargo.  But  I  shall  not 
go  into  any  calculation  of  this  sort,  for  I  am 
convinced  that  it  defies  calculation;  it  is  im- 
possible to  follow  it  into  all  its  turnings  and 
windings.  It  is  enough  for  me  to  know  that 
the  loss  is  immense,  and  that  we  have  received 
such  a  shock  by  it,  that  it  will  require  a  long 
time  to  come,  to  recover  from  it.  Gentlemen 
have  also  endeavored  to  point  out  such  parts 
of  the  Union  as  they  think  are  suffering  the 
most  by  the  embargo.  There  is  no  doubt  but 
that  it  does  bear  harder  upon  some  portions 
than  on  others,  and  that  it  is  unequal  in  its 
operation.  But,  sir,  my  idea  is,  that  it  bears 
the  hardest  upon  that  part  of  our  citizens  where 
they  are  the  most  dependent  on  commerce  for 
their  living ;  and  this  being  the  case,  in  nearly 
as  great  a  degree,  perhaps,  with  the  citizens  of 
Khode  Island  as  in  any  part  of  the  Union,  it 


follows  that  my  constituents  are   suffering  as 
much  as  any  portion  of  the  United  States. 

But,  sir,  its  pressure  is  upon  the  whole  coun- 
try, and  it  carries  misery  throughout  our  land; 
and  if  continued,  the  distress  occasioned  by  it 
must  still  be  much  greater  than  it  has  been,  and 
will  become  intolerable  in  some  parts  of  the 
Union,  and  the  consequences  may  be  dreadful 
to  the  nation.  And  as  to  its  effects  on  France 
or  England,  for  myself,  I  am  of  opinion,  that 
the  Emperor  of  France  and  King  of  Italy  is 
well  pleased  with  it,  for,  as  it  is  observed  by  Mr. 
Canning,  "  it  certainly  comes  in  aid  "  of  his 
grand  design  of  destroying  the  commerce  of 
the  English,  and  trying  to  give  that  nation  the 
consumption  of  the  purse ;  and,  nntU  he  is  sat- 
isfied with  that  speculation,  he  wiU  wish  us  to 
keep  on  the  embargo.  And  since  Spain  and 
Portugal  have  refused  any  longer  to  be  under 
the  control  of  Bonaparte,  and  have  bid  him  and 
all  his  hosts  defiance,  and  have  connected  them- 
selves with  the  English,  I  believe  the  English 
care  nothing  about  the  embargo,  but  would 
give  us  their  free  leave  to  keep  it  on  forever ; 
for,  sir,  it  gives  the  greatest  activity  to  their 
colonies  of  Canada  and  Nova  Scotia,  and  must 
be  the  means  of  increasing  their  settlements 
with  astonishing  rapidity.  Experience  has  al- 
ready proved  to  them,  that  their  colonies  in  the 
West  Indies  can  be  maintained  without  us,  and 
Spain  and  Portugal  and  their  colonies  having 
become  open  to  them,  to  vend  their  manufac- 
tures, and  with  what  can  be  smuggled  into  the 
continent  and  into  our  country,  in  spite  of  all 
the  laws  that  can  be  made  against  it,  will  fur- 
nish them  market  enough ;  and  our  navigation 
being  all  laid  up,  and  out  of  the  way,  their  ships 
wiU  obtain  great  freights  from  Spain  and  Por- 
tugal to  the  colonies,  and  from  the  colonies  back 
to  the  mother  country ;  and  in  consequence  of 
our  retiring  into  a  state  of  dignified  retirement, 
as  it  has  been  called,  they  will  have  nearly  the 
whole  trade  of  the  world  in  their  own  hands. 
And  it  appears  to  me,  sir,  in  every  point  of  view 
that  I  can  place  the  subject,  if  we  continue  the 
embargo,  it  will  operate  to  distress  ourselves  a 
hundred  times  more  than  it  will  anybody  else. 
I  will  now,  as  I  have  heard  the  call  so  frequently 
made,  that,  if  yon  do  not  like  this  system,  point 
out  a  better^  and  if  it  appears  so,  we  vriU  adopt 
it — ^I  will,  therefore,  point  out  what  appears  to 
me  a  better  line  of  conduct  for  the  United 
States  to  pursue,  and  if  I  am  so  unfortunate  as 
not  to  find  a  man  in  this  House  of  my  opinion, 
I  cannot  help  it,  for  I  feel  myself  constrained, 
from  a  sense  of  duty  to  my  suftering  constitu- 
ents to  inform  this  House  and  the  nation,  that 
I  wash  my  hands  of  it,  and  protest  against  it. 
I  therefore,  sir,  with  great  deference  to  superior 
abilities,  propose  that  the  law  imposiog  an  em- 
bargo on  all  ships  and  vessels  of  the  United 
States,  and  all  the  laws  supplementary  thereto, 
be  immediately  repealed,  and  that  we  authorize 
our  merchants  to  apn  their  vessels,  under  proper 
regulations,  in  defence  of  our  legitimate  and 
lawful  commerce ;  that  the  Grovernment  from 
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time  to  time  afford  the  commerce  of  the  country 
such  protection  as  may  be  found  necessary  and 
prudent.    If  this  was  done,  I  have  no  doubt 
but  that  the  citizens  of  the  United  States  would 
soon  be  relieved  fi-om  their  present  embarrass- 
ments and  distress.     This,  sir,  would  produce  a 
circulation  in  the  body  politic,  our  planters  and 
farmers  would  immediately  find  a  sale  for  their 
surplus  produce,  our  merchants  would  find  em- 
ploy for  their  vessels,  and  all  that  numerous  class 
of  citizens  who  have  heretofore  been  engaged  in 
the  active  and  busy  scenes  of  commerce,  would 
again  find  employ  in  our  seaports.    In  lieu  of 
beholding  dismantled  ships  covered  with  boards 
and  mats,  we  should  see  in  them  spars  and  rig- 
ging aloft,  and  the  ports  whitened  with  their 
sails,  and  again  hear  the  cheering  sound  of  in- 
dustry.   But  it  has  been  said  that  if  the  embargo 
was  removed  and  our  merchants  should  send 
their  vessels  to  sea,  most  of  the  property  would 
be  taken  by  one  or  other  of  the  great  belligerent 
powers,  and  thus  be  lost  to  our  country ;  and 
that  we  have  so  little  trade  left  that  it  is  not 
worth  our  notice.    But  let  us  examine  this,  and 
see  if  it  be  so.     Oould  we  not,  sir,  in  the  present 
state  of  the  world,  trade  to  England,  Scotland, 
and  Ireland,  to  Sweden,  Spain,  and  Portugal,  to 
some  of  the  islands  in  the  Mediterranean,  and 
some  of  the  Turkish  ports  on  that  sea ;  to  nearly 
all  the  ports  in  the  East  and  "West  Indies,  to 
both  sides  of  the  continent  of  South  America, 
and  some  other  places,  and  have  the  obstruction 
occasioned  by  the  embargo  laws  removed  from 
our  own  coast  ?    Is  all  this  trade  of  no  impor- 
tance to  trading  people  ?     Gentlemen  have  gone 
into  statements  to  show,  from  our  former  trade, 
how  much  of  our  domestic  produce  could  be 
exported  to  the  different  parts  of  the  world, 
under  the  present  embarrassments,  occasioned 
by  the  great  belligerent  powers ;  but  for  myself 
I  put  no  confidence  in  such  statements.    I  con- 
sider trade  may  in  some  measure  be  compared 
to  water ;  if  the  channel  it  has  been  used  to  run 
in  becomes  obstructed,  it  will  find  new  channels 
to  vent  itself  in.     For  instance,  sir,  suppose  we 
should  adopt  the  resolution  offetedby  the  gentle- 
man from  New  York  (Mr.  Mumfoed).     He  men- 
tioned that  we  could  trade  to  the  little  Swedish 
island  of  St.  Bartholomews,  in  the  West  Indies. 
Now  suppose  we  should  look  over  our  foi'mer 
exports  to  this  island  in  any  one  year,  what 
should  we  find  the  amount  to  be  ?    I  do  not 
know,  sir,  perhaps  one  hundred  thousand  dol- 
lars, but  double,  triple  it  if  yon  please,  and  what 
comparison  would  it  bear  with  the  amount  that 
would  be  shipped  there  under  his    system? 
"Would  it  not  immediately  become  a  distributing 
point  for  the  whole  of  the  West  India  Islands, 
and  the  amount  increased  to  an  astonishing 
degree,  when  compared  with  what  used  to  be 
exported  there  ?    And  so  it  would  be  in  other 
parts  of  the  world.     The  articles  will  go  where 
they  are  wanted,  in  a  greater  or  less  degree ; 
and  if  they  cannot  be  carried  directly,  they  will 
find  their  way  in  an  indirect  manner.    And  as 
to  .the  danger  of  the  property  being  captured 


and  confiscated,  I  think  our  merchants  and  un- 
derwriters are  the  most  competent  to  judge  of 
that.  They  do  not  wish  the  Government  to 
become  guardians  for  them  in  this  respect.  All 
they  wish  for  Government  to  do  is  to  let  them 
manage  their  own  affairs  in  their  own  way; 
and  the  Government  to  afford  the  commerce  of 
the  country  as  much  protection  as  shall  be  for 
the  real  interest  of  the  whole  nation.  Have  we 
not  seen,  in  the  summer  past,  with  what  eager- 
ness the  merchants  in  the  United  States  availed 
themselves  of  the  special  permission  granted  to 
fit  their  vessels  in  ballast,  and  go  abroad  to  col- 
lect debts  ?  And  was  not  every  old  and  obso- 
lete claim  hunted  up  that  existed  in  the  country, 
to  make  out  the  amount  necessary  to  avail 
themselves  of  this  permission  ?  Is  not  this 
proof  that  the  merchants  did  not  consider  the 
risk  very  great  ?  And  were  not  several  hundred 
sail  of  vessels  fitted  out  imder  this  permission ; 
and  have  they  not  nearly  all  returned  back  to 
the  United  States  in  safety?  Many  of  these 
vessels  were  insured  to  the  West  Indies,  out  and 
home,  at  premiums  of  about  eight  and  nine  per 
cent.,  and  this  in  the  midst  of  the  hurricane 
season.  This  proves  that  the  underwriters  did 
not  estimate  the  political  risk  at  more  than  two 
or  three  per  cent.,  for  the  natural  perils  in  time 
of  profound  peace  would  be  considered  equal  to 
six  per  cent.  And  the  calculation  of  the  under- 
writers has  proved  correct,  for  they  have  made 
money  by  the  business.  And  was  our  embargo 
removed,  I  am  of  opinion  that  the  premiums 
of  insurance  would  not  be  more  than  six  or 
seven  per  cent,  to  any  port  in  Great  Britain,  and 
about  the  same  to  Spain  and  Portugal.  This,  if 
correct,  proves  that  the  political  risk  is  not  con- 
sidered to  be  very  great  by  those  who  are  the 
best  judges  of  it.  But,  sir,  it  appears  to  me 
there  are  many  gentlemen  in  this  House  who 
think  it  will  not  do  to  trade,  until  all  political 
risk  is  removed  out  of  the  way.  If  we  wait 
for  this,  we  shall  never  trade  any  more,  for  the 
natural  perils  of  traversing  the  ocean  always 
exist,  and  always  remain  nearly  the  same,  allow- 
ing for  the  variation  of  the  seasons.  And  the 
political  perils  always  exist,  but  they  vary  accord- 
ing to  the  state  of  political  affairs  among  the 
nations  of  the  world.  But,  sir,  I  have  repeat- 
edly heard  it  said,  and  the  same  thing  is  ex- 
pressed in  the  report  of  the  committee,  that  our 
situation  is  such,  that  we  have  no  other  alter- 
native than  a  war  with  both  Great  Britain  and 
France,  submission,  or  a  total  suspension  of  our 
commerce. 

The  committee  have,  sir,  after  a  long  state- 
ment, brought  our  affairs  up  to  this  point,  and  I 
do  not  like  any  of  the  alternatives  out  of  which 
they  say  we  must  make  a  choice,  for  I  do  not 
believe  that  we  are  reduced  to  this  dilemma ; 
and  I  will  not  agree  to  go  to  war  with  both 
England  and  France,  nor  will  I  agree  to  submit, 
or  to  totally  suspend  our  commerce.  But  I  will 
agree  to  give  our  merchants  liberty  to  arm  their 
vessels,  under  proper  regulations,  in  defence  of 
our  legitimate  commerce,  and  leave  it  to  them 


DEBATES  OF  CONGRESS. 


87 


December,  1808.] 


Foreign  Eelations. 


[H.  OF  E. 


to  send  their  vessels  for  trade  where  they  please ; 
and  if  any  of  them  are  so  unwise  as  to  trust 
their  property  to  France,  or  to  any  ports  in 
Europe  where  the  French  control,  let  them 
fight  their  way  there  if  they  choose.  I  see  no 
other  course,  sir,  that  we  can  pursue,  that  will 
he  so  much  for  the  interest  and  honor  of  our 
country,  as  the  one  pointed  out  The  American 
people  are  a  cool,  calculating  people,  and  know 
what  is  hest  for  their  interest,  as  well  if  not 
better  than  any  nation  upon  earth,  and  I  have 
no  idea  that  they  wiH  support  the  Government 
in  a  ruinous  war  with  England,  under  the  pres- 
ent existing  circumstances,  nor  in  measures  de- 
priving them  of  all  trade  and  commerce. 

Mr.  MuMEOKD  then  offered  a  few  observations 
in  answer  to  the  remarks  of  Mr.  Gholson  of 
Virginia.  During  the  discussion,  six  different 
motions  were  made  for  an  adjournment,  the 
last  of  which,  offered  by  Mr.  Gaedbnibe,  was 
carried — yeas  58,  nays  48. 


Tuesday,  December  13. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  Thomas, 

Begohed^  That  a  committee  be  appointed  to 
inquire  into  the  expediency  of  dividing  the  In- 
diana Territory ;  and  that  they  have  leave  to  re- 
port by  bill  or  otherwise. 

Ordered,  That  Mr.  Thomas,  Mr.  Kenan,  Mr. 
Bassett,  Mr.  Taggaet,  and  Mr.  Smilie,  be  ap- 
pointed a  committee  pursuant  to  the  said  reso- 
lution. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  Thomas,  the  resolutions  of 
the  House  of  Eepresentatives  of  the  Indiana 
Territory,  which  were  read  and  ordered  to  lie 
on  the  table  on  the  fourteenth  ultimo,  were  re- 
ferred to  the  select  committee  last  appointed. 

Mr.  MAJtiON,  from  the  committee  to  whom 
was  referred,  on  the  tenth  instant,  the  bill  sent 
from  the  Senate,  entitled  "  An  act  further  to 
amend  the  Judicial  System  of  the  United  States, " 
reported  the  biU  to  the  House  without  amend- 
ment :  Whereupon  the  bill  was  committed  to  a 
Committee  of  the  Whole  to-morrow. 

The  bill  sent  from  the  Senate,  entitled  "  An 
act  for  the  relief  of  Andrew  Joseph  Villard," 
was  read  twice  and  committed  to  a  Committee 
of  the  Whole  to-morrow. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  Alexander, 

Besolved,  That  a  committee  be  appointed  to 
inquire  whether  any,  and  if  any,  what  farther 
provision  ought  to  be  made  by  law,  prescribing 
the  manner  in  which  the  public  acts,  records, 
and  judicial  proceedings  of  one  State,  shall  be 
proved  and  given  in  evidence  in  another  State, 
and  the  effect  thereof;  and  that  they  have  leave 
to  report  by  bill  or  otherwise. 

Ordered,  That  Mr.  Alexandeb,  Mr;  David 
R  Williams,  Mr.  John  G.  Jackson,  Mr.  Key, 
and  Mr.  Quinot,  be  appointed  a  committee, 
pursuant  to  the  said  resolution. 

A  message  from  the  Senate  informed  the 
House  that  the  Senate  have  passed  a  bill,  enti- 
tled "  An  act  supplemental  to  an  act  entitled 
'  An  act  for  extending  the  terms  of  credit  on 


revenue  bonds,  in  certain  cases,  and  for  other 
purposes;'"  also,  a  bUl,  entitled  "An  act  to 
change  the  post  route  from  Annapolis  to  Eoct- 
hall,  by  Baltimore  to  EockhaU ;  "  to  which  they 
desire  the  concurrence  of  this  House. 

Foreign   Relations. 
The  following   is  Mr.   Gaedeniee's  speech 
entire : 

Mr,  Speaker  :  I  had  intended  to  defer  the  de- 
livery of  my  sentiments  upon  the  second  resolu- 
tion, until  that  resolotion  should  come  before 
the  House.  But  the  course  which  the  debate 
has  taken,  has  produced  a  change  in  my  origi- 
nal intention. 

That  the  first  resolution  is  an  unnecessary 
one,  because  no  clear,  definite,  practical  results 
can  flow  from  it,  appears  to  me  self-evident. 
Are  the  people  of  this  country  suspected  of  an 
intention  to  abandon  their  rights  or  their- inde- 
pendence? Indeed,  sir,  they  are  not.  Why 
then  is  it,  that  we  are  called  upon  to  make  a 
new  declaration  of  independence  ?  Or  was  the 
Administration  conducted  in  such  a  manner  as 
to  make  the  firmness  and  patriotism  of  the  na- 
tion itself  doubted  abroad?  Even  I,  sir,  who 
am  not  suspected  of  a  blind  confidence  in  our 
rulers,  will  not  advance  such  a  charge. 

The  true  question  is  not.  Is  the  matter  ex- 
pressed in  this  abstract  proposition  true  2  _  But, 
Is  it  necessary  that  a  resolution  containing  it 
should  be  passed  by  this  House  ?  I  agree  with 
the  gentleman  from  Tennessee  (Mr.  Campbell) 
that  it  would  be  no  less  ridiculous  to  pass  this 
resolution  than  to  pass  one  that  the  sun  shines. 
Allowing  both  to  be  true,  both  are  equally  un- 
necessary to  be  embodied  in  a  resolution  of  this 
House.  Begin  this  system  of  abstract  legislation, 
and  where  are  you  to  stop  ?  Sir,  it  partakes 
too  much  of  the  character  of  disturbed,  revolu- 
tionary times.  To  such  a  blasphemous  height 
was  this  notion  of  voting  abstract  propositions, 
or  declarations,  or  truisms  (call  them  what  you 
will)  carried  at  one  time  in  France,  that  their 
Convention  very  gravely  decreed  "  that  there 
was  a  God  !  "  This  was  a  seff-evident  truth  ; 
and  being  so  could  not  become  more  so  by  being 
decreed.  And  if  the  edicts  of  Great  Britain  and 
France  go  to  the  destruction  of  our  "rights, 
honor  and  independence,"  our  voting  that  such 
is  their  operation,  makes  it  neither  more  nor 

TpQQ  truG 

■  But,  it  is  said,  a  select  committee  have  placed 
the  resolution  before  us,  and  we  are  bound  to 
vote  whether  the  assertions  it  contains  are  true 
or  false.  Why,  sir,  if  I  should  offer  a  resolution 
that  at  this  moment  the  sun  shines,  and  some 
one  should  second  me,  would  it  be  contended 
that  this  House  ought  gravely  to  proceed  to  the 
question?  and  if  any  member  should  say,  "I 
vote  against  this  resolution  because  it  is  too  true 
to  be  made  more  so ;  and  because,  therefore,  I 
think  it  unnecessary  to  be  passed,"  that  he,  sir, 
should  be  considered  blind  ? 

Again,  gentlemen,  some  too  with  whom  I  am 
in  the  habit  of  acting,  say,  at  the  worst,  the  res- 
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olution  is  harmless — it  ties  you  down  to  no  spe- 
cific course,  and  therefore  you  may  as  well  vote 
for  it ;  that  to  vote  against  it,  will  afford  a  han- 
dle against  our  popularity — that  the  resolution 
itself  is  an  artful  one — a  trap  set  to  catch  the 
Federalists,  as  it  will  hold  them  up  to  suspicion, 
if  they  vote  against  it — ^for  the  vote  will  appear 
upon  the  Journals,  when  the  argument  is  not  to 
be  found  there.  Well,  sir,  if  it  be  in  truth  a 
trap  to  catch  poor  Federalism  in,  I,  for  one,  sir, 
am  willing  to  be  caught.  I  never  deceived  the 
people  whom  I  have  the  honor  to  represent, 
either  by  giving  a  vote  to  the  propriety  of 
which  my  judgment  was  opposed,  or  by  profess- 
ing opinions  which  I  did  not  entertain;  and, 
sir,  I  trust  in  God  I  never  shall.  The  applause 
of  my  constituents  is  dear  to  me.  But  I  would 
rather  strive  to  deserve  it — than,  not  deserving 
it,  to  receive  it.  Yes,  sir,  my  course  shall  be 
always  a  plain  one — a  straightforward  course. 
I  have  not  acquired  the  confidence  of  my  con- 
stituents by  increasing  their  delusions.  I  have 
always  labored  to  disperse  them.  At  my  first 
election  to  this  House,  a  decided  majority  of 
them  were  opposed  to  my  politics.  The  thought 
has  often  distressed  me.  But  the  cause  of  that 
distress  exists  no  longer.  And,  therefore,  sir,  I 
will  go  on  discharging  my  duty  with  the  most 
scrupulous  obedience  to  my  judgment,  and 
where  the  weight  of  a  hair  ought  to  turn  the 
scale,  it  shall  turn  it. 

But  if  I  had  no  other  objection  against  this 
abstract  "harmless"  resolution,  there  is  one 
which  would  be  decisive  :  I  would  reject  it  on 
account  of  "  the  company  it  keeps."  The  com- 
mittee, for  reasons  which  I  shall  not  stop  to 
disclose,  have  thought  it  important  to  introduce 
this,  by  way  of  propping  the  second  one.  That 
second  one,  sir,  the  undoubted  object  and  inev- 
itable tendency  of  which  my  whole  soul  recoils 
from,  which  I  abhor  and'  deprecate,  as  fatal  to 
the  prosperity  and  happiness  of  my  country — 
as  the  grave  of  its  honor — and  I  fear  I  do  not 
go  too  far  when  I  add,  of  its  independence! 
that  resolution  is  not  alone  submission  to  France ; 
but,  under  the  pretence  of  resisting  her  infrac- 
tions of  the  laws  of  nations,  her  violations  of 
the  sacred  rights  of  hospitality,  her  laughing  to 
scorn  the  obligation  of  treaties — ^it  makes  us 
submit  to  all — to  encourage  a  perseverance  in 
all.  Nay,  sir,  it  throws  the  whole  weight  of 
our  power  into  her  scale,  and  we  become  not 
only  the  passive,  but,  to  the  whole  extent  of  our 
means,  the  active  instruments  of  that  policy 
which  we  affect  to  abhor.  This,  sir,  unhappily, 
is  capable  of  the  most  clear  demonstration ;  and, 
in  the  properplaoeitshallappearso.  lenternow 
upon  the  discussion  of  the  second  resolution. 
And  although  I  am  aware  how  little  professions 
of  sincerity  and  embarrassment  are  generally  re- 
garded, and,  indeed,  how  little  they  ought  to 
be  regarded,  yet  I  cannot  approach  this  awful 
subject  without  declaring  that  I  feel  as  if  I  was 
about  to  enter  the  sanctuary  of  our  country's 
independence;  and  I  tremble  with  the  same 
fearful  distrust  of  my  powers,  the  same  distress- 


ing perplexity  which  would  embarrass  me  if  I 
had  entered  the  labyi-inth  in  which  was  conceal- 
ed the  secret  of  that  country's  honor,  prosperity 
and  glory.  I  do  feel,  sir,  that  we  should  enter 
upon  the  discussion  of  this  question  divested  of 
all  the  prejudices  and  passion  of  party — no  less 
than  all  foreign  predilections  and  animosities — 
with  clean  hearts,  sir ;  yes,  hearts  seven  times 
purified,  to  prepare  them  for  the  discharge  of 
the  sacred,  the  holy  duties  of  this  awful  crisis. 
He  who  can  come  to  this  debate  with  other  mo- 
tives than  to  save  his  country,  placed  as  it  is  on 
the  brink  of  a  dreadful  precipice,  deserves  to  be 
heard  nowhere  but  in  the  cells  of  the  Inquisi- 
tion. The  sound  of  his  voice  should  never  be 
suffered  to  pollute  the  Hall  of  the  Representa- 
tives of  the  American  people.  But  he  who, 
thinking  that  he  has  traced  the  causes  and  the 
progress  of  our  misfortunes,  and  that  he  may, 
perhaps,  point  the  nation  to  a  path  which  may 
lead  it  back  to  the  prosperous  position  it  has 
been  made  to  abandon,  would  be  a  traitor  to 
the  State,  if  any  considerations  could  keep  him 
silent. 

In  my  view,  sir,  we  have  gone  on  so  long  in 
error — our  affairs  have  been  suffered  to  run  on, 
year  after  year,  into  so  much  confusion,  that  it 
is  not  easy  to  say  what  should  be  done.  But  if 
it  is  magnanimous  to  retract  error,  certainly  it 
is  only  the  performance  of  a  sacred  duty,  which 
their  servants  owe  the  people,  to  abandon  a 
system  which  has  produced  only  disappoint- 
ment and  disasters  hitherto,  and  promises  only 
ruin  and  disgrace  in  future. 

The  time,  sir,  has  been,  when  the  Govern- 
ment was  respected  at  home  and  abroad,  when 
the  people  were  prosperous  and  happy,  when 
the  poHtieal  body  was  in  high,  in  vigorous 
health ;  when  America  rejoiced  in  the  fiilness 
of  her  glory,  and  the  whole  extent  of  the  United 
States  presented  a  scene  vmknown  in  any  other 
country,  in  any  other  age.  Behold  now  the 
mournful  contrast,  the  sad  reverse!  We  are 
"  indeed  fallen,  fallen  from  our  high  estate !  " 
The  nation  is  sick — sick  at  heart.  We  are  called 
upon  to  apply  a  remedy ;  and  none  will  answer 
which  shall  not  be  effectual.  No  quack  pre- 
scriptions will  answer  now.  And  the  cure,  to 
be  effectual,  must  not  persevere  in  a  course 
which  has  not  only  produced  no  good,  nor  prom- 
ises any ;  but  which  has  brought  the  patient 
(if  I  may  use  the  figure  of  the  gentleman  from 
Maryland,  Mr.  Nelson)  to  his  present  forlorn 
condition.  Such  a  perseverance  may  seem  to 
argue  great  hardihood,  or,  if  you  please,  sph-it ; 
but,  after  all,  it  is  nothing  but  the  desperate 
frenzy  of  a  losing,  half-ruined  gamester. 

It  becomes,  therefore,  at  last,  indispensable  to 
take  a  retrospective  view  of  our  affairs.  And, 
if  in  taking  this  view,  we  should  find  the  cause 
of  our  disasters,  we  must  not  fear  to  contem- 
plate it,  to  hold  it  up ;  and,  having  grown  wise 
by  experience,  we  must  not  be  prevented  by 
false  pride,  from  profiting  by  it ;  we  must  not 
shrink  from  the  exercise  of  a  virtue  because  it 
is  also  an  imperious  duty.    And  I  hope  that  no 


DEBATES  OF  CONGRESS. 


89 


Dbcember,  1808.] 


Foreign  Relatums. 


[H.  OF  R 


gentleman  who  hears  me  is  unwilling  to  sacri- 
lice  the  popularity  of  the  Administration  to  the 
salvation  of  the  country. 

Permit  me  then,  sir,  to  go  hack  to  that  period 
in  our  history  which  immediately  preceded  the 
adoption  of  our  present  form  of  Government. 
What  was  'then  our  condition?    The  people 
were  poor — ^for  there  was  no  commerce  to  assist 
agriculture — ^there  was  no  revenue  for  general 
objects.    Many  States  were  hai'dly  able  to  col- 
lect enough  for  State  purposes.  And,  of  course, 
there  was  no  such  thing  as  public  credit,  al- 
though there  was  an  immense  floating  debt. 
We  had  no  reputation  abroad — ^there  was  no 
confidence  even  at  home.     But,  sir,  we  had  a 
Washington,  and  we  had  the  pupils  of  Wash- 
EsraTON,  men  whom  he  knew  to  be  faithful  in 
the  Cabinet,  for  he  had  found  them  faithful  in 
the  darkest  stages  of  the  Revolution.    The  na- 
tion, happily,  had  not  been  deluded — ^they  knew 
their  friends  by  their  deeds — ^they  had  not  yet 
yielded  to  the  sweet  fascination  of  the  seductive 
popular    declamations  of  these  latter    times. 
Men  were  known  by  what  they  did,  not  by 
what  they  said.    These  men,  sir,  had  the  sagac- 
ity to  discover  the  secret  springs  of  our  pros- 
perity and  happiness  and   glory.    And  they 
were  able  to  strike  them  with  a  powerful  hand, 
and  with  a  powerful  hand  they  did  strike  them ; 
and,  instantly,  as  if  by  enchantment,  the  scene 
changed.     Suddenly,   agriculture    raised    her 
drooping  head,  for  commerce  beckoned  her  to 
prosperity.    Your  people  began  to  pay  their 
debts  and  to  become  rich.      Public  credit  was 
restored;  the  Treasury  began  to  fill  readily. 
Sources  of  revenue  were  explored,  certain  of 
continually  increasing,  equally  certain  of  being 
never  exhausted,  except  by  folly  and  madness. 
Indeed,  sir,  so  perfect  was  the  financial  machin- 
ery that  it  admitted  of  no  improvement.     It  re- 
quired no  more  skill  in  the  successors  of  the 
illustrious  Hamilton  to  make  this  instrument 
"  discourse  most  excellent  music,"  than  it  would 
a  child  to  play  a  hand-organ.  An  end  was  put  to 
our  Indian  wars ;  our  Algerine  captives  were 
redeemed  —  our     reputation    was    established 
abroad,  and  the  United  States  assumed  their 
just  rank  among  the  nations  of  the  earth  I   This 
was,  indeed,  a  work  worthy  of  the  illustrious 
patriots  who  achieved  it.     It  was  the  result  of 
that  profound  practical  wisdom,  which,  never 
yielding  to  the  deception  of  brilliant  theory, 
saw  the  public  interest  with  a  clear  eye,  and 
pursued  it  with  a  firm  and  steady  step ;  and  it 
was  no  wonder  that  it  was  successful.     Let  me 
add,  too,  that  all  this  was  accomplished  with- 
out'taxation  being  felt  by  the  people. 

But  this  great  prosperity  was  not  without 
interraption.  It  received  a  stroke,  sir,  deep  and 
dangerous,  and  almost  mortal,  from  the  tremen- 
dous system  of  spoliations  commenced  by  Great 
Britain  in  1793.  Misfortunes  cast  themselves 
across  the  path  of  nations  as  well  as  individuals. 
They  are  often  unavoidable,  and  no  nation  can 
hope  to  be  always  exempt  from  them.  The  wisdom 
of  the  human  mind  is  displayed  in  putting  an  end 


to  them  in  private  affairs,  and  in  public  that 
statesman  only  is  great  who  can  overcome  and 
disperse  them,  who,  though  he  cannot  avert 
the  bolt,  can  prevent  the  ruin  it  threatens.  At 
the  period  of  which  I  speak,  we  had  such 
statesmen.  Yes,  sir,  the  alarm  was  depicted  on 
every  countenance — ^though  the  nation  stagger- 
ed to  its  centre  under  the  severity  of  the  blow 
it  had  received,  yet  was  the  Administration 
equal  to  the  dreadful  emergency — ^it  had  brought 
the  nation  into  existence  and  prosperity,  and  it 
was  equal  to  the  preservation  of  both.  And 
they  showedSt  not  by  venting  their  rage  in  idle 
reproaches,  but  by  applying  eflScient  remedies 
to  the  diseases  of  the  country. 

Let  it  be  remembered  that  justice  was  to  be 
obtained  from  Great  Britain ;  from  that  power 
which  is  now  represented  and  held  up  to  our 
indignation  as  ''  proud,  unprincipled,  imperious, 
and  tyrannical;"  and  which  certainly  was  at 
least  as  much  so  then ;  for  then  she  had  on  her 
side  all  Europe  engaged  in  combination  against 
France,  and  France  was  alone  as  England  is 
now.     In  short,  she  was  then  on  the  continent 
of  Europe  what  France  is  now.    Yet,  from  this 
same  country  did  onr  Government  succeed  in 
obtaining  not  only  reparation  for  the  spoliations 
committed,  but  a  surrender  of  the  Western 
posts  also.    I  repeat,  sir,  all   this  was  accom- 
plished when  Great  Britain  was  not  less  impe- 
rious in  disposition,  but  more  fonnidable  in  pow- 
er than  she  is  now.    And  surely  all  this  ought 
to  appear  strange  and  wonderful  indeed  to  those 
who  have  been  deluded  into  the  idea  that,  when 
Great  Britain  was  struggling,  gasping  for  exist- 
ence, the  same  thing  was  impossible :  that  has 
with  ease,  and  under  more  inauspicious  circum- 
stances, been  accomplished,  which  the  men  now 
in  power  pretend  they  have  attempted  in  vain. 
Still  strange  as  it  may  seem  to  them,  it  is  a  fact 
— it  is  history.     Well,  sir,  how  was  this  mira- 
cle brought  about  ?     By  a  process  very  plain 
and  simple.     The  Administration  was  sincerely 
desirous  of  peace ;   and  that  single  object  in 
their  eye,  they  exerted  their  abihties  to  obtain 
it  and  consequently  did  obtain  it.     The  instruc- 
tions of  the  Minister  breathed  a  desire  of  peace 
— of  reconciliation  upon  terms  compatible  with 
the  honor  of  both  nations.   The  Administration 
did  not  send  with  then-  Minister  a  non-impor- 
tation act,  a  proclamation,  or  a  permanent  em- 
bargo, by  way  of  exhibiting  their  love  of  peace. 
The  refinement  in  diplomacy  which  sends  with 
the  negotiator  a  new  cause  of  quarrel  for  the 
purpose  of  accelerating  the  adjustment  of  an  old 
one,  was  not  yet  invented.     No,   sir,  Mr.  Jay, 
(and  the  name  of  that  stern,  inflexible  patriot 
and  Republican,  I  always  repeat  withdehght 
and  veneration,,  because  he  is  a  patriot  and  a 
Republican) — 

[Here  Mr.  Upham  took  the  advantage  of  a 
pause  made  by  Mr.  G.  to  observe  that,  as  the 
gentleman  appeared  considerably  exhausted,  &c., 
he  wouldmove  an  adjournment,  which  was  taken 
by  ayes  and  noes  and  lost — ayes  47,  noes  66 — 
Mr.  G.  voting  in  the  affirmative.] 
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Mr.  G.  continued.— Mr.  Jay  had  no  disposi- 
tion to  bully  tlie  British  Government  into  jus- 
tice; he  had  no  objection  that  they  should 
have  all  the  merit  of  returning  voluntarily  to  a 
sense  of  justice,  provided  his  country  might 
have  the  benefit  of  substantial  reparation.  The 
stern  sage  of  the  Eevolution  became  the  cour- 
teous ambassador,  and,  appealing  "  to  the  jus- 
tice and  magnanimity  of  His  Britannic  Majesty," 
he  demanded  redress  and  he  obtained  it.  The 
British  Government  saw  that  ours  was  sincerely 
disposed  to  be  at  peace  with  them,  and,  pursu- 
ing the  natural  direction  of  their  interests,  there 
V7as  no  difficulty  in  making  peace.  Our  plun- 
dered merchants  were  compensated — ^paid,  sir, 
lona  fide.  "We  did  not  purchase  redress ;  we 
did  not  pay  for  the  surrender  of  the  Western 
posts,  which  were  our  right,  and  out  of  the  pur- 
chase money  indemnify  a  portion  of  our  own 
citizens.  No ;  the  payment  was  to  all ;  and  in 
right  old-fashioned  "British  gold,"  all  counted 
down  on  the  nail.  I  wish  that  I  could,  with 
equal  truth,  say  the  same  thing  of  more  modem 
treaties. 

And  now,  sir,  compensation  being  made  by 
Great  Britain  for  the  spoliations  on  our  com- 
merce, the  Western  posts  being  surrendered,  a 
commercial  treaty  being  established,  the  dark 
cloud  which  obscured  our  prospects  being  dis- 
persed, the  sun  of  our  prosperity  once  more 
burst  forth  in  all  its  radiance,  and  again  all  was 
well. 

I  care  not  what  were  the  objections  of  the 
day,  begotten  in  the  brain  of  faction,  and  cher- 
ished in  mobs :  under  the  treaty  we  were  pros- 
perous and  happy,  and  that  one  fact  is  enough 
for  me.  Bad  as  the  treaty  was  represented  to 
be,  and  the  worst  feature  of  it  most  probably 
was,  that  it  was  a  British  Treaty — ^bad  as  it  was, 
the  continuance  of  its  existence  has  been  pre- 
cisely coextensive  with  the  progress  of  our  pros- 
perity— it  made  our  people  rich  and  happy ;  and, 
bad  as  it  was,  they  would  have  cause  to  rejoice 
indeed  if  the  present  Administration  had  fur- 
nished them  with  just  such  another. 

France  saw  with  uneasiness  the  return  of  a 
good  understanding  between  America  and  Great 
Britain.  And  she,  in  her  turn,  let  loose  her 
plunders  upon  our  commerce.  Again  the  wis- 
dom of  our  Government  was  called  into  action, 
and  again  it  produced  the  most  happy  result. 
What  did  they  do  ?  An  embassy  was  despatch- 
ed to  France,  redress  was  demanded,  but  the 
Ministers  were  not  received,  nor  could  be,  till 
a  douceur — a  tribute — was  paid.  From  a  na- 
tion which  returned  such  an  answer,  redress 
could  not  be  expected ;  and  there  was  an  end 
of  negotiation.  Britain  and  France  had  acted 
toward  us  with  equal  injustice — the  disposition 
of  our  Government,  its  desire  of  peace,  was  the 
same  with  both.  Its  conduct  was  the  same  to 
both,  but  France  would  not  even  hear  our  de- 
mands. The  American  Government  were  at 
no  loss  how  to  act.  The  case  was  a  plain  one. 
One  nation  robs  another — that  other  demands 
reparation — prevarication  is  the  reply.    It  re- 


quires no  skill  to  see,  in  such  a  case,  that,  to 
coax  the  offender  into  reparation  is  impossible. 
Accordingly,  our  Government  did  not  hesi- 
tate as  to  the  course  it  should  pursue ;  they  did 
not  wait  to  be  spurred  on  by  any  Government 
to  an  assertion  of  their  rights ;  they  would  not 
leave  it  one  moment  doubtful  whether  they 
had  the  disposition  and  the  courage  to  assert 
them.  They  proceeded  immediately  to  annul 
the  French  Treaty,  to  pass  non-intercourse  laws; 
they  built  ships  of  war,  and  sent  them  upon  the 
ocean,  to  protect  our  commerce.  They  were 
not  so  obstinate  but  that  they  could  receive 
iustruotion,  even  from  the  author  of  the  "  JJ^otes 
on  Virginia,"  who,  in  that  work,  so  judiciously 
recommends  a  navy.  Onr  little  armament 
picked  up  the  French  cruisers,  great  and  small;  » 
the  coast,  the  sea,  was  soon  cleared  of  them. 
And  our  commerce  again  visited  every  clime  in 
safety. 

I  will  here  remark,  sir,  that,  during  all  this 
time,  the  staple  commodities  (particularly  of 
the  Northern  States)  suffered  no  diminution, 
but  an  increase  in  price.  Well,  sir,  France  very 
soon  discovered  that  she  had  nothing  to  gam, 
and  we  nothing  to  lose  by  such  a  state  of  things. 
Even  then,  when  she  had  some  naval  power,  she 
discovered  this.  She  was,  therefore,  very  soon 
disposed  to  change  it.  A  treaty  was  patched 
up,  in  the  end,  and  something  like  the  appear- 
ance of  redress  provided  for. 

Now,  sir,  for  the  result.  A  former  Adminis- 
tration were  able  to  settle  our  differences  with 
Great  Britain,  although  she  governed  aU  Europe, 
although  she  was  unjust,  haughty,  and  imperious. 
Now  the  same  thing  is  said  to  be  impossible ! 
A  former  Administration  were  able,  after  a  fair 
negotiation  had  failed,  to  bring  France,  "who 
had  then  some  maritime  power,  on  her  marrow- 
bones. And  now,  when  she  has  none,  again 
the  same  thing  is  impossible !  How  happens 
all  this?  Sir,  I  am  afraid  your  Administration 
have  committed  most  capital  mistakes.  They 
have  been  unwilling  to  learn  wisdom  from  the 
experience  and  success  of  their  predecessors.  I 
do  fear,  and  I  shall  be  obliged  to  prove,  that, 
on  the  one  hand,  they  have  been  actuated  by, 
certainly  they  have  never  (following  the  exam- 
ple of  a  former  Administration)  manifested  a 
sincere  disposition  to  accommodate  our  difficul- 
ties with  Great  Britain.  And,  on  the  other 
hand,  they  have  in  no  instance  shown  to  France 
that  bold  front  which,  in  more  unpromising 
times,  brought  the  terrible  Republic  to  her 
senses.  These  two  eiTors,  these  wilful,  wanton 
aberrations  from  established  policy,  are  the  true 
causes  of  all  our  misfortunes.  It  is  owing  to 
them  that  we  have,  if  we  believe  the  Adminis- 
tration sincere,  two  enemies  who  are  already  at 
war  with  each  other,  and  we,  the  only  instance 
of  the  kind  since  the  creation  of  the  world,  are 
to  step  out  a  third  and  distinct  belligerent,  a 
sort  of  Ishmaelite  belligerent ;  our  hand  against 
every  nation,  and  every  nation's  hand  against 
us.  We  are  in  a  situation  which  defies  hope, 
one  in  which  we  have  but  a  single  miserable 
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consolation,  that  though  it  promises  nothing 
hut  ruin,  yet  it  is  so  ridiculous,  so  ludicrous, 
that  we  can  hut  smile  at  it. 

These  remarks  are  extorted  from  me  a  little 
out  of  their  order.  I  return  to  the  period  of  the 
restoration  of  peace  between  the  United  States 
and  France. 

The  Administration  now  (1801)  passed  into 
the  hands  of  other  men.  They  received  a  coun- 
try, rich,  prosperous,  and  increasing  in  pros- 
perity. A  people  contented  and  happy  ;  or  dis- 
contented only  with  those  who  had  been  the 
authors  of  their  prosperity.  They  received  a 
Treasury  full  and  overflowing,  giving  a  vigor 
and  a  spring  to  public  credit  almost  unknown 
before,  and  to  the  reputation  of  the  country  a 
dignity  unsullied ;  they  found  us  in  peace  and 
friendship  with  all  nations,  our  commerce  whi- 
tening every  sea,  and  rewarding  agriculture  for 
aU  its  industry,  and  every  one  sitting  in  peace 
under  his  own  vine  and  flg  tree.  Our  country 
presented  to  the  animated  philanthropist  one 
uninterrupted  display  of  liberty,  of  gaiety,  and 
of  felicity.  Oh !  happy,  happy  peiiod  of  our 
history — never,  never,  I  fear  to  return.  And, 
if  ever  truth  dropped  from  the  lips  of  man,  it 
was  when  the  nation  was  declared  to  be  in 
"  the  full  tide  of  successful  experiment."  Never 
were  the  destinies  of  a  nation  in  more  wonder- 
ful prosperity  committed  to  men.  That  pros- 
perity had  been  acquired  at  a  price  no  less  un- 
paralleled, at  the  expense  of  the  destruction  and 
disgrace  of  those  whose  wisdom  and  energy  had 
produced  it. 

The  new  men,  sir,  were  not  required  to  bring 
order  out  of  confusion ;  that  had  been  done 
already. 

They  were  not  called  upon  to  lay  the  deep 
and  strong  foundations  of  national  prosperity 
and  happiness ;  that  had  been  done  already. 

They  were  not  enjoined  to  "multiply"  the 
talents  committed  to  their  stewardship;  that 
was  unnecessary — ^they  were  merely  command- 
ed to  preserve  them  undiminished. 

They  were  not  required  to  create  a  paradise 
— ^but  to  keep  uninjured  that  which  was  com- 
mitted to  their  guardianship. 

They  promised,  indeed ;  they  were  so  rash, 
in  the  fulness  of  their  exultation,  as  to  promise 
to  do  more ;  but  folly  alone  could  believe  them ; 
and  for  breaking  this  promise  I  forgive  them, 
for  to  do  more  was  impossible.  And  if  they 
had  but  preserved  unimpaired,  if  they  had  not 
totally  destroyed  the  inestimable  treasures  in- 
trusted to  them,  I  would  have  endeavored  to 
overcome  my  resentment,  my  indignation,  and 
my  despair. 

In  performance  of  their  lofty  promises,  m  dis- 
regard of  sacred  duties,  what  have  they  done  ? 
In  what  condition  do  they  leave  the  couiitry, 
which,  eight  years  since,  "  in  the  full  tide  of 
successful  experiment,"  fell  into  their  hands? 
They  present  to  us,  sir,  the  gloomy  reverse  of 
all  it  was.  The  people  discontented  and  dis- 
tressed—all becoming  daily  more  and  more  poor 
—except,  indeed,  that  class  of  rich  speculators. 


whose  wealth  and  whose  hearts  enabled  them 
to  prey  upon  the  wants  of  their  countrymen. 
The  despair  and  dismay  of  1786  are  returned  ! 
The  prosperity  of  twenty  years  is  annihilated  at 
one  stroke  I  The  sources  of  revenue  are  dried 
up.  The  Treasury,  indeed,  may  be  now  full — 
but  it  must  continually  diminish — and,  with- 
out its  usual  supply,  it  must  soon  be  empty. 
We  have  still  some  credit.  But  how  long,  sir, 
can  that  be  maintained,  when  it  is  known  that 
we  have  no  longer  the  means,  allowing  us  to 
possess  the  disposition,  to  fulfil  our  pecuniary 
engagement!?  When  you  cannot  collect  a  cent 
upon  imposts,  and  dare  not  lay  a  direct  tax, 
how  far  you  will  be  able  to  obtain  money  on 
loan,  is,  to  say  the  least  of  it,  very  questionable. 
But,  I  will  hasten  to  finish  the  contrast  I  was 
about  to  make.  Commerce,  sir,  has  perished, 
and  agriculture  lies  dead  at  her  side — for  these 
twin  sisters  must  flourish  or  die  together.  No 
nation  in  the  world  is  our  friend — our  paradise 
is  becoming  a  wilderness;  our  soil  is  stained 
with  the  blood  of  our  own  citizens ;  and  we 
look  around  us,  in  vain,  for  one  solitary  bene- 
fit to  compensate  us  for  aU  the  dreadful  efiects 
of  the  present  system. 

Perhaps,  sir,  I  may  be  answered :  "  Though 
all  you  have  said  be  true,  though  our  former 
prosperity  exists  no  longer,  it  is  ungenerous,  it 
is  unjust  to  impute  the  change  to  the  agency  of 
the  Administration.  What  has  happened  could 
not  be  prevented."  Though  such  a  rebuke 
were  reasonable,  I  will  still  insist  that  the  Ad- 
ministration, if  they  deserve  no  censure,  are 
certainly  entitled  to  no  praise,  and  can  ask  for 
no  confidence.  If  they  have  not  been  the  au- 
thors of  the  public  calamities,  they  have  not, 
like  their  predecessors,  discovered  the  ability  to 
prevent  them  from  coming  thick  upon  us.  If 
their  hearts  are  honest,  their  heads  have  not 
discovered  much  soundness.  No  set  of  men, 
however  ignorant,  however  stupid,  could  have 
placed  the  country  in  a  worse  or  a  more  de- 
plorable situation.  The  truth  is  plain  and  pal- 
pable. Judging  of  the  wisdom  of  the  Admin- 
istration by  the  result  of  its  measures,  I  cannot 
sing  praises  to  them  for  their  skiU  and  ingenui- 
ty in  diplomacy.  No,  sir ;  I  delight  in  that 
diplomacy  which  makes  the  poor  rich ;  which 
makes  industry  prosperous;  which  spreads  con- 
tentment through  the  land,  and  happiness  among 
the  people.  I  delight  in  the  diplomacy,  whose 
skUl  and  wisdom  can  be  read  in  the  counte- 
nance of  my  countrymen,  and  makes  the  face  of 
my  country  the  evidence  of  its  prosperity.  I 
like  not,  I  abhor  that  diplomatic  skUl  which  can 
be  found  only  in  a  book !  which  has  produced 
nothing  but  calamity,  and  whose  praise  is  writ- 
ten in  the  blood  of  my  countrymen. 

But,  sir,  how  happens  it  that  we  still  remain 
under-  the  distresses  occasioned  by  the  belliger- 
ents ?  Is  there,  indeed,  a  physical  impossibili- 
ty of  removing  them?  From  Great  Britain, 
and  that,  too,  when  she  had  the  whole  conti- 
nent on  her  side,  we  could  once  obtain  justice, 
not  only  for  the  past,  but  security  for  the  future. 
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From  France,  too,  we  could  once  obtain  justice, 
but  now  we  can  gain  justice  from  neither. 
What  change,  sir,  has  occurred  in  the  state  of 
things  to  produce  this  strange  impossibility? 
Our  commerce  is  more  an  object  to  Great  Brit- 
ain now,  than  it  was  formerly — and  France  can 
oppose  to  us  no  resistance  on  the  ocean.  And 
yet  no  remedy  can  be  found  for  our  calamities ! 
Sir,  I  will  not  be  the  dupe  of  this  miserable 
artifice.  What  has  been  done  ence  can  be  done 
again  by  employing  the  same  means. 

The  Administration  have  committed  greater 
errors.  They  have  conducted  all  their  affairs 
in  such  a  style  as  to  leave  Great  Britain  no 
room  to  doubt  that,  when  they  asked  for  peace, 
they  wanted  it  not.  To  this  cause  may  be 
traced  all  our  difficulties,  so  far  as  they  proceed 
from  that  power.  As  it  regards  France,  I  fear 
that  they  have  not  acted  the  proper,  the  manly 
part.  In  short,  sir,  they  have  not  pursued  to- 
ward England  the  policy  which  saved  ns  in 
1795,  nor  toward  France  the  policy  which  was 
successfully  opposed  to  French  rapacity  and 
French  obstinacy  in  '93. 

I  think  an  error  was  committed,  when,  affect- 
ing to  desire  an  amicable  arrangement  with 
Great  Britain,  instead  of  treating  with  her  as  a 
nation  not  to  be  intimidated,  much  less  bullied, 
the  non-importation  act  was  passed.  For,  sir, 
if  she  was  bo  proud,  so  haughty,  so  imperious, 
as  some  gentlemen  delight  to  describe  her,  then 
to  bring  her  to  justice  by  assuming  an  attitude 
of  menace,  was  evidently  impossible.  When, 
therefore,  you  passed  the  non-importation  act, 
under  a  pretence  that  it  would  be  a  successful 
auxiliary  to  friendly  negotiation,  what  could 
you  expect  but  to  alarm  the  pride,  and  the 
haughtiness,  and  imperiousness  of  that  nation  ? 
And,  doing  that,  how  could  you  expect  an 
amicable  result?  No,  sir,  it  was  not,  and  it 
could  not  be  expected.  You  obtained  a  treaty 
indeed — ^bnt  it  was  from  a  Fox  Ministry.  Yet 
such  as  it  was,  it  was  not  so  good  as  a  Jay's 
Treaty,  and  the  Executive  rejected  it  without 
so  much  as  laying  it  before  the  Senate. 

In  support  of  the  embargo  system,  gentle- 
men say,  if  we  suffer  our  commerce  to  go  on 
the  ocean,  or  wherever  it  goes,  it  will  be  crip- 
pled either  by  France  or  Great  Britain.  Al- 
though this  is  not  true  in  the  extent  laid  down, 
yet  it  will  hold  tolerably  true  as  respects  the 
European  seas.  From  what  gentlemen  are 
pleased  to  represent  as  the  impossibility  of  sail- 
ing the  ocean  with  safety,  result  (say  they)  the 
propriety  and  necessity  of  the  embargo  system. 
And  they  say,  it  is  not  the  embargo,  but  the  de- 
crees and  orders  which  are  the  true  cause  of  all 
we  suffer ;  that  the  embargo,  so  far  from  being 
the  cause  of,  was  advised  as  a  remedy  for  the 
evils  we  endure.  Well,  sir,  for  the  sake  of 
the  argument,  be  it  as  they  say.  Has  the  em- 
bargo answered?  Is  there  any  probability, 
the  slightest  indication,  that  it  will  answer? 
Has  it  operated,  to  any  perceptible  extent,  ex- 
cept upon  ourselves,  during  the  twelvemonth  it 
has  been  in  existence  ?    If,  then,  neither  the 


remembrance  of  the  past,  nor  the  prospect  of 
the  future,  gives  the  least  encouragement  to 
hope,  why  will  gentlemen  persist  in  the  system  ? 
And  that  too,  sir,  at  an  expense  to  their  own 
country  so  enormous  in  amount  ?  Will  they  go 
on  obstinately  amid  all  the  discontents,  or 
clamors  (as  gentlemen  in  very  anti-republican 
language  call  the  voice  of  the  people)  in  the 
Eastern  and  Northern  States  ?  And  that  from 
mere  obstinacy — an  obstinacy  not  encouraged  by 
the  least  glimmering  of  hope  ?  If  I  coiSd  be 
pointed  to  a  single  fact,  produced  by  the  opera- 
tion of  the  embargo,  which  would  prove  that  it 
had  any  other  effect  on  the  disposition  of  Great 
Britain  than  to  irritate — or  any  other  on  France 
than  to  please,  than  to  encourage  her  to  a  per- 
severance in  that  system  of  injustice  which  we 
pretend  to  oppose,  but  to  the  poUcy  of  which  we 
give  all  our  support  with  an  infatuated  wilful- 
ness, and  which,  therefore,  increases  the  hostili- 
ty Great  Britain  has  felt  from  the  measure — ^if 
they  could  show  me,  sir,  that  the  embargo  wiU 
bring  either  to  terms,  I  would  abandon  the  op- 
position at  once,  and  come  heart  and  hand  into 
the  support  of  your  measures.  The  other  day, 
the  gentleman  from  South  Carolina  (Mr.  Wil- 
liams) almost  persuaded  me  that  it  ought  to 
operate  upon  Great  Britain ;  but  I  looked  and  I 
found  it  did  not,  and  I  was  convinced  it  would  not. 
But,  have  gentlemen  reflected  that,  if  all  the 
evils  were  £awn  from  Pandora's  box,  to  vex 
Great  Britain,  you  could  have  hit  on  none  so 
weU  calculated  to  call  out  all  her  resistance,  and 
aU  her  obstinacy,  as  this  same  expedient,  the 
embargo !  If  she  yields  to  ns,  under  the  pres- 
sure of  such  a  system,  she  discloses  to  us  the 
secret  of  her  independence !  Sir,  the  embargo 
is  war ;  it  was  intended  as  such  against  Great 
Britain.  And  she  understands  its  meaning  and 
its  character  too  well  for  ns  to  disguise  it,  under 
a  pretence  of  its  being  a  mere  precautionary 
municipal  measure.  Its  efficacy  as  a  coercive 
measure  has  been  too  often  and  too  loudly 
boasted  of  in  this  House,  to  make  its  real  object 
a  secret  to  her.  Nay,  in  so  far  as  the  great 
and  prominent  feature  of  war  is  coercion ;  in 
so  far  as  war  is  always  intended  to  make  the 
adversary  yield  that  which  he  will  not  yield 
voluntarily ;  in  so  far,  are  the  embargo  and  the 
non-importation  act  wae.  Each  was  intended 
to  coerce  Great  Britain  to  yield  to  us  points 
which  it  had  been  ascertained  she  would  not 
yield  voluntarily.  It  was  a  system  of  coercion, 
a  new-fangled  sort  of  philosophical  experiment- 
al war ;  novel,  to  be  sure,  in  its  character,  but, 
to  all  substantial  purposes,  war.  Instead  of 
bloodshed,  there  was  to  be  ink  shed — ^instead 
of  bayonets,  pens — ^instead  of  the  bloody  arena, 
huge  sheets  of  paper !  Whenever  Great  Britain 
shall  yield  to  the  coercion  of  the  non-importa- 
tion, embargo,  or  non-intercourse  system,  she 
virtually  tells  the  people  of  the  United  States, 
"  we  are  in  your  power  whenever  you  choose 
to  make  a  claim  upon  us,  whether  just  or  unjust ; 
threaten  us  with  an  embargo  and  a  non-inter- 
course, and  you  bring  ns  to  your  feet."    Does 
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any  gentlemen  believe,  even  allowing  the  pres- 
sure of  the  embai-go  to  be  great  npon  her,  that 
she  can  yield,  that  she  can  afford  to  yield? 
That  she  can  admit  that  we  have  her  always 
perfectly  in  our  power?  Sooner  would  she 
give  np_  in.  battle — sooner  would  she  see 
her  soldiers  retreating  before  our  bayonets; 
sooner  would  she  see  her  armies  perish  under 
our  valor,  than  acMowledge  herself  the  slave 
of  this  magic  wand.  Her  children  might  grow 
to  be  men,  and  she  might  try  the  fortune  of 
another  day ;  the  hair  of  Samson  might  grow 
on  again,  and  his  strength  be  renewed ;  but  in 
yielding  to  the  chance  of  the  embargo,  she  places 
her  existence  in  our  hands,  and  becomes  de- 
pendent upon  our  wiU  for  the  existence  of 
her  sovereignty.  Sir,  the  King  of  England  can- 
not, he  dare  not,  yield  to  our  embargo. 

But,  sir,  he  has  not  told  us  that  he  considers 
our  embargo  hostile  to  him ;  nor  has  our  Gov- 
ernment ever  told  him  that  it  was ;  such  a  dec- 
laration has  never  been  put  to  paper.  No,  sir ; 
when  you  look  into  the  correspondence,  it 
would  geem  that  the  embargo  was  never  intend- 
ed as  a  coercive  measure,  nor  even  xmderstood 
so  by  Great  Britain.  Every  thing  on  both  sides 
is  conceived  in  a  sincere  spirit  of  "  friendship." 
Our  non-importation  act,  our  proclamation,  our 
embargo,  are  all  acts  of  friendship  and  kind- 
ness toward  Great  Britain,  for  aught  we  find 
there.  And  Great  Britain  issues  her  Orders  in 
Council  in  a  reciprocating  spirit  of  amity  toward 
us.  She  is  not  offended  with  our  non-importa- 
tion act,  nor  our  embargo.  Not  at  all.  Her 
orders  are  not  intended  to  harm  us.  She  means 
nothing  in  the  world,  but  simply  to  retaliate 
upon  France — and  she  is  sorry  that  almost  the 
whole  force  of  the  blow  falls  upon  us,  but  it  is 
*  unavoidable.  She,  by  the  laws  of  nations,  has 
as  perfect  a  right  to  retaliate  upon  France  as 
we  have  to  make  our  innocent  municipal  regu- 
lations— and  she  is  full  as  sorry  that  her  retalia- 
tion system  should  wound  us,  as  we  are  that 
our  municipal  regulations  should  incommode 
her.  Sir,  this  diplomatic  hypocrisy  (begun, 
I  acknowledge,  by  us)  is  intolerable.  Sir,  there 
is  not  one  word  of  truth  in  the  whole  of  it, 
from  beginning  to  end.  The  plain  state  of  the 
case  is  this :  Anterior  to  the  non-importation 
act,  the  British  Treaty  had  expired — there  were 
points  of  dispute,  particularly  concerning  the 
impressment  of  seamen,  which  could  not  be 
adjusted  to  the  satisfaction  of  our  Government. 
In  this  state  of  things,  either  we  ought  to  have 
gone  to  war,  or  we  ought  not.  If  we  had  in- 
tended to  do  so,  stronger  measures  should  have 
been  resorted  to  than  a  non-importation  act. 
If  we  had  not  intended  to  do  so,  the  act  should 
never  have  been  passed.  Those  who  passed 
it  could  have  but  one  of  two  objects  in  view  ; 
either  to  coerce  Great  Britain  to  the  terms  we 
demanded — or,  by  vexing  and  irritating  her, 
to  raise  up  in  due  time  an  unnecessary  fictitious 
quarrel,  which  (as  this  country  is  knpwn  to  be 
extremely  sensitive  of  British  aggression)  might 
ultimately  end  in  a  real  old-fashioned  war.    No 


men  could  have  been  so  weak  as  to  calculate 
upon  the"  first  result.  As  to  the  other,  the 
wisdom  of  the  calculation  is  pretty  strongly 
proved  by  the  situation  in  which  we  now  find 
ourselves.  Sir,  this  is  the  whole  mystery — and 
it  must  be  explored — ^it  must  be  exposed.  We 
must  understand  the  real  character  of  our  con- 
troversy with  Great  Britain — the  real  character, 
intent,  and  aim,  of  the  different  measures 
adopted  by  us  and  by  her,  before  we  can  hope 
to  heal  the  wounds  our  peace  has  received,  or 
to  restore  thaprosperity  we  have  been  unne- 
cessarily made  to  abandon.  I  know,  sir,  how 
difficult  it  is  to  overcome  matured  opinions  or 
inveterate  prejudices  ;  and  I  know,  too,  that,  at 
this  time,  the  individual  who  shall  venture  to 
lay  open  "  the  bare  and  rotten  policy  "  of  the 
time,  makes  himself  the  butt  of  party  rancor, 
and  strips  himself  to  the  unsparing  "lacerations 
of  the  press."  But  these  are  considerations 
too  feeble  to  deter  me  from  my  duty. 

[Mr.  G.  appearing  much  exhausted,  and  Mr. 
QuiKCT  having  intimated  to  the  House  that 
Mr.  G.  suffered  under  a  pain  in  the  side,  moved 
for  an  adjournment.  The  Speaker  inquired 
whether  Mr.  G.  yielded  the  floor  ?  Mr.  G.  re- 
plied, he  had  himself  little  inclination  to  con- 
tinue his  remarks,  but  the  House  appeared  so 
eager  to  hear  him,  (a  laugh,)  he  hardly  knew 
what  answer  to  make.  However,  he  said,  he 
would  give  the  floor.  The  House  then  adjom-ned.] 

The  object,  sir,  of  our  present  deliberations  is, 
or  ought  to  be,  to  relieve  our  country  from  the 
distresses  under  which  it  groans ;  to  do  this, 
we  should  be  prepared  to  legislate  with  a  single 
eye  to  the  wejtfare  and  happiness  of  the  nation. 
It  is  of  the  first  necessity  that  we  should  delib- 
erate with  calmness,  if  we  mean  to  apply  an 
effectual  remedy  to  the  diseases  of  the  State. 
In  the  remarks  which  I  had  the  honor  to  make 
yesterday,  I  was  constrained  to  draw  a  contrast 
between  the  measures  and  prosperity  of  former 
times  and  those  of  the  present  times.  Under 
circumstances  of  the  same  character,  we  were 
formerly  able  to  overcome  our  misfortunes. 
Now  we  are  not.  And  I  did  this  for  the  pur- 
pose of  impressing  upon  the  House  an  opinion, 
that  if  the  Administration  had  practised  upon 
the  principles  of  their  predecessors,  all  had  been 
well ;  or,  that  if  retracing  their  steps,  or  relin- 
quishing the  path  of  error  and  misfortune,  they 
would  stai  be  die  learners  of  wisdom  and  expe- 
rience, it  would  not  even  now  be  too  late  to  re- 
trieve the  affairs  of  the  country.^  If  I  know  my 
own  heart,  I  did  not  make  the  comparison  from 
any  invidious  purposes ;  but  merely  to  turn  the 
minds  of  gentlemen  back  to  former  times;  that 
they  might  reflect  upon  the  perils  arid  calamities 
of  those  times,  and  the  means  by  which  an  end 
was  put  to  them  ;  but  in  doing  this,  I  could  not 
avoid  paying  the  tribute  of  deserved  praise  and 
of  sincere  gratitude  to  the  men  under  whose 
agency  we  prospered  abundantly.  In  contrast- 
ing the  conduct  of  the  present  with  that  of  the 
former  Administration,  I  meant  to  subserve  no 
purposes  of  party.    Nay,  sir,  I  could  have  much 
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desired  to  have  been  spared  the  necessity  of 
presenting  that  contrast  before  the  nation.  I 
could  have  wished  to  have  avoided  tliese  refer- 
ences, lest  I  might  excite  party  feeling  in  others ; 
lest  I  might  appear  to  be  governed  by  them 
myself.  But  truth  could  not  be  attained  by 
any  other  course,  and  I  have  been  compelled  to 
take  it. 

The  first  resolution,  contained  in  the  follow- 
ing words,  was  divided,  so  as  to  take  the  ques- 
tion first  on  the  part  in  italic : 

"  Resolved,  That  the  United  States  cannot,  without  a 
aaenfice  oj' their  rights,  honor,  and  independence,  submit 
to  the  late  edicts  of  Great  Britain — and  France." 

The  question  was  then  taken  on  the  first 
clause  of  this  resolution,  and  carried — yeas  136, 
nays  2. 

The  question  being  about  to  be  put  on  the 
remaining  part  of  the  resolution,  viz:  on  the 
words  "  and  France  " — 

The  question  then  recurred  on  the  second 
member  of  the  first  resolution ;  and  the  same 
being  taken,  it  was  resolved  in  the  aflBrmative 
— yeas  113,  nays  2. 

The  main  question  was  then  taken  that  the 
House  do  agree  to  the  said  first  resolution  as  re- 
ported to  the  Committee  of  the  Whole,  in  the 
words  following,  to  wit : 

"  Resolved,  That  the  United  States  cannot,  without 
a  sacrifice  of  their  rights,  honor,  and  independence, 
snbmit  to  the  edicts  of  Great  Britain  and  France : " 

And  resolved  in  the  affirmative — ^yeas  118, 
nays,  2.  ' 


Satitedat,  December  17. 
A  division  of  the  question  on  the  resolution 
depending  before  the  House  was  then  called  for 
by  Mr.  David  E.  Williams  :  Whereupon,  so 
much  of  the  said  resolution  was  read,  as  is 
contained  in  the  words  following,  to  wit : 

"  Resolved,  That  it  is  expedient  to  prohibit,  by  law, 
the  admission  into  the  ports  of  the  United  States  of 
all  public  or  private  armed  or  unarmed  ships  or  ves- 
sels belonging  to  Great  Britain  or  France,  or  to  any 
other  of  the  belligerent  powers  having  in  force  orders 
or  decrees  violating  the  lawful  commerce  and  neutral 
rights  of  the  United  States. 

The  question  then  recurring  on  the  first  mem- 
ber of  the  original  resolution,  as  proposed  to  be 
divided  on  a  motion  of  Mf .  D.  B.  Willlams, 
and  hereinbefore  recited,  a  mvision  of  the  ques- 
tion on  the  first  said  member  of  the  resolution 
was  called  for  by  Mr.  Gaedeniee,  from  the  com- 
mencement of  the  same  to  the  words  "  Great 
Britain,"  as  contained  in  the  words  following, 
to  wit : 

"Resolved,  That  it  is  expedient  to  prohibit,  by  law, 
the  admission  into  the  ports  of  the  United  States  of 
all  publio  or  private  armed  or  unarmed  ships  or  ves- 
sels belonging  to  Great  Britain." 

The  question  being  taken  that  the  House  do 
agree  to  the  same,  it  was  resolved  in  the  affirma- 
tive— yeas  92,  nays  29. 

A  farther  division  of  the  question  was  moved 


by  Mr.  Elliot,  on  the  said  first  member  of  the 
resolution,  on  the  words  "or  France,"  imme- 
diately following  the  words  "  Great  Britain," 
hereinbefore  recited :  And  the  question  being 
put  thereupon,  it  was  resolved  in  the  affirma- 
tive— yeas  97,  nays  24. 

And  on  the  question  that  the  House  do  agree 
to  the  second  member  of  the  said  second  reso- 
lution, contained  in  the  words  following,  to 
wit: 

"  Or  to  any  other  of  the  belligerent  powers  having 
in  force  orders  or  decrees  violating  the  lawful  com- 
merce and  neutral  rights  of  the  United  States :" 

It  was  resolved  in  the  affirmative — yeas  96, 
nays  26. 

The  question  then  being  on  the  residue  of 
the  said  resolution  contained  in  the  following 
words : 

"  And,  also,  the  importation  of  any  goods,  wares, 
or  merchandise,  the  growth,  produce,  or  manufac- 
ture, of  the  dominions  of  any  of  the  said  powers,  or 
imported  from  any  place  in  the  possession  of  either :" 

The  question  was  taken,  and  resolved  in  the 
affirmative — yeas  82,  nays  36. 

The  main  question  was  then  taken  that  the 
House  do  agree  to  the  said  second  resolution,  as 
reported  from  the  Committee  of  the  whole 
House,  and  resolved  in  the  affirmative — yeas  84, 
nays  30,  as  follows : 

Yeas. — Lemuel  J.  Alston,  Willis  Alston,  jun.,  Eze- 
kiel  Bacon,  David  Bard,  Joseph  Barker,  Bnrwell 
Bassett,  William  W.  Bibb,  William  Blackledge,  John 
Blake,  jun.,  Thomas  Blount,  Adam  Boyd,  John 
Boyle,  Robert  Brown,  William  A.  BurweU,  William 
Butler,  Joseph  Calhoun,  George  W.  Campbell,  Mat- 
thew Clay,  Joseph  Clopton,  Richard  Cutts,  John 
Dawson,  Joseph  Desha,  Daniel  M.  Durell,  John  W. 
Eppes,  William  Findlay,  Jas.  Fisk,  Meshack  Frank- 
lin, Francis  Gardner,  Thomas  Gholson,  jnn.,  Peter- 
son Goodwyn,  Edwin  Gray,  Isaiah  L.  Green,  John 
Heister,  WUliam  Helms,  James  Holland,  David 
Holmes,  Benjamin  Howard,  Reuben  Humphreys, 
Daniel  Hsley,  John  G.  Jackson,  Richard  M.  Johnson, 
Walter  Jones,  Thomas  Kenan,  WiUiam  Kirkpatriek, 
John  Lambert,  John  Love,  Nathaniel  Macon,  Robert 
Marion,  William  McCreeiy,  John  Montgomery, 
Nicholas  R.  Moore,  Thos.  Moore,  Jeremiah  Morrow, 
John  Morrow,  Roger  Nelson,  Thos.  Newbold,  Thomas 
Newton,  Wilson  C.  Nicholas,  John  Porter,  John 
Rea  of  Pennsylvania,  John  Rhea  of  Tennessee,  Jacob 
Richards,  Matthias  Richards,  Benjamin  Say,  Ebene- 
zer  Seaver,  Samuel  Shaw,  Dennis  Smelt,  John  Smilie, 
Jedediah  K.  Smith,  John  Smith,  Henry  Southard, 
Richard  Stanford,  Clement  Storer,  John  Taylor, 
George  M.  Troup,  James  I.  Van  Allen,  Archibald 
Van  Home,  Daniel  C.  Verplanck,  Jesse  Wharton, 
Robert  Whitehill,  Isaac  Wllbour,  David  R.  WUliams 
Alexander  Wilson,  and  Richard  Wynn.  ' 

Nays. — Evan  Alexander,  John  Campbell,  Epaph- 
roditus  Champion,  Martin  Chittenden,  John  Culpep- 
er,  Samuel  W.  Dana,  John  Davenport,  jun.,  Jas. 
Elliot,  William  Ely,  Barent  Gardenier,  John  Harris, 
Richard  Jackson,  Robert  Jenkins,  James  Kelly| 
Philip  B.  Key,  Joseph  Lewis,  jun.,  Matthew  Lyon, 
Josiah  Masters,  William  Milnor,  Jonathan  0.  Mosely 
Timothy  Pitkin,  jun.,  Josiah  Quiucy,  John  Russell^ 
James  Sloan,  L.  B.  Sturges,  Samuel  Taggart,  Ben- 
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jamin  Tallmadge,  Jabez  Upham,  Philip  Van  Cort- 
landt,  and  Killian  K.  Van  Eenssela«r. 

And  on  the  question  that  the  House  do  con- 
cur -with  the  Committee  of  the  "Whole  in  their 
agreement  to  the  third  resolution,  in  the  words 
following,  to  wit : 

Resolved,  That  measnres  ought  to  be  immediately 
taken  for  placing  the  country  in  a  more  complete 
state  of  defence : 

It  was  vmanimously  resolved  in  the  affirma- 
tive. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  Geokge  "W.  Campbell, 
Ordered,  That  the  second  resolution  he  re- 
ferred to  the  committee  appointed  on  so  much 
of  the  Message  from  the  President  of  the  United 
States,  at  the  commencement  of  the  present 
session,  as  respects  our  relations  with  foreign 
powers,  with  leave  to  report  thereon  by  way  of 
bill  or  bills. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  Geoege  W.  Campbell, 
Ordered,  That  the  third  resolution  be  referred 
to  the  committee  appointed,  on  the  8th  ultimo, 
on  so  much  of  the  said  Message  from  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  United  States  as  relates  to  the  Mili- 
tary and  Naval  Establishments,  with  leave  to 
report  thereon  by  bill,  or  bills. 


Monday,  December  19. 
Miranda's  Expedition. 

Mr.  Love  called  for  the  order  of  the  day  on 
the  report  of  the  committee  on  the  subject  of 
the  thirty-six  persons  confined  in  Carthagena, 
South  America.  The  following  is  the  resolu- 
tion reported  by  the  committee : 

Resolved,  That  the  President  of  the  United  States 
be  requested  to  adopt  the  most  immediate  and  ejjicacious 
means  in  his  power  to  obtain  from  the  Viceroy  of  Gre- 
nada, in  South  America,  or  other  proper  authority, 
the  liberation  of  thirty-six  American  citizens,  con- 
demned on  a  charge  of  piracy,  and  now  held  in  sla- 
very in  the  vaults  of  St.   Clara,  in  Carthagena,  and 

that  the  sum  of dollars  be  appropriated  to  that 

purpose. 

Mr.  D.  E.  Williams  moved  to  postpone  the 
consideration  of  the  subject  indefinitely.  Nega- 
tived—50  to  36. 

The  House  then  went  into  a  Committee  of 
the  Whole  on  the  subject — 39  to  33. 

Mr.  LovB  moved  to  amend  the  resolution  by 
striking  out  the  words  in  italics,  and  inserting 
"  authorized  to  request." — Carried,  ayes  64. 

Those  gentlemen  who  supported  this  resolu- 
tion in  the  debate  were  Messrs.  Love,  Lton, 
Bacon,  Nelson,  Sloan,  and  Wilboue.  Those 
who  opposed  it  were  Messrs.  D.  E.  Willlams, 
Tatloe,  Smilie,  Macon,  and  Southaed. 

The  gentlemen  who  opposed  the  resolution, 
among  other  objections,  contended  that  an 
agreement  to  the  resolution  would  but  involve 
the  Government  in  difficulty  without  answering 
any  good  purpose;  that  it  would  in  fact  be 
aiding  the  attempt  of  a  certain  party  to  prove 
that  the  General  Government  had  some  con- 
nection with  this  expedition  originally,  wMch  it 


certainly  had  not ;  that  the  facts  set  forth  in  the 
petition  were  wholly  unsupported  by  evidence ; 
that  these  persons  had  engaged  themselves  in  a 
foreign  service ;  that  they  had  beox)me  weary 
of  the  privileges  of  freemen,  and  had  entered 
into  a  hostile  expedition  against  a  foreign  coun- 
try, and,  in  so  doing,  had  been  taken,  condemn- 
ed for  piracy,  and  immured  as  a  punishment  for 
that  ofience;  that  the  British  Government, 
having  been  at  the  bottom  of  this  business,  was 
the  proper  power  to  release  these  persons,  and 
indeed  had  ^plied  to  the  Spanish  commander 
for  the  purpose;  that  even  were  the  United 
States  bound  bythe  laws  of  justice  or  humanity 
to  intercede  for  these  persons,  they  knew  not  to 
whom  to  make  application,  and  would  probably 
meet  with  a  refusal,  perhaps  a  rude  one,  if  any 
judgment  could  be  formed  from  the  present 
situation  of  our  affairs  with  Spain;  that  if 
gentlemen  wished  for  objects  on  which  to  ex- 
ercise their  humanity,  they  might  find  them  in 
the  lacerated  backs  of  our  impressed  seamen, 
without  extending  it  to  criminals.  In  reply  to 
an  observation  of  Mr.  Lyon,  that  if  we  did  not 
get  these  men  Great  Britain  would  do  so,  and 
employ  them  to  extend  her  naval  force,  Mr. 
Macon  replied,  if  she  did.  She  was  welcome  to 
keep  them ;  but  she  was  in  the  habit  of  supply- 
ing her  navy  with  seamen  from  our  vessels, 
without  the  trouble  which  the  acquisition  of 
these  men  might  occasion  her. 

In  reply  to  these  objections,  and  in  support 
of  the  resolution,  the  humanity  of  the  House 
was  strongly  appealed  to.  It  was  urged  that  the 
Government  could  in  nowise  be  involved  by 
an  appeal  to  the  generosity  of  the  provincial 
government ;  that  these  men  had  not  wilfully 
committed  piracy,  but  had  been  deluded  under 
various  pretences  to  join  the  expedition ;  that 
they  had  joined  it  under  a  belief  that  they  were 
entering  into  the  service  of  the  United  States ; 
that,  even  admitting  them  to  have  been  indis- 
creetly led  to  join  the  enterprise,  knowing  it  to  be 
destined  for  a  foreign  service,  yet,  that  they  had 
been  sufficiently  punished  by  the  penalty  they 
had  already  nnd  ergone ;  that  it  was  wholly  imma- 
terial what  inference  any  persons  might  draw 
from  the  conduct  of  the  United  States  in  this 
respect,  as  to  their  concern  with  the  original 
expedition ;  that  such  considerations  _  should 
have  no  weight  with  the  House ;  that  if  these 
poor  fellows  were  "guilty,  they  had  repented  of 
it ;  and  Mr.  Nelson  quoted  on  this  point  the 
Scriptures,  to  show  that  there  should  be  more 
joy  Qver  one  sinner  that  repenteth,  than  over 
ninety  and  nine  who  have  no  need  of  repent- 
ance. In  reply  to  an  intimation  that  it  was 
not  even  ascertained  that  they  were  American 
citizens,  Mr.  Bacon  observed  that  one  of  them 
had  been  born  in  the  same  town  in  which  he 
was,  and  was  of  a  reputable  family. 

The  resolution  was  negatived  by  the  commit- 
tee-^9  to  31. 

The  committee  rose  and  reported  the  resolu- 
tion, which  report  the  House  agreed  now  to 
consider — ayes  57. 
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The  question  of  concurrence  with  the  com- 
mittee in  their  disagreement  to  the  resolution, 
was  decided  by  yeas  and  nays,  50  to  34 

On  motion,  the  House  adjourned. 


Ttibsdat,  December  20. 
A  new  member,  to  wit,  Joseph  Stobt,  re- 
turned to  serve  in  this  House,  as  a  member  for 
the  State  of  Massachusetts,  in  the  room  of  Jacob 
Orowninshield,  deceased,  appeared,  produced 
his  credentials,  was  qualified,  and  took  his  seat 
in  the  House. 


"Wedubsdat,  December  21. 
Captain  Piheh  Expedition. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  J.  Montgomebt,  the  House 
resolved  itself  into  a  Committee  of  the  Whole, 
on  the  bill  making  compensation  to  Z.  M.  Pike 
and  his  companions. 

[The  first  section  of  this  bill  grants  to  Captain 
Pike  and  his  companions  a  certain  quantity  of 
land.  The  second  section  allows  them  double 
pay  during  the  time  they  were  engaged  in  ex- 
ploring the  western  country.] 

Mr.  Staneoed  moved  to  strike  out  the  first 
section  of  the  bill;  which  was  negatived — 53 
to  88. 

The  second  section  was  stricken  out — 42  to 
35. 

A  considerable  debate  took  place  on  this  bill, 
in  which  Messrs.  Montgomeet,  Lyon  and  Al- 
KXANDEB  supported  the  bill,  and  Messrs.  Ma- 
con, DuBELL,  Stafford  and  Tallmadse  op- 
posed it. 

The  bill  being  gone  through,  was  reported  to 
the  House. 


Satijedat,  December  31. 
Division  of  the  Indiana  Territory. 

Mr.  Thomas,  from  the  committee  appointed 
on  the  thirteenth  instant,  to  inquire  into  the  ex- 
pediency of  dividing  the  Indiana  Territory, 
made  a  report  thereon  ;  which  was  read,  and 
committed  to  a  Committee  of  the  Whole  on 
Monday  next.     The  report  is  as  follows: 

That,  by  the  fifth  article  of  the  ordinance  of  Con- 
gress for  the  government  of  the  Territory  of  the  Unit- 
ed States  Northwest  of  the  river  Ohio,  it  is  stipulated 
that  there  shall  be  formed  In  (he  said  Territory  no 
less  than  three,  nor  more  than  five  States  ;  and  the 
boundaries  of  the  Slates,  as  soon  as  Virginia  shall  al- 
ter her  act  of  cession,  and  consent  to  the  same,  shall 
become  fixed  and  established,  as  follows  : 
_  The  Western  State  shall  be  bounded  by  the  Mis- 
sissippi, the  Ohio,  and  Wabash  rivers ;  a  direct  line 
drawn  from  the  Wabash  and  Post  Vinceimes,  due 
north,  to  the  Territorial  line  between  the  United 
States  and  Canada,  and  by  the  said  Territorial  line 
to  the  Lake  of  the  Woods  and  Mississippi. 

The  middle  State  shall  be  bounded  by  the  said 
direct  line,  the  Wabash,  from  Post  Vincennes.  to  the 
Ohio ;  by  the  Ohio,  by  a  direct  line  drawn  due  north 
from  the  mouth  of  the  Great  Miami,  to  the  said  Ter- 
ritorial line,  and  by  the  said  Territorial  line. 


The  Eastern  State  shall  be  bounded  by  the  last- 
mentioned  direct  line,  the  Ohio,  Pennsylvania,  and 
the  said  Territorial  line :  Provided,  however,  and  it  is 
further  understood  and  declared,  that  the  boundaries 
of  these  three  States  shall  be  subject  so  far  to  be  al- 
tered, that  if  Congress  shall  hereafter  find  it  expedi- 
ent, they  shall  have  authorify  to  form  one  or  two 
States  in  that  part  of  the  said  Territory  which  lifts 
north  of  an  east  and  west  line  drawn  through  the 
southerly  bend  or  extreme  of  Lake  Michigan.  And 
whenever  any  of  the  said  States  shall  have  sixty 
thousand  free  inhabitants  therein,  such  State  shall  be 
admitted  by  its  delegates  into  the  Congress  of  the 
United  States  on  an  equal  footing  with  the  original 
States,  in  all  respects  whatever,  and  shall  be  at  liberty 
to  form  a  permanent  constitution  and  State  Govern- 
ment :  Provided,  the  constitution  and  government  so 
to  be  formed  shall  be  republican,  and  in  conformity 
to  the  principles  contained  in  these  articles ;  and,  so 
far  as  it  can  he  consistent  with  the  general  interest 
of  the  Confederacy,  such  admission  shall  be  allowed 
at  an  earlier  period,  and  when  there  shall  be  a  less 
number  of  free  inhabitants  in  the  State  than  sixty 
thousand. 

By  the  aforesaid  article,  it  appears  to  your  com- 
mittee that  the  line  fixed  as  the  boundary  of  the  States 
to  be  formed  in  the  Indiana  Territory  is  unalterable, 
unless  by  common  consent ;  that  the  line  of  demar- 
cation, which  the  Wabash  afifbrds  between  the  east- 
ern and  western  portion  of  said  Territory,  added  to 
the  wide  extent  of  wilderness  coimtry  which  separates 
the  population  in  each,  constitute  reasons  in  favor  of 
a  division,  founded  on  the  soundest  policy,  and  con- 
formable with  the  natural  situation  of  tide  country. 
The  vast  distance  firom  the  settlements  of  the  Wabash 
to  the  present  seat  of  Territorial  government,  renders 
the  administration  of  justice  burdensome  and  expen- 
sive to  them  in  the  highest  degree.  The  superior 
courts  of  the  Territory  are,  by  law,  established  at 
Vincennes ;  at  which  place  suitors,  residing  in  every 
part  of  the  Territory,  are  compelled  to  attend  with 
their  witnesses,  which,  to  those  who  reside  west  of 
the  Wabash,  amounts  almost  to  a  total  denial  of  jus- 
tice. The  great  difficulty  of  travelling  through  an 
extensive  and  loathsome  wilderness,  the  want  of  food 
and  other  necessary  accommodations  on  the  road, 
often  presents  an  insurmountable  barrier  to  the  at- 
tendance of  witnesses ;  and,  even  when  their  attend- 
ance is  obtained,  the  accumulated  expense  of  prose- 
cuting suits  where  the  evidence  is  at  so  remote  a 
distance,  is  a  cause  of  much  embarrassment  to  a  due 
and  impartial  distribution  of  justice,  and  a  proper  ex- 
ecution of  the  laws  for  the  redress  of  private  wrongs. 
In  addition  to  the  above  considerations,  your  com- 
mittee conceive  that  the  scattered  situation  of  the 
settlements  over  this  extensive  Territory  cannot  fail 
to  enervate  the  powers  of  the  Executive,  and  render 
it  almost  impossible  to  keep  that  part  of  the  Govern- 
ment in  order. 

It  further  appears  to  your  committee,  that  a  divi- 
sion of  the  said  Territory  will  become  a  matter  of 
right  under  the  aforesaid  article  of  the  ordinance, 
whenever  the  General  Government  shall  establish 
therein  a  State  Government ;  and  the  numerous  in- 
conveniences which  would  he  removed  by  an  imme- 
diate separation,  would  have  a  direct  tendency  to  en- 
courage and  accelerate  migration  to  each  district,  and 
thereby  give  additional  strength  and  security  to  those 
outposts  of  the  United  States,  exposed  to  the  inroads 
of  a  savage  neighbor,  on  whose  friendly  dispositions 
no  permanent  reliance  can  be  placed. 
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Your  committee  have  no  certain  data  on  which  to 
ascertain  the  number  of  inhabitants  in  each  section 
of  the  Territory ;  but,  from  the  most  accurate  infor- 
mation they  are  enabled  to  collect,  it  appears  that 
■west  of  the  Wabash  there  are  about  the  number  of 
eleven  thousand,  and  east  of  said  river  about  the 
number  of  seventeen  thousand,  and  that  the  popula- 
tion of  each  section  is  in  a  state  of  rapid  increase. 

Your  committee,  after  maturely  considering  this 
subject,  are  of  opinion  that  there  exists  but  one  ob- 
jection to  the  establisliment  of  a  separate  Territorial 
Government  west  of  the  river  Wabash,  and  that  ob- 
jection is  based  on  the  additional  expense  which 
would,  in  consequence  thereof,  be  incurred  by  the 
Government  of  the  United  States.  But,  it  is  also 
worthy  of  observation,  that  the  increased  value  of 
the  public  lands  in  each  district,  arising  from  the 
public  institutions  which  would  be  pei-manently  fixed 
in  each,  to  comport  with  the  convenience  of  tlie  in- 
habitants, and  tile  augmentation  of  emigrants,  all  of 
whom  must  become  immediate  purchasers  of  these 
lands,  would  far  exceed  the  amount  of  expenditure 
produced  by  the  contemplated  temporary  govern- 
ment. 

And  your  committee,  being  convinced  that  it  is 
the  wish  of  a  largo  majority  of  the  citizens  of  the 
said  Territory  that  a  separation  thereof  should  take 
place,  deem  it  always  just  and  wise  policy  to  grant 
to  every  portion  of  the  people  of  the  Union  that  form 
of  government  which  is  the  object  of  their  wishes, 
when  not  incompatible  with  the  constitution  of  the 
United  States,  nor  subversive  of  their  allegiance  to 
the  national  sovereignty. 

Your  committee,  therefore,  respectfully  submit  the 
following  resolution : 

Resolved,  That  it  is  expedient  to  divide  the  Indi- 
ana Territory,  and  to  establish  a  separate  Territorial 
Government  west  of  the  river  Wabash,  agreeably  to 
the  ordinance  for  the  government  of  the  Territory  of 
the  United  States  northwest  of  the  river  Ohio,  pass- 
ed on  the  13th  day  of  July,  1787. 

Mr.  Thomas,  from  the  same  committee,  pre- 
sented a  bill  for  dividing  tlie  Indiana  Territory 
into  two  separate  governments ;  which  was  read 
twice  and  committed  to  a  Committee  of  the 
Whole  on  Monday  next. 

A  motion  was  made  by  Mr.  Wyks,  that  when 
this  Honse  adjourns,  it  will  adjourn  until  Tues- 
day morning,  eleven  o'clock :  And  the  question 
being  taken  thereupon,  it  was  resolved  in  the 
affirmative — ^yeas  60,  nays  45. 


Monday,  January  9,  1809. 

Another  member,  to  wit,  John  Eowan,  from 
Kentucky,  appeared,  and  took  his  seat  in  the 
House. 

Naval  Estdblishment. 

The  amendments  of  the  Senate  to  the  bill 
sent  from  the  House  for  employing  an  additional 
number  of  seamen  and  marines,  were  taken  up. 
[The  amendments  propose  the  immediate  arm- 
ing, manning,  &c.,  all  the  armed  vessels  of  the 
United  States.] 

Mr.  G.  W.  Campbell  expressed  a  hope  that 

the  House  would  disagree  to  the  amendments. 

The  President  was  already  authorized  by  law 

to  fit  out  these  vessels,  whenever,  in  his  opinion, 

Vol..  IV.— 7 


the  public  service  should  require  it ;  and  the 
expense  which  would  attend  them  was  a  suffi- 
cient argument  against  it,  if  no  urgent  occasion 
existed  for  their  service,  which  he  believed  did 
not. 

Mr.  Stokt  entertained  a  very  different  opin- 
ion from  that  of  the  gentleman  from  Tennessee. 
In  case  of  war  there  must  be  some  ships  of  war 
of  one  kind  or  other ;  and  it  would  take  six 
months  at  least  to  prepare  all  our  ships  for  ser- 
vice. At  present  they  were  rotting  in  the 
docks.  If  it  w^re  never  intended  to  use  them, 
it  would  be  better  to  burn  them  at  once  than 
to  suffer  them  to  remain  in  their  present  situa- 
tion. He  believed  if  out  at  sea  they  might  be 
useful  and  would  be  well  employed.  Why 
keep  them  up  at  this  place,  whence  they  could 
not  get  out  of  the  river  perhaps  in  three  weeks 
or  a  month?  He  believed  that  a  naval  force 
would  form  the  most  effectual  protection  to  our 
seaports  that  could  be  devised.  Part  of  our 
little  navy  was  suffered  to  rot  in  the  docks,  and 
the  other  part  was  scarcely  able  to  keep  the 
ocean.  Could  not  a  single  foreign  frigate  enter 
almost  any  of  our  harbors  now  and  batter  down 
our  towns  ?  Could  not  even  a  single  gunboat 
sweep  some  of  them  ?  Mr.  S.  said  he  could  not 
conceive  why  gentlemen  should  wish  to  para- 
lyze the  strength  of  the  nation  by  keeping  back 
our  naval  force,  and  now  in  particular,  when 
many  of  our  native  seamen  (and  he  was  sorry 
to  say  that  from  his  own  knowledge  he  spoke 
it)  were  starving  in  our  ports.  Mr.  S.  enumer- 
ated some  of  the  advantages  which  this  country 
possessed  in  relation  to  naval  force.  For  every 
ship  which  we  employed  on  our  coasts,  he  said, 
any  foreign  nation  must  incur  a  double  expense 
to  be  able  to  cope  with  us.  The  truth  was, 
that  gentlemen  well  versed  in  the  subject,  had 
calculated  that  it  would  require,  for  a  fleet  com- 
petent to  resist  such  a  naval  force  as  the  United 
States  might  without  difficulty  provide,  four  or 
five  hundred  transport  ships  to  supply  them 
with  provisions,  the  expense  of  which  alone 
would  be  formidable  as  a  coercive  argument  to 
Great  Britain.  He  wished  it  to  be  shown, 
however  small  our  naval  force,  that  we  do  not 
undervalue  it,  or  underrate  the  courage  and 
ability  of  our  seamen. 

Mr.  Cook  followed  Mr.  Stoht  on  the  same 
side  of  the  question.  He  compared  the  nation 
to  a  fortress  on  which  an  .attack  was  made,  and 
the  garrison  of  which,  instead  of  guarding  the 
portal,  ran  upon  the  battlements  to  secure  every 
small  aperture.  He  thought  their  attention 
should  first  be  directed  to  the  gates,  and  that  a 
naval  force  would  be  the  most  efficient  defence 
for  our  ports.  • 

Mr.  D.  E.  Williams  called  for  the  yeas  and 
nays  on  the  amendments. 

Mr.  Smilie  said  that  raising  a  naval  force  for 
the  purpose  of  resisting  Great  Britain,  would 
be  attacking  her  on  her  strong  ground.  If  we 
were  to  have  a  war  with  her  on  the  ocean,  it 
could  only  be  carried  on  by  distressing  her 
trade.    Neither  did  he  believe  that  these  vessels 


98 


ABRIDGMENT  OF  THE 


H.  OP  R.] 


Naval  EstablighmeiU. 


[J^DARY,   1809. 


of  war  would  be  of  any  effect  as  a  defence. 
They  did  not  constitute  the  defence  on  which 
he  would  rely.  If  we  had  a  navy,  it  would 
form  the  strongest  temptation  for  attack  upon 
our  ports  and  harbors.  If  Denmark  had  pos- 
sessed no  navy,  Copenhagen  would  never  have 
been  attacked.  The  only  way  in  which  we 
could  carry  on  a  war  on  the  ocean  to  advantage, 
Mr.  S.  said,  would  be  by  our  enterprising  citi- 
zens giving  them  sufiEicient  encouragement. 
Were  we  to  employ  a  naval  force  in  case  of 
war,  it  would  but  furnish  our  enemy  with  an 
addition  to  her  navy.  He  hoped  the  House 
would  disagree  to  the  amendments  of  the  Senate 
and  appoint  a  committee  of  conference. 

Mr.  Dana  said  that  the  amendments  sent 
from  the  Senate  presented  a  question  of  no 
small  importance  to  the  nation.  Without  ex- 
pressing any  opinion  on  the  question,  it  appeared 
to  him  to  be  at  least  of  sufficient  importance  to 
be  discussed  in  Committee  of  the  Whole.  Com- 
ing from  the  other  branch  of  the  Legislature, 
and  being  so  interesting  to  the  nation,  he  wished 
that  it  might  be  discussed  fairly  and  fully ;  and, 
therefore,  moved  a  reference  to  a  Committee  of 
the  Whole. 

Messrs.  Dana,  Tallmadge,  and  Stoet,  urged 
a  reference  to  a  Committee  of  the  Whole  on 
account  of  the  great  importance  of  the  subject, 
on  which  a  full  discussion  would  be  proper ; 
and  Messrs.  Maoon,  G.  W.  Campbell,  and  Hol- 
land opposed  it,  because  the  seamen  proposed 
by  the  original  bill  were  now  wanted,  and  the 
subject  of  the  amendment  was  already  referred 
to  a  Committee  of  the  Whole  in  a  distinct  biU. 
Motion  lost,  58  to  55. 

Mr.  Macon  observed,  that  the  immediate  ex- 
pense of  this  arrangement,  if  agreed  .to,  would 
be  at  least  five  or  six  millions  of  dollars,  and 
but  four  hundred  thousand  were  appropriated 
by  the  bill.  When  he  compared  this  bill  with 
the  report  of  a  select  committee  made  to  the 
House  of  Representatives,  he  said  he  was  as- 
tonished. A  part  of  that  report  was  a  letter 
from  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy,  in  which  the 
very  number  (two  thousand)  contained  in  the 
bill  as  it  went  from  this  House,  was  desired. 
Mr.  M.  adverted  to  the  observation  of  Mr. 
Stoey,  that  it  would  cost  Great  Britain  as  much 
to  keep  one  frigate  as  it  would  cost  us  to  keep 
two.  He  thought  the  expense  would  be  about 
equal.  The  expense  of  the  transportation  of 
provisions  would  be  counterbalanced  by  the 
difference  of  expense  between  the  pay  of  the 
British  and  American  seamen,  the  latter  being 
-double  of  the  former  generally.  He  objected 
.to  this  bill  from  the  Senate  because  no  estimate 
accompanied  it.  He  thought  they  would  go 
fiir  enough  if  they  gave  the  departments  all  that 
they  asked.  This  House  had  indeed  as  much 
right  to  judge  of  the  force  requisite,  as  any 
other  department ;  but  he  did  not  wish  to  be 
called  upon  to  supply  a  deficit  in  the  appropria- 
tion, which  never  failed  to  occur  even  in  the 
ordinary  appropriations  for  the  Navy  Depart- 
ment   Give  the  four  hundred  thousand  dollars 


asked  for,  and  the  deficit  in  the  appropriation 
will  be  at  least  ten  times  the  amount  of  the 
sum  appropriated. 

Mr.  Cook  contended  strenuously  in  favor  of 
a  naval  force.  He  detailed  the  advantages 
which  would  accrue  to  the  nation  from  a  few 
fast  sailing  frigates.  He  said  they  were  essen- 
tially necessary  to  defence.  He  expatiated  on 
the  difficulty  with  which  any  foreign  power 
could  maintain  a  force  on  our  coast. 

Mr.  Holland  did  not  profess  to  have  much 
knowledge  on  this  subject,  but  he  said  it  did 
not  require  much  to  overthrow  the  arguments 
of  gentlemen  on  the  subject.  What  defence  a 
few  frigates  would  be  to  the  expensive  coast  of 
this  country,  he  could  not  understand.  There 
certainly  never  had  been  a  time  when  this 
country  should  rely  on  a  maritime  force  as  a 
sufficient  protection.  Indeed,  he  said,  if  we 
had  fifteen  or  twenty  or  more  sail-of-the-hne, 
he  should  hesitate  much  before  he  would  go  to 
war  with  Great  Britain,  because  these  would 
undoubtedly  be  lost.  Our  power  of  coercion 
was  not  on  the  ocean.  Great  Britain  had  pos- 
sessions on  this  continent  which  were  valuable 
to  her ;  they  were  in  the  power  of  the  United 
States,  and  the  way  to  coerce  her  to  respect  our 
rights  on  water,  would  be  attacking  them  on 
land.  He  said  he  certainly  did  not  undervalue 
the  disposition  and  prowess  of  our  seamen; 
and  it  was  because  he  valued  them,  that  he  did 
not  wish  them  to  go  into  an  unequal  contest,  in 
which  they  must  certainly  yield.  Gentlemen 
might  understand  naval  matters ;  but  it  was  no 
reason  that  they  should  therefore  understand 
the  efficiency  of  a  naval  force.  There  was  suffi- 
cient evidence  in  history  to  warn  the  United 
States  against  it. 

Mr.  Teoup  said  he  rose  but  for  the  purpose 
of  stating  facts  which  struck  him  as  being  ap- 
plicable to  the  subject  before  the  House.  He 
referred  chiefiy  to  an  extract  of  a  letter  written 
to  himself  and  published  in  the  paper  of  to-day. 
[Mr.  T.  then  read  the  extract  which  appeared 
in  the  National  Intelligencer  on  the  9th  instant.] 
In  addition  to  these  facts,  letters  had  been  re- 
ceived, in  the  course  of  this  morning,  contain- 
ing further  particulars,  which  he  begged  leave 
to  state  to  the  House.  After  the  officer  (com- 
mander of  a  British  armed  vessel)  had  been 
forced  on  board  his  vessel,  and  while  lying  in 
our  waters  and  within  our  jurisdiction,  he  had 
fired  several  shots  at  pilot-boats,  passing  and 
repassing,  had  been  very  abusive,  and  threaten- 
ed the  town  with  what  he  called  vengeance ; 
and,  in  addition  to  these  facts,  letters  had  reach- 
ed Savannah  from  Liverpool,  giving  satisfactory 
information  that  vessels  of  fiteen  or  twenty 
guns  had  been  fitted  out  for  the  purpose  of 
forcing  a  cotton  trade  with  South  Carolina  and 
Georgia.  This  information,  Mr.  T.  said,  came 
from  unquestionable  authority.  And  it  was 
because  he  was  unwilling  that  the  people  of  this 
country  should  longer  submit  to  the  abuse  of 
British  naval  officers  ;  because  he  was  unwilling 
that  they  should  be  exposed  to  the  insolence  of 
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every  British  commissioned  puppy  who  chose 
to  insult  us;  because  he  was  unwilling  that 
armed  vessels  should  force  a  cotton  trade,  when 
every  man  knew  that  nine-tenths  of  the  people 
of  Georgia  would  treat  as  traitors  the  violators 
of  the  embargo ;  it  was  for  this  reason  that  he 
was  disposed  to  vote  for  the  amendments  from 
the  Senate.  The  great  objection  which  had 
been  taken  to  them  was  the  expense  which 
they  would  produce.  Economy,  Mr.  T.  said, 
was  a  good  thing  in  time  of  peace ;  but  if  this 
contracted  spirit  of  economy  predominated  in 
our  war  councils,  if  we  were  forced  into  a  war, 
so  help  him  God,  he  would  rather  at  once  tame- 
ly submit  our  honor  and  independence  than 
maintain  them  in  this  economical  way.  If  we 
went  to  war,  we  ought  not  to  adopt  little  meas- 
ures for  the  purpose  of  executing  them  with 
little  means ;  neither  should  we  refuse  to  adopt 
great  measures,  because  they  could  not  be  exe- 
cuted but  with  great  means.  It  was  very  true 
that,  in  war  as  well  as  in  peace,  calculation  to  a 
certain  extent  was  necessary ;  but,  if  they  once 
resolved  on  an  object,  it  must  he  executed  at 
whatever  expense.  He  was  no  advocate  tor 
standing  armies  or  nayies,  generally  speaking ; 
but,  in  discharging  his  duties  here,  he  must  be 
governed  by  the  circumstances  of  every  case 
which  presented  itself  for  his  decision,  and  then 
ask  himself.  Is  it  wise,  politic,  and  prudent,  to 
do  this  or  omit  that  ?  He  said  he  would  never 
go  back  to  yesterday  to  discover  what  he  had 
then  said  or  done,  in  order  to  ascertain  what  he 
should  now  do  or  say.  Political  conduct  must 
depend  on  circumstances.  What  was  right  yes- 
terday might  be  wrong  to-day.  Nay,  what  was 
right  at  the  moment  he  rose  to  address  the 
House,  might,  ere  this,  be.  palpably  wrong. 
Conduct  depended  on  events,  which  depended 
on  the  folly  or  caprice  of  men ;  and,  as  they 
changed,  events  would  change.  It  might  have 
been  a  good  doctrine  long  ago  that  this  coun- 
try ought  to  have  a  navy  competent  to  cope 
with  a  detachment  of  the  British  navy ;  it  might 
have  been  good  doctrine  then,  but  was  shocking 
doctrine  now. 

At  that  time  England  had  to  contend  with 
the  navies  of  Russia,  Denmark,  France,  Holland, 
Spain,  &c.  Now  England  was  sole  mistress  of 
the  ocean.  To  fight  her  ship  to  ship  and  man 
to  man,  and  it  was  impossible  that  gentlemen 
could  think  of  fighting  her  otherwise,  if  they 
fought  her  at  all,  we  must  build  up  a  huge  navy 
at  an  immense  expense.  We  must  determine  to 
become  less  agricultural  and  more  commercial ; 
to  incur  a  debt  of  five  hundred  or  a  thousand 
million  of  dollars,  and  all  the  loans  and  taxes 
attendant  on  such  a  system,  and  all  the  corrup- 
tion attendant  on  them.  He  should  as  soon 
think  of  embarking  an  hundred  thousand  men 
for  the  purpose  of  attacking  France  at  her  thresh- 
old, as  of  building  so  many  ships  to  oppose 
the  British  navy.  It  was  out  of  the  question; 
no  rational  man  could  think  of  it.  But  that 
was  not  now  the  question.  It  was,  whether  we 
would  call  into  actual  service  the  little  navy  we 


It  was  not  even  a  question  whether 
we  would  have  a  navy  at  all  or  not.  If  that 
were  the  question,  he  would  not  hesitate  to  say 
that  even  our  present  political  condition  required 
a  navy  to  a  certain  extent,  to  protect  our  com- 
merce against  the  Barbary  Powers  in  peace, 
and  in  time  of  war  for  convoys  to  our  merchant- 
men. He  only  meant  a  ffew  fast-sailing  frigates, 
such  a  navy  as  we  have  at  present,  for  the  pur- 
pose of  harassing  the  commerce  of  our  enemies 
also.  He  therefore  thought  our  present  naval 
force  ought  to  1»e  put  in  service.  As  far  as  the 
appropriation  ($400,000)  would  go,  it  would  be 
employed ;  but  if  Congress  should  hereafter  see 
cause  to  countermand  or  delay  the  preparation, 
they  would  have  it  in  their  power  to  do  so  by 
refusing  a  further  appropriation. 

Mr.  D.  E.  Williams  said  it  was  his  misfor- 
tune to  differ  with  gentlemen  upon  all  points 
on  the  subject  of  the  navy.  He  was  opposed  to 
it  from  stem  to  stern ;  and  gentlemen  who  at- 
tempted to  argue  in  favor  of  it  as  a  matter  of 
necessity,  involved  themselves  in  absurdities 
they  were  not  aware  of.  When  money  had 
been  appropriated  for  fortifications,  there  had 
been  no  intimation  that  it  would  be  necessary 
to  prop  them  up  with  a  naval  force.  If  our 
towns  could  not  be  defended  by  fortifications, 
he  asked,  would  ten  frigates  defend  them?  The 
gentleman  from  Massachusetts  (Mr.  Siory)  had 
even  gone  so  far  aS  to  say  that  a  single  gunboat 
could  sweep  one-half  of  our  harbors.  If  a  sin- 
gle gunboat  could  now  sweep  most  of  our  har- 
bors, Mr.  W.  said  he  should  like  to  know  what 
eleven  hundred  and  thirty  vessels  of  war  could 
do,  even  when  opposed  by  our  whole  force  of 
ten  frigates!  The  gentleman  from  Massachu- 
setts had  said  it  would  be  cheaper  to  keep  these 
vessels  in  actual  service  than  in  their  present 
situation.  Mr.  W.  said  he  supposed  that  the 
gentlemen  meant  that  they  would  rot  faster  in 
their  present  situation  than  if  they  were  at  sea. 
He  said  he  was  for  keeping  them  where  they 
were,  and  would  rather  contribute  to  place  them 
in  a  situation  where  they  would  rot  faster.  Mr. 
W.  combated  the  arguments  that  employing  the 
navy  would  afford  relief  to  our  seamen,  and  that 
the  maintaining  a  navy  on  our  coast  would  be 
more  expensive  to  an  European  power  than  the 
support  of  a  larger  naval  force  by  us.  And  he 
said  we  should  never  be  able  to  man  any  consid- 
erable fleet  except  the  constitution  were  amended 
to  permit  impressments,  following  the  example 
of  Great  Britain. 

The  gentleman  from  Massachusetts  (Mr.  Stoet) 
had  said  that  except  we  begun  with  this  bill, 
and  got  his  fast-sailing  frigates,  we  should  never 
regain  our  rights.  If  that  were  reaUy  the  case, 
Mr.  W.  said  he  was  ready  to  abandon  them. 
He  considered  that  the  sort  of  maintenance  of 
our  rights  adverted  to  by  the  gentleman  from 
Massachusetts,  would  be  destructive  to  those 
rights.  Gentlemen  must  have  forgotten  that 
when  Hamburg  was  in  the  greatest  state  of 
prosperity,  she  did  not  possess  even  a  single 
gunboat.    Why  I  there  was  not  wealth  enough 
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in  this  whole  nation,  if  every  one  were  to  carry 
his  all,  thus  to  maintain  our  rights  against  the 
navy  of  Great  Britain.  If  we  were  carried  into 
a  war,  and  every  thing  really  seemed  to  be 
tending  that  way,  we  must  rely  upon  the  en- 
terprise of  our  citizens ;  and  that,  when  set  at 
liberty,  would  be  found  more  desperate  than 
'the  navy  of  any  country.  When  we  arrived  at 
the  end  of  the  Revolutionary  war  we  had  but 
one  frigate,  and  the  best  thing  we  ever  did  was 
to  give  that  one  away.  The  State  of  South 
Carolina  had  not  yet  got  clear  of  the  curse. 
She  embarked  one  frigate  in  the  general  strug- 
gle, and  she  had  not  rid  herself  of  the  debts 
incurred  by  it  yet.  Private  enterprise  must  be 
depended  upon.  The  people  from  the  East- 
ward had  shown  in  the  last  war  what  they 
would  do.  When  vessels  were  loaded  with 
sugar  they  would  fight  like  bull-dogs  for  it.  He 
recollected  a  story,  he  said,  of  one  of  our  priva- 
teers being  beat  off  by  a  Jamaica  man,  whom  they 
attacked.  The  captain  not  liking  to  lose  the 
prize,  and  finding  his  crew  disheartened,  told 
them  she  was  full  of  sugar.  "Is  she?"  said 
they,  "  by  G— d ;  let  us  at  them  again."  They 
scarcely  ever  failed  in  their  enterprises. 

In  allusion  to  the  case  at  Savannah,  Mr.  W. 
regretted  that  an  insult  should  be  offered  to  the 
people  of  the  conntiy.  The  insult  at  Savannah 
had  by  this  time  been  redi-essed,  he  had  no 
doubt.  He  had  no  information  to  induce  him 
to  believe  so,  but  the  knowledge  that  the  sloop- 
of-war  Hornet  was  stationed  off  Charleston,  and 
of  course  cruised  near  the  place.  The  Hornet 
was  perfectly  adequate  to  drive  any  vessel  of 
twenty  guns  out  of  our  waters.  She  was  one 
of  the  best  vessels  of  the  United  States,  and  as 
well  officered  as  any.  [Mr.  Teoup  observed 
that  the  Hornet  was  off  Charleston.  Now,  he 
wanted  a  frigate  at  Savannah.]  Mr.  W.  said 
that  Savannah  was  the  very  place  where  gun- 
boats would  be  perfectly  effectual.  He  meant 
to  make  no  reflection  against  the  proposer  of 
the  gunboat  system,  but  he  did  against  those 
who  had  only  given  one-half  of  the  system,  and 
omitted  the  other — the  marine  militia.  And 
now,  when  an  attack  was  menaced  at  Savannah, 
gentlemen  wanted  a  frigate  I  If  nine-tenths  of 
the  people  were  opposed  to  the  evasions  of  the 
embargo  law,  Mr.  W.  said  it  would  not  be  evad- 
ed._  The  evaders  would  be  considered  as 
traitors — as  the  worst  of  traitors.  As  to  pre- 
paring a  force  for  the  protection  of  navigation, 
the  gentleman  from  Georgia  must  well  know 
that  the  whole  revenue  of  the  United  States 
would  not  be  competent  to  maintain  a  sufficient 
number  of  vessels  to  convoy  our  merchantmen. 

Mr.  W.  concluded  by  saying,  that  he  wished 
the  nation  to  be  protected,  and  its  wrongs  to  be 
redressed ;  but  when  he  reflected  that  at  Castine 
the  soil  had  been  most  abomiuably  violated,  he 
could  not  view  the  insults  in  our  waters  as 
being  equal  to  it ;  for,  said  he,  touch  the  soil 
and  you  touch  the  life-blood  of  every  man  in  it. 

Mr.  Dtjebll  considered  the  present  subject  as 
one  of  the  most  important  which  had  been  in- 


troduced at  this  session.  It  would  indeed  be 
difficult  to  reason  gentlemen  into  a  modification 
of  a  principle  to  which  they  were  opposed 
throughout ;  but  he  trusted  that  this  House  was 
not  generally  so  disposed.  He  believed  that  a 
large  majority  of  the  House  were  at  the  pres- 
ent moment  in  favor  of  embargo  or  war,  because 
the  House  had  been  so  distinctly  told  by  a  com- 
mittee on  our  foreign  relations,  that  there  was 
no  alternative  but  submission ;  and  almost  every 
gentleman  who  had  the  honor  of  a  seat  within 
these  walls,  had  committed  himself  on  the  sub- 
ject, either  to  persevere  in  the  embargo  or  re- 
sort to  war.  What  would  be  the  object  of  a  war  ? 
Not  the  right  of  the  soU,  not  our  territorial 
limits,  but  the  right  of  navigating  the  ocean. 
Were  we  to  redress  those  wrongs,  those  com- 
mercial injuries,  on  the  land  ?  Not  altogether, 
he  conceived.  Would  it  be  good  policy,  he 
asked,  to  let  our  means  of  carrying  on  war  on 
the  ocean  rot  in  our  docks,  and  not  make  use  of 
them  ?  These  vessels  would  also  be  useful  as  a 
defence.  Why  then  should  they  not  be  manned 
and  put  in  readiness  for  service  ?  It  was  said 
that  we  could  not  cope  with  the  British  navy. 
Mr.  D.  said  this  argument  proved  too  much,  if 
it  proved  any  tjiing.  If  he  did  not  feel  perfectly 
comfortable  in  a  cold  day,  should  he  therefore 
divest  himself  of  all  clothing?  Why  send  out 
the  sloop  of  war  Hornet,  alluded  to  by  the 
gentleman  last  up — why  rely  upon  it  for  re- 
dressing the  insult  at  Savannah,  if  naval  force 
was  useless?  It  was  no  reason,  because  Great 
Britain  had  more  vessels  than  we,  that  we 
should  not  use  what  we  had.  Indeed,  those 
gentlemen  who  objected  to  naval  force,  appear- 
ed to  be  mostly  from  the  interior,  and  of  course 
could  not  properly  estimate  its  value. 

Mr.  Sawtes  was  wholly  opposed  to  the 
amendments  from  the  Senate.  The  objection 
to  this  particular  increase  of  naval  force  on  the 
score  of  expense,  was  not  to  be  disregarded. 
He  called  the  attention  of  gentlemen  to  the 
state  of  the  Treasury.  The  expense  of  this  sys- 
tem would  be  three  millions ;  and  when  this 
sum  was  added  to  other  sums  which  would  be 
requisite  if  measures  now  pending  were  adopted, 
it  would  render  it  necessary  for  Congress  now 
to  borrow  money  on  the  credit  of  posterity. 
The  expedient  of  direct  taxation  would  not  be 
resorted  to.  It  had  already  been  the  death- 
blow to  the  political  existence  of  one  Adminis- 
tration. This  Government,  he  said,  was  found- 
ed on  public  opinion,  and  whenever  the  appro- 
bation of  the  people  was  withdrawn,  from 
whatever  cause,  the  whole  superstructure  must 
fall. 

Mr.  S.  dwelt  at  some  length  on  the  disadvan- 
tage of  loans.  He  said,  if  this  nation  was  des- 
tined to  raise  a  navy  for  the  protection  of  com- 
merce, it  should  have  begun  earlier,  in  the  year 
1793,  when  such  outrageous  violations  had  been 
committed  on  our  commerce.  The  expense  of 
such  an  establishment  would  have  far  exceeded 
the  amount  in  value  of  captures  made  since  that 
period.  He  concluded,  from  a  number  of  obser- 


DEBATES  OF  CONGRESS. 


101 


January,  1809.] 


Extra  Session. 


[H.  OF  E. 


vations  whicli  he  made  on  this  subject,  that,  on 
the  score  of  the  protection  of  trade,  it  would  not 
be  pi-oper  to  fit  out  a  navy.  This  proposition, 
he  said,  was  the  mere  entering-wedge.  The 
system  was  either  unnecessary,  or  would  be 
wholly  futile  in  practice.  Our  seamen  would 
cost  us  at  least  double  of  what  is  the  expense  of 
her  seatnen  to  Great  Britain ;  and  it  required 
her  utmost  exertions  to  pay  the  interest  of  the 
enormous  debt  with  which  her  unwieldy  navy 
had  saddled  her.  He  therefore  certainly  thought 
that  an  attempt  to  justify  it  on  the  score  of 
profit  would  not  succeed.  He  deprecated  the 
extension  of  Executive  patronage,  which  would 
result  from  an  increase  of  the  Naval  Establish- 
ment. Need  he  go  back,  he  asked,  to  the  time 
when  the  black  cockade  was  necessary,  in  some 
parts  of  the  country,  to  secure  a  man  from  in- 
sult from  the  oflacers  of  the  navy  ?  He  wished 
to  limit  the  Executive  patronage ;  to  adhere 
closely  to  the  maxims  of  our  forefathers.  By 
sending  out  a  navy,  too,  he  said,  we  should 
volunteer  to  support  the  ascendency  of  the 
British  navy,  become  the  mere  jackals  of  the 
British  lion.  Mr.  S.  went  at  some  length  into 
an  examination  of  the  former  Administration 
in  relation  to  a  navy.  There  was  nothing,  he 
observed,  in  the  nature  of  our  Government,  or 
of  our  foreign  relations,  to  require  a  navy.  If 
we  could  not  carry  on  foreign  commerce  with- 
out a  navy,  he  wished  to  have  less  of  it  and 
more  of  internal  commerce,  of  that  commerce 
which  the  natural  advantages  of  the  country 
would  support  between  different  parts  of  it.  If 
we  were  to  build  a  navy  for  the  protection  of 
foreign  commerce,  we  should  throw  away  our 
natural  advantages  for  the  sake  of  artificial 
ones.  He  was  in  favor  of  the  embarg(?  at  pres- 
ent. There  was  more  ^rtue  in  our  barrels  of 
flour  as  to  coercion  than  in  aU  the  guns  of 
our  navy ;  and  we  had  lately  given  our  adver- 
saries a  supplementary  broadside,  which  he 
hoped  would  tell  well.  Mr.  S.  stated  the  origin 
and  progress  of  navies  at  some  length,  com- 
mencing with  the  Eepublic  of  Genoa.  Our 
chief  reliance  as  to  defence  must  be  on  our 
nulitia.  So  little  did  Great  Britain  now  rely  on 
her  navy  for  defence  of  her  soU,  that  she  had 
called  upon  every  man  in  the  country  to  he  at 
his  post,  if  danger  came.  Other  nations  might 
be  justified  in  supporting  a  naval  force,  because 
they  had  colonies  separated  from  them  by  the 
sea,  with  whom  they  wer3  obliged  to  have 
means  of  intercourse,  but  we  had  not  that 
apology  for  a  na,vy.  Mr.  S.  concluded  his 
observations,  after  speaking  near  an  hour,  not, 
he  said,  that  he  had  gone  through  the  subject ; 
but,  as  it  was  late  in  the  day,  he  yielded  the 
floor  to  some  other  gentleman. 

Mr.  J.  G.  Jaokson  said,  that  gentlemen  should 
not  be  influenced,  in  discussing  the  present 
question,  by  a  belief  that  they  were  now  dis- 
cussing the  propriety  of  raising  a,  naval  force 
for  offensive  purposes.  This  was  not  the  ques- 
tion. It  was  only  whether,  at  this  crisis,  the 
House  would  employ  a  little  force  for  the  pur- 


pose of  resisting  attacks  made  on  our  territoiy 
at  home.     The  gentleman  from  South  Carolina 
(Mr.  Williams)  had  said  that  an  attack  on  the 
soil  touched  the  life-blood  of  every  man  in  it. 
Yes,  Mr.  J.  said,  it  did ;  whether  the  invasion 
was  on  our  jurisdiction,  on  land  or  water,  it 
touched    equally    the   life-blood    of    the    na- 
tion.    He  would  as  soon  resist  an  attack  on 
our  territorial  jurisdiction  on  sea  as  on  land- 
It  made  no  difference  with  him  whether  a  for- 
eign frigate  came  up  to  the  piles  of  Potomac 
bridge  and  firai  over  into  the  town,  or  whether 
its  crew  came  on  shore  and  assaulted  us  with 
the  bayonet.    The  territory,  he  said,  was  equally 
invaded  in  either  case.    Were  we  not  to  resist 
Great  Britain  because  of  her  1,130  sail  of  armed 
vessels  ?    This  would  amount  to  a  declaration 
that  we  must  succumb  to  her,  because  she  could 
at  any  time  send  a  squadron  sufficient  to  destroy 
our  naval  force  at  a  single  blow.    This  was  the 
tendency  of  the  argument.   Mr.  J.  said  it  would 
be  more  honorable  to  fight,  while  a  single  gun 
could  be  fired,  notwithstanding  her  overwhelm- 
ing force.    This  mode  of  reasoning  had  a  tend- 
ency to  destroy  the  spirit  of  the  people.    He 
would  never  consent  to  crouch  before  we  were 
conquered;   this  was  not  the  course  of  our 
Revolutionary  patriots,  and  he  trusted  it  was 
one  which  we  should  not  follow.     He  would 
rather,  like  the  heroic  band  of  Leonidas,  perish 
in  the  combat,  although  the  force  of  the  enemy 
was  irresistible,  than    acknowledge  that    we 
would  submit.     This  naval  force  was  not,  how- 
ever, intended  to  cope  with  the  navy  of  Great 
Britain,  but  to  chastise  the  petty  pirates  who 
trespassed  on  our  jm-isdiotion ;  pirates,  he  called 
them,  because  the  British  Government  had  not 
sanctioned  their  acts.    It  had  not  justified  the 
murder  of  Pierce,  or  asserted  the  right  of  juris- 
diction claimed  by  an  officer  within  the  length 
of  his  buoys,  &c.,  because,  if  she  had,  it  would 
have  then  been  war.    For  this  reason  he  wished 
our  little  pigmy  force  to  be  sent  on  the  ocean,  not- 
withstanding the  giant  navy  of  Great  Britain. 
Some  gentlemen  had  opposed  this  on  the  score 
of  expense.    Our  most  valuable  treasure,  Mr.  J. 
said,  was  honor;   and  the- House  had  almost 
unanimously  declared  that  it  could  not  submit 
without  a  sacrifice  of  that  honor. 


Satuedat,  January  21. 
Extra  Session. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  Smilib  the  House  resolved 
itself  into  a  Committee  of  the  Whole  on  the  bai 
to  alter  the  time  of  the  next  meeting  of  Con- 
gress. 

Mr.  J.  G.  jACESoif  moved  to  strike  out  the 
"  fourth"  Monday  in  May,  and  insert  the  "  last," 
stating  as  a  reason,  that  as  the  Virginia  elections 
took  place  in  April,  the  Representatives  could 
not  arrive  here  in  time. 

Mr.  Maoost  wished  a  division  of  the  question 
so  as  first  to  strike  out,  with  a  view  to  insert 
"September,"  instead  of  May.  The  motion  to 
strike  out  was  negatived — 62  to  35.     It  was 
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snppoBed  that  this  question  tried  the  principle 
of  the  bill. 

The  committee  rose  and  reported  the  bill. 

Mr.  D.  Williams  moved  to  strike  out  May  for 
the  purpose  of  inserting  "September." 

Mr.  MiLNOR  hoped  the  motion  would  not  be 
agreed  to.  If  the  new  Congress  could  commence 
its  session  on  the  4th  day  of  March  next,  he  said 
he  should  think  it  extremely  proper  that  it 
should  do  so.  And,  if  he  could  think  that  the 
majority  would  fix  an  earlier  day  than  the  fourth 
Monday  of  May  for  the  meeting,  he  should  vote 
for  the  present  motion.  He  agi-eed  with  gentle- 
men that  this  was  a  momentous  crisis ;  that  the 
country  was  in  a  situation  of  extreme  difficulty 
and  danger.  It  appeared  to  him,  therefore, 
that  Congress,  who  were  the  guardians  of  the 
public  welfare ;  to  whom  were  confided  the 
destinies  of  the  nation,  so  far  as  the  nation 
could  control  them,  should  be  constantly  in  ses- 
sion, till  a  more  favorable  state  of  affairs  took 
place.  It  was  possible,  but  was  it  probable  that 
any  event  would  occur  to  alter  our  situation  for 
the  better  ?  There  was  no  hope  that  the  belli- 
gerents would  recede  from  their  injurious  re- 
strictions on  our  commerce.  It  was  not  prob- 
able that  any  thing  would  occur  which  would  do 
away  the  necessity  of  an  extra  session.  The 
present  Congress  having  determined  to  perse- 
vere in  the  embargo  and  the  present  system  of 
measures  a  while  longer,  the  peace  and  welfare 
of  the  country  required  that  a  different  system 
should  be  adopted.  The  present  had  been  suffi- 
ciently tested,  and  would  never  produce  those 
effects  anticipated  from  it.  It  was  proper  that 
an  early  opportunity  should  be  given  to  the 
next  Congress  to  approve  the  present  system, 
or  give  it  up  and  adopt  some  other  in  its  stead. 

Mr.  D.  B.  Williams  said  he  was  opposed  to 
Congress  coming  here  at  the  time  proposed. 
Why  should  they  come  here  then  8  He  wished 
some  one  to  answer,  and  let  him  understand 
why  they  were  coming.  In  his  opinion  there 
was  every  possible  objection  to  such  a  pro- 
cedure. On  the  fourth  day  of  March,  a  new 
President  comes  into  power.  Is  it  not  presum- 
able that  the  President  would  choose  to  have 
some  communication  with  our  Ministers  abroad 
before  the  meeting  of  Congress?  Could  any 
man  say  that  it  was  not  proper  that  he  should 
have  it?  Mr.  W.  said  he  hoped  that  the  Presi- 
dent would  send  special  messengers,  unfashion- 
able as  that  policy  was.  If  you  are  willing  to 
wait  for  a  declaration  of  war  till  the  fourth 
Monday  in  May,  wiU  there  be  any  necessity*of 
declaring  it  before  the  first  Monday  in  June  or 
July  ?  You  have  suffered  the  public  mind  to 
assuage  in  its  resentment,  and  I  very  much 
doubt,  that  before  a  full  experiment  be  made  of 
the  embargo,  it  will  be  wholly  allayed.  It  has 
been  said  through  the  nation,  and  indeed  avowed 
on  this  floor,  that  the  Administration  does  not 
wish  for  peace.  Having  failed  to  take  hold  of 
the  affair  of  the  Chesapeake  for  a  declaration  of 
war,  you  have  nothing  now  to  give  the  people 
that  interest  which  I  hope  they  always  will 


have  in  a  declaration  of  war.    Suppose  you 
were  to  send  special  Ministers,  and  they  were 
to  be  treated  as  our  Ministers  to  France  were 
under  a  former  Administration,  would  not  this 
treatment  make  every  man  in  the  nation  rally 
around  you  ?    Would  it  not  prove  beyond  doubt 
that  the  Administration    was    sincere  in  its 
wishes  for    peace?      Undoubtedly   it    would. 
Why  are  your  Ministers  now  loitering  in  foreign 
Courts  ?     With  a  hope  of  accommodation,  sir, 
I  would  send  other  Ministers  there,  and  if  they 
failed    of  immediate    accommodation,    would 
order  them  all  home.    If  they  are  compelled  to 
return,  you  will  have  the  whole  nation  with 
you,  which  you  must  have  when  you  go  to  war. 
Mr.  J.  G.  Jaokson  replied  to  Mr.  Williams. 
■The  gentleman  had  asked  emphatically  why 
Congress  should  convene  here  in  May.     Occur- 
rences of  every  day,  said  Mr.  J.,  are  presenting 
themselves  in  such  a  way  as  to  render  it  highly 
important  and  necessary  that  some  other  ground 
should  be  taken.      Are  we  to  adhere  to  the 
embargo  forever,  sir?    I  have  said,  and  again, 
say,  that  a  total  abandonment  of  the  ocean 
would  be  submission.    I  think,  by  passing  this 
bill,  we  give  the  nation  a  pledge  that  it  shall  be 
the  nepltts  ultra,  which  shall  give  to  foreign  na,- 
tions  time  to  revise  their  conduct  towards  ns, 
and  wiU  give  them  time  to  consider  whether  or 
not  they  will  have  war  with  us.    The  gentle- 
man wants  a  special  mission.     Sir,  are  we  to 
continue  in  this  state  any  longer  ?     Shall  nego- 
tiation be  spun    out  further?    No  man  can 
doubt  the  capacity  of  our  Ministers  abroad,  and 
their  disposition  to  represent  their  Government 
correctly.    The  doors  are  shut  in  the  face  of 
our  Minister  at  the  Court  of  St.  James,  and 
worse  rtian  shut  at  the  Court  of  St.  Cloud— for, 
from  the  latter,  contemptuous  silence  is  all  the 
answer  we  have  received,  if  indeed  silence  can 
convey  an  answer.    Are  we  to  renew  negotia- 
tion, then,  when  every  circumstance  manifests 
that  it  would  be  useless  ?    Need  I  refer  to  what 
took  place  the  other  day— I  allude  to  the  publi- 
cation of  a  letter  by  Mr.  Canning,  in  a  highly 
exceptionable  manner,  through  Federal  presses, 
or  presses  more  devoted  to  the  interests  of  that 
country  than  any  other  ?     One  universal  burst 
of  indignation  accompanied  the  publication  of 
that  letter  in  this  House.    And  are  we,  under 
such  circumstances,  to  renew  negotiation  by 
extra  missions  ?    I  conceive  that  the  cup  of  ne- 
gotiation and  conciliation  is  exhausted  to  the 
dregs,  and  that  we  should  but  further  degrade 
ourselves  by  sending  further  extra  missions.    It 
has  been  stated  to  me  that  a  proposition  had 
actually  been  reduced  to  writing  by  a  member 
of  this  House  the  other  day  for  sending  away 
foreign  Ministers  and  calling  our  Ministers  home, 
and  I  am  sorry  that  the  proposition  was  not  of- 
fered to  the  House,  for,  under  present  circum- 
stances, it  might  not  have  been  improper  to 
have  adopted  it. 

Mr.  Smilib  said,  if  there  were  no  other  reason 
the  present  suspension  of  commerce,  and  discon- 
tents at  Jiome,  were  sufficient  reasons  for  calling 
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Congress  earlier  than  the  first  Monday  in  De- 
cember. Wlien  the  new  Administration  shovdd 
come  into  office,  it  was  proper  that  they  should 
have  an  opportunity  of  meeting  Congress  as 
early  as  possible.  It  was  his  opinion  that,  at  the 
next  session,  a  change  of  measures  would  take 
place.  "What  would  be  the  substitute  for  the 
present  measure  he  could  not  say ;  but,  at  this 
time,  he  must  say  that  he  could  see  no  way  of 
avoiding  war.  With  regard  to  extra  missions, 
he  really  had  no  idea  of  a  measure  of  that  kind. 
If  there  should  be  any  other  means  to  secure 
the  interest  and  honor  of  the  nation  but  war, 
he  hoped  in  God  that  it  would  be  adopted,  but 
he  did  not  now  see  any  such  prospect. 

Mr.  Ehea,  of  Tennessee,  said  it  was  of  no 
importance  in  the  consideration  of  the  present 
question  what  the  next  Administration  should 
think  or  do.  He  wished  that  there  could  be  an 
understanding  with  foreign  nations  for  our 
good,  but  he  much  doubted  such  a  result;  He 
wotdd  not  imdertake  to  say  whether  war,  or 
what  other  measure,  ought  to  be  adopted  at 
the  extra  session ;  but,  it  was  his  opinion,  that 
Congress  ought  to  meet,  and  he  should  vote 
against  every  proposition  going  to  defeat  the 
object  of  the  bill.  Although  this  nation  had  not 
immediately  retaliated  the  attack  on  the  Chesa- 
peake, woidd  any  man  rise  on  this  floor  and  say 
that  the  act  of  dishonor  was  done  away  because 
the  House  refused  immediately  to  avenge  it  ? 
He  believed  not;  and,  as  long  as  it  remained 
unatoned,  it  was  cause  for  this  nation  to  act. 
The  only  question  for  the  House  now  to  deter- 
mine was  this:  Are  there  reasons  to  induce 
gentlemen  to  believe  that  a  meeting  of  Congress 
is  necessary  on  the  fourth  Monday  of  May  next? 
As  it  appeared  to  him  that  such  reasons  did 
exist,  he  said  he  was  bound  on  his  responsi- 
bility to  vote  for  the  biU. 

Mr.  DuHELL  asked  if  gentlemen  meant  to  con- 
tinue the  embargo  forever.  He  believed  some- 
what in  the  doctrine  that  an  explosion  might 
take  place  under  it  in  a  certain  portion  of  the 
country.  Gentlemen  said  an  extra  session  was, 
therefore,  necessary  to  save  the  nation.  Mr.  D. 
asked  if  the  nation  was  to  be  saved  by  long 
speeches?  He  had  seen  almost  two  whole 
sessions  of  Congress  pass  away,  the  one  of  six 
months,  the  other  of  three,  and  the  nation  in 
the  same  situation  still,  and  still  told,  in  long 
stories,  from  day  to  day,  that  it  was  in  a  criti- 
cal situation.  He  had  no  idea  that  the  nation 
was  to  be  saved  by  much  speaking.  He  did 
firmly  believe,  that  more  than  forty-eight  hours 
would  not  be  necessary  to  pass  aU  laws  to  meet 
the  impending  crisis.  If  a  declaration  of  war 
was  thought  proper,  this  would  be  sufficient 
time  for  it;  if  an  extraordinary  mission,  as  sug- 
gested by  the  gentleman  from  South  Carolina, 
tbrty-eight  hours  would  be  time  enough  for  the 
House  to  decide  on  recommending  it.  The 
present  was  a  state  of  suspense,  from  which  the 
nation  ought  to  be  removed,  and  he  was  un- 
willing to  prolong  this  state  by  the  passage  of 
thebilL 


Mr.  BuBWELL  said  he  was  one  of  those  who 
would  vote  for  an  earlier  meeting  of  Congress 
than  usual.  In  Great  Britain,  in  whose  govern- 
ment there  were  some  features  approximating 
to  ours,  there  was  always  an  uneasiness,  least 
the  Parliament  should  not  meet  often  enough. 
Whence  could  be  the  objection  to  Congress 
meeting  at  an  earlier  day  ?  If  the  public  senti- 
ment was  not  then  prepared  for  war,  it  would 
not  be  adopted.  It  appeared  to  him  than  an 
early  session,  instead  of  producing  mischief, 
would  essentially  contribute  to  tranquillize  the 
minds  of  the  people.  If  peace  was  attainable, 
we  must  have  peace ;  but  if  not,  we  have  no 
choice  but  war.  The  gentleman  from  South 
Carolina  suggests  the  propriety  of  sending  a 
special  mission,  said  Mr.  B.  Let  me  ask  him, 
if  Administration  should  not  take  this  course, 
whether  it  would  not  be  perfectly  proper  that 
Congress  should  be  in  session  ?  Certainly  it 
would.  With  respect  to  a  special  mission,  Mr. 
B.  said  he  was  perfectly  at  a  loss  to  conceive 
what  could  be  the  nature  of  any  proposition 
which  could  be  made  to  Great  Britain.  A  pro- 
position had  already  been  made  to  her,  in  effect, 
to  go  to  war  with  her  against  France,  and  in- 
sultingly refused;  for  no  other  interpretation 
could  be  made  of  the  offer  to  suspend  the  em- 
bargo, if  she  would  rescind  her  Orders  in 
Council,  except  Mr.  Canning  chose  to  misunder- 
stand every  thing  that  could  be  said.  Unless 
gentlemen  would  point  out  some  new  propo- 
sition, which  could  be  made  to  Great  Britain  or 
France,  he  could  not  see  the  propriety  of  the 
course  recommended.  As  to  the  continuance 
of  the  embargo,  Mr.  B.  said  it  seemed  to  be 
perfectly  well  understood  by  every  man,  that 
when  the  Government  determined  on  that 
course,  it  did  not  determine  to  persevere  in  it 
eternally.  If  it  could  be  made  manifest  to  hiti 
that  any  particular  favorable  consequence  would 
be  produced  by  postponing  the  session  beyond 
the  fourth  Monday  in  May,  he  might  be  induced 
to  accede  to  it.  As  to  the  disposition  of  the 
Administration  to  preserve  peace,  could  the 
gentleman  conceive  it  possible  to  remove  the 
impressions  of  those  who  were  determined  not 
to  be  convinced?  This  nation  had  sued  for 
peace,  but  in  vain ;  they  had  offered  to  give  up 
almost  every  thing  in  contest,  if  Great  Britain 
would  yield  a  thing  which  neither  Mr.  Canning 
nor  any  other  member  of  the  British  Govern- 
ment ever  said  they  had  a  right  to  do,  and 
which  was  only  justified  on  the  ground  of  ne- 
cessity. There  was  therefore  no  plausibility  in 
the  assertion  that  peace  had  not  been  earnestly 
sought  for. 

Mr.  G.  W.  Campbell  said  that  if  nothing  oc- 
curred between  this  time  and  the  time  proposed 
by  the  biU  for  the  next  meeting  of  Congress, 
which  would  particularly  render  a  change  ne- 
cessary, he  was  yet  of  opinion  that  it  would  be 
then  necessary  to  change  our  situation ;  for  this 
reason:  that  at  that  period,  time  sufficient 
would  have  elapsed  to  give  us  information  as 
to  what  ground  Great  Britain  would  take,  after 
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she  had  heard  of  the  position  which  Congress 
had  maintained.  After  that  ground  was  taken, 
Congress  would  know  how  to  act.  I  never 
voted  for  the  embargo  as  a  permanent  meas- 
ure, said  Mr.  C,  nor  did  I  ever  use  an  expres- 
sion which  would  authorize  such  a  supposition ; 
nor  do  I  suppose  that  any  other  gentleman  en- 
tertained such  an  idea.  As  to  a  special  mission, 
I  should  as  soon  think  of  sending  a  special  mes- 
senger to  the  moon  as  to  Great  Britain  or  to 
France,  for  the  cup  of  humiliation  is  exhausted 
already,  and  I  will  never  put  it  in  their  power 
to  offer  us  another  cup. 

Mr.  Macon  said  he  had  not  intended  to  have 
said  any  thing,  but  that  the  gentleman  from 
Virginia  (Mr.  Bbewkll)  had  broached  a  doc- 
trine which  he  did  not  approve — that  this 
Government  was  like  that  of  Great  Britain. 

Mr.  BtTBWELL  explained  that  he  had  said  that 
the  Governments  were,  in  some  of  their  fea- 
tures, alike. 

Mr.  Maoon  said  that  the  reason  of  the  fear 
in  Greait  Britain  that  the  Parliament  would  not 
meet  often  enough,  was  extremely  obvious.  The 
only  voice  which  the  people  had  was  in  the 
House  of  Commons,  and  they  wanted  them  to 
be  always  in  session,  to  keep  the  King  and  no- 
bility off  from  them.  In  Great  Britain  the 
King  dissolved  Parliament  at  his  pleasure. 
Here,  he  said,  there  was  no  power  to  dissolve 
Congress.  Indeed,  there  was  no  similarity  in 
the  two  Governments.  He  said  he  had  no  fear 
of  any  mischief  being  done  by  Congress  meet- 
ing earlier ;  but  he  was  opposed  to  their  meet- 
ing earlier,  because  they  would  do  more  good 
by  staying  away.  Could  any  man  say  what 
would  take  place  between  this  day  and  the 
third  of  March  ?  And  yet  the  House  were  now 
called  on  to  determine  on  an  extra  session.  He 
was  for  giving  such  time,  after  the  deliberations 
of  the  present  session  closed,  as  that  Great  Brit- 
ain might  see  what  we  had  done,  and  consider 
whether  she  would  retract  or  go  to  war,  for  if 
she  did  not  retract,  war  must  be  the  conse- 
quence. Mr.  M.  said  he  would  give  every  op- 
portunity for  peace ;  he  would  not  be  for  hurry- 
ing the  matter.  He  had  no  opinion  that 
Congress  being  in  session  would  have  any  effect 
on  the  people.  The  cry  of  an  intention  to  de- 
stroy commerce  was  not  to  make  him  do  a 
single  thing  which  he  would  not  otherwise  do. 
No  man  can  believe  that  we  who  raise  pro- 
duce should  wish  it  to  lie  on  our  hands,  as  is 
now  our  situation.  It  is  maritime  rights  for 
which  we  contend.  For  these  we  planters  are 
making  sacrifices,  and  we  know  it.  As  to  the 
grower  it  is  immaterial  in  point  of  interest  into 
what  ship  or  wagon  his  produce  goes ;  but  he 
is  contending  for  the  interests  of  his  mercantile 
brethren.  A  great  deal  has  been  said  about  re- 
pealing the  embargo  to  put  an  end  to  discon- 
tents. Let  gentlemen  beware  of  it,  lest  in 
trying  to  please  everybody,  they  please  no- 
body. Let  us  do  what  is  right,  that  is  the  only 
ground  for  us  to  take.  "Whenever  we  begin  to 
temporize,  that  principle  is  abandoned.    I  disa- 


gree with  the  gentleman  from  Tennessee  as  to 
the  expediency  of  continuing  the  embargo ;  I  do 
not  believethat  it  would  be  inexpedient  to  try  it 
beyond  May.  I  believe  we  ought  to  try  it  be- 
yond September.  This  is  my  opinion.  "What 
effect  do  gentlemen  expect  that  the  embargo 
wUl  have  had  in  May  ?  Not  more  than  at  this 
moment.  "While  every  day  from  that  time  till 
September,  it  will  be  more  and  more  effectual. 
I  never  voted  for  it  as  a  permanent  measure ; 
but  my  opinion  was,  as  I  stated  it,  that  it  might 
be  necessary  to  hold  on  to  it  for  one,  two,  or 
three  years.  I  might  be  wrong,  but  this  was 
my  opinion  then,  and  I  have  not  changed  it. 
As  to  an  extra  session,  I  have  never  thought  of 
it ;  but  I  am  willing  to  leave  it  to  the  Exec- 
utive. It  has  been  so  suddenly  suggested, 
however,  that  I  would  not  undertake  to  decide 
positively  on  the  subject.  I  should  rather  in- 
cline to  let  them  send  to  us  now ;  we  have  sent 
to  them  long  enough.  As  to  the  people  being 
tired  of  the  embargo,  whenever  they  want  war 
in  preference  to  it,  they  will  send  their  petitions 
here  to  that  effect.  "When  gentlemen  from  the 
Eastern  States  say,  that  the  people  there  are 
tired  of  it,  perhaps  they  speak  coiTCctly.  As  to 
all  the  talk  of  insurrections  and  divisions,  it  has 
no  effect  on  me.  "When  the  sedition  law  was 
passed  under  the  former  Administration,  it  was 
said  that  the  people  would  not  bear  it.  I 
thought  then  as  now,  that  the  elections  would 
show  their  disapprobation,  and  that  they  would 
manifest  it  in  that  way  alone.  "When  the  peo- 
ple are  tired  of  the  embargo,  as  a  means  of 
preserving  peace,  they  will  tell  you  so,  and  say, 
"  Give  us  war !  "  But  none  have  said  so ;  and 
yet,  sir,  I  know  well  that  myself  and  some 
others  are  blamed  for  our  adherence  to  this 
measure.  I  can  only  say,  that  it  is  an  honest 
adherence.  I  do  believe  that  the  continuance 
of  that  measure,  with  the  addition  of  a  bill  now 
on  your  table,  (non-intercourse  bill,)  is  the  best 
thing  you  can  do ;  and  if  I  thought  that  Con- 
gress would  declare  war  in  May,  I  should  be 
much  more  averse  to  meeting  then  than  I  am 
now ;  but  I  do  not  believe  it  wiU. 

The  question  was  now  taken  on  the  motion 
of  Mr.  D.  K.  "Williams  to  strike  out  the  words 
"fourth  Monday  in  May,"  and  lost. 

No  other  amendment  being  offered  to  the 
bill,  it  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed  for  a  third 
reading.  The  bill  being  brought  in  engrossed, 
a  motion  was  made  that  the  same  be  read  the 
third  time  to-morrow :  and  the  question  being 
put  thereupon,  it  passed  in  the  negative. 

A  motion  was  then  made  by  Mr.  Smilie,  that 
the  bill  be  now  read  the  third  time  ;  and  the 
question  being  taken  thereupon,  it  was  resolved 
in  the  affirmative. 

The  said  biU  was,  accordingly,  read  the  third 
time:  "Whereupon,  Mr.  Speaker  stated  the 
question  from  the  chair,  that  the  same  do  pass  ? 
And,  the  question  being  taken,  it  was  resolved 
in  the  affiixnative-^yeas  80,  nays  26. 
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MoJTDAT,  February  6. 
Presidential  Election. 

Several  petitions  having  been  presented,  in 
addition  to  those  heretofore  stated,  against  the 
mode  in  which  the  late  election  in  the  State  of 
Massachusetts  was  conducted — 

Mr.  Baoon  offered  the  following  resolution : 

Resolved,  That  the  Clerk  of  this  Honse  do  carry  to 
the  Senate  the  several  memorials  from  sundry  citizens 
of  the  State  of  Massachusetts,  remonstrating  against 
the  mode  in  which  the  appointment  of  Electors  for 
President  and  Vice  President  has  been  proceeded  to 
on  the  part  of  the  Senate  and  House  of  Represent- 
atives of  said  State,  as  irregular  and  unconstitutional, 
and  praying  for  the  interference  of  the  Senate  and 
House  of  Representatives  of  the  United  States,  for 
the  purpose  of  preventing  ike  estcAlishment  of  so  dan- 
gerous a  precedent. 

Mr.  J.  Q.  jAOKSONsaidhe  saw  no  objection  to 
the  resolution,  or  even  to  going  farther  than  it 
proposed.  The  constitution  had  declared  that 
the  election  of  Electors  in  each  State  should  be 
held  in  such  manner  as  the  Legislature  should 
direct ;  and,  he  said,  he  never  could  consent  to 
the  doctrine  that  any  set  of  men,  without  the 
authority  of  law,  could  make  an  election  of 
Electors.  He  believed  that  the  case  was  not 
provided  for  ;  and  as  the  present  case  could  not 
vary  the  general  result  of  the  Presidential  elec- 
tion, gentlemen  appeared  not  to  be  disposed  to 
interfere  in  it.  But,  he  hoped  it  would  operate 
on  the  House  to  induce  them  to  consider  the 
propriety  of  providing  some  mode  of  hereafter 
distinguishing  between  legal,  and  illegal  or  sur- 
reptitious election. 

Mr.  Van  Hoene  moved  to  strike  out  the 
words  ra  italic,  as  he  understood  them  as  com- 
mitting the  House  to  express  an  opinion  on  the 
subject  of  the  petitions.     Motion  lost — yeas  18. 

Opening  and  Counting  the  Electoral  Votes  for 
President  and  Vice  President. 
Mr.  Nicholas  offered  the  following  order  : 
Ordered,  That  a  message  he  sent  to  the  Senate  to 
inform  them  that  this  House  is  now  ready  to  attend 
them  in  opening  the  certificates  and  counting  the 
votes  of  the   Electors  of  the  several  States,   in  the 
choice  of  a  President  and  Vice  President  of  the  Unit- 
ed States,  in  pursuance  of  the  resolution  of  the  two 
Houses  of  Congress  of  the  7th  instant" ;  and  that  the 
Clerk  of  the  House  do  go  with  the  said  message. 

Mr.  Randolph  said  it  had  sometimes  been 
the  case,  he  did  not  say  it  had  been  the  practice, 
that  this  House  had  met  the  other  branch  of 
the  Legislature  in  their  Chamber,  for  the  pur- 
pose of  counting  the  votes ;  in  which  cases, 
very  properly  indeed,  this  House  being  in  the 
Chamber  of  the  Senate,  the  President  of  that 
body  had  taken  the  chair.  Mr.  R.  said  he  now 
understood  that  it  was  proposed,  without  any 
vote  of  this  House  for  the  purpose,  that  the 
President  of  the  Senate  was  to  take  the  chaii? 
of  this  House ;  that  the  Speaker  was  to  leave 
the  chair,  to  make  way  for  the  President  of 
another  body.  To  this,  he,  for  one,  could  never 
consent.    I  conceive,  said  he,  that  such  a  pro- 


ceeding would  derogate,  very  materially,  from 
the  dignity,  if  not  from  the  rights  of  this  body. 
I  can  never  consent,  Mr.  Speaker,  that  any  other 
person  than  yourself,  or  the  Chairman  of  the 
Committee  of  the  whole  House,  should  take  the 
chair,  except  by  a  vote  of  the  House.  I  hope, 
therefore,  that  this  matter  may  be  well  under- 
stood. I  conceive  it  to  be  a  respect  which  we 
owe  to  ourselves,  and  to  the  people,  Whose  im- 
mediate representatives  we  are,  never  to  suffer, 
by  a  sort  of  prescriptive  right,  the  privileges  of 
this  House  t%,be  in  anywise  diminished,  or  its 
dignity  to  fade  before  that  of  any  other  assem- 
bly of  men  whatever. 

Mr.  Nicholas  said  he  was  as  imwilling  as  any 
other  gentleman  to  surrender  the  privileges  of 
the  House.  When  assembled  as  the  House  of 
Representatives,  he  agreed  that  none  but  the 
Speaker  should  take  the  chair ;  but,  on  the  oc- 
casion of  counting  out  the  votes,  he  did  not  con- 
sider the  House  of  Representatives  to  be  formed 
as  a  distinct  body.  In  meeting  on  this  occa- 
sion, he  said,  it  always  had  been  usual,  since 
the  establishment  of  the  Government,  for  the 
Vice  President  of  the  United  States,  or  the  Pres- 
ident ,pro  tempore  of  the  Senate,  to  take  the 
chair.  There  was,  also,  a  propriety  in  this 
course,  because,  by  the  constitution,  the  Vice 
President  is  to  open  the  votes.  For  twenty 
years  the  practice  had  been  that  the  President 
of  the  Senate  presided  in  joint  meeting. 

Mr.  Nicholas  moved,  in  order  to  do  away 
any  difficulty  in  this  case,  that  when  the  mem- 
bers of  the  Senate  were  introduced,  the  Speaker 
should  relinquish  the  chair  to  the  President  of 
the  Senate. 

Mr.  Davenport  supported  this  motion.  _  He 
had  no  doubt  of  the  propriety  of  the  President 
of  the  Senate  presiding  at  a  joint  meeting,  more 
especially,  as  he  was  the  person  designated  by 
the  constitution  for  counting  out  the  votes. 

Mr.  Randolph  said  that  if  this  course  were 
taken,  the  Senate  ought  to  be  notified  of  this 
act  of  courtesy  on  the  part  of  the  House  ;  if 
not,  it  might  appear  that  the  President  of  the 
Senate  took  the  chair  as  a  matter  of  right.  He 
said  he  knew  that,  to  many  persons,  matters  of 
this  sort  appeared  to  be  of  minute  importance, 
but  in  every  thing  touching  the  privileges  of 
this  House,  as  it  regarded  the  claims  of  the 
other  co-ordinate  branches  of  the  Government, 
he  would  stickle  for  the  ninth  part  of  a  hair. 
It  was  well  known  that,  in  England,  the  privi- 
leges of  the  Commons  had  been  gained  inch  by 
inch  from  the  Kings  and  Nobles  by  a  steady 
perseverance;  and  that  man  must  have  very 
little  knowledge  of  mankind,  indeed,  who  was 
not  persuaded  that  those  privileges  might  he 
lost,  as  they  were  gained,  by  gradual  and  im- 
perceptible encroachment  on  the  one  hand,  and 
tacit  yielding  on  the  other.  This  was  not  a 
matter  of  great  consequence  in  itself ;  but  pow- 
er always  begot  power.  It  was  like  money,  he 
said;  any  man  could  make  money  who  had 
money.  So  any  man,  or  body  of  men,  who  had 
power,  could  extend  it.    I  have  nij  objection, 
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said  Mr.  E.,  very  far  from  it,  to  the  constitu- 
tional exercise  of  the  powers  and  privileges  of 
the  Senate.  Let  their  President  connt  the  votes, 
sir  ;  there  is  a  very  good  chair  for  him  in  which 
the  Olerk  now  sits.  But,  on  what  principle  is 
he  to  come  into  the  House  with  the  conscious- 
ness that  he  has  a  right  to  throw  you  out  of  the 
chair,  sir,  and  take  possession  of  it  ?  I  have  no 
idea  of  suffering  a  man  to  come  through  those 
folding-doors  with  such  a  sentiment.  If  he 
comes  into  this  House,  he  comes  from  courtesy, 
and  cannot  assume  your  chair,  Mr.  Speaker,  as 
a  matter  of  right,  hut  as  a  favor.  And,  if  the 
President  of  the  Senate  takes  possession  of  your 
chair  as  a  favor,  it  ought  to  be  announced  to 
the  Senate  as  such ;  for,  the  mere  vote  on  our 
side  amounts  to  nothing,  provided  that  he,  and 
the  body  over  whom  he  presides,  come  into  this 
House  under  the  knowledge,  (without  an  inti- 
mation from  us,)  that  you  are  to  leave  your 
chair,  and  he  is  to  take  posssession  of  it. 

Mr.  Smille  observed  that  there  was  no  fear 
of  the  privileges  of  this  body  being  encroached 
upon  by  any  other,  for  there  was  a  written 
constitution,  prescribing  the  powers  of  each 
1  body  ;  and,  at  the  same  time  that  it  was  prop- 
er to  be  careful  of  their  own  rights,  he  said  the 
House  should  be  careful  not  to  infringe  on  the 
rights  of  the  other  body.  In  respect  to  this 
question,  there  was  a  case  in  point.  In  one 
instance  whUe  Congress  sat  at  Philadelphia, 
the  Senate  had  come  into  the  Eepresentatives' 
Chamber  to  count  out  the  votes,  and  the  Pres- 
ident of  the  Senate  had  taken  the  chair  as  a 
matter  of  right.  We,  said  Mr.  S.,  are  sitting  as 
a  convention  of  the  two  Houses,  for  a  special 
purpose,  viz  :  to  count  out  the  votes.  Who  is 
properly  the  presiding  officer  in  this  case?  Un- 
questionably the  officer  directed  by  the  consti- 
tution to  open  the  votes.  And  I  consider  the 
Speaker  of  the  House,  on  this  occasion,  as  act- 
ing in  the  same  capacity  as  any  other  member 
of  the  House. 

After  some  further  observations  on  the  sub- 
ject from  Messrs.  Mastbes,  Lyon,  and  Maoon, 
the  motion  of  Mr.  Niohoias  was  agreed  to — 
yeas  98. 

Mr.  Randolph  then  moved  that  the  Senate 
be  acquainted,  by  message,  of  this  arrangement. 
Agreed  to — ^yeas  73. 

The  resolution  first  offered  by  Mr.  Nicholas 
was  then  agreed  to. 

On  the  suggestion  of  Mr.  Van  Dtkb,  it  was 
agreed  that  the  members  should  receive  the  Sen- 
ate standing  and  uncovered. 

The  time  for  counting  the  votes  having  arriv- 
ed, the  members  of  the  Senate,  preceded  by 
their  Sergeant-at- Arms,  entered  the  Eepresent- 
atives'Chamber,  Mr.  MiLLEDGE,  the  President 
pro  tempore,  took  the  Speaker's  chair,  and  the 
members  took  their  seats  on  the  right  hand  of 
the  chair.  The  tellers  were  ranged  in  front, 
and  the  Clerks  of  each  House  on  the  right  and 
left  of  the  tellers.  The  President  of  the  Senate 
opened  the  electoral  returns,  one  copy  of  which 
was  handed  to  the  teller  of  the  Senate,  Mr.  8. 


Smith,  who  read  it ;  the  tellers  of  the  House, 
Messrs.  Nicholas  mnd  Van  Dtkb,  comparing 
the  duplicate  returns  handed  to  them. 

When  this  business,  which  occupied  about 
two  hours,  was  concluded,  the  tellers  handed 
their  report  to  the  President  of  the  Convention, 
who  was  proceeding  to  read  it,  when 

Mr.  HiLLHOTJSE  observed  that  the  returns 
from  one  of  the  States  appeared  to  be  defective, 
the  Governor's  certificate  not  being  attached  to 
it.  He  thought  that  this  might  be  as  proper  a 
time  to  notice  it  aa  any. 

Nothing  farther  being  said  on  the  subject, 
however,  the  President  of  the  Senate  read  the 
following  statement  of  the  votes,  as  reported  by 
the  tellers : 

(For  the  statement  of  the  votes  see  Senate  pro- 
ceedings of  the  same  day,  ante,  p.  27.) 


Thubsdat,  February  9. 
Non-Intercourse. 

Mr.  Tatloe  said  it  would  be  recollected 
that,  in  the  course  of  the  public  business  of 
this  session,  a  resolution  reported  by  a  commit- 
tee on  our  foreign  relations  arising  out  of  a 
motion  of  a  member  frpm  North  Carolina,  for 
the  purpose  of  interdicting  commercial  inter- 
course with  such  belligerents  as  had  in  force 
decrees  or  edicts  against  the  lawful  commerce 
of  the  United  States,  had  been  agreed  to  and 
referred  to  the  same  committee,  who  had  re- 
ported a  bill  for  non-intercourse.  This  bill  in 
fact,  however,  comprised  but  one-half  of  the 
whole  subject  embraced  by  the  words  "  non-in- 
tercourse." The  bill  as  reported  to  this  House 
provided  for  the  non-importation  of  the  goods, 
wares,  and  merchandise,  the  growth  and  man- 
ufacture of  these  particular  countries.  That 
(said  he)  may  be  readily  accounted  for,  from  the 
circumstance  that  the  House  was  then  actually 
engaged  in  passing  a  law  for  the  enforcement  of 
the  embargo,  the  committee  therefore  having 
only  in  view  the  other  part  of  the  question,  so 
as  to  complete  a  non-intercourse.  After  that 
bill  was  reported,  a  gentleman  from  Tennessee, 
(Mr.  Ehea,)  in  order  that  the  whole  might  be 
incorporated  into  one,  offered  a  resolution  for 
that  purpose.  I  did  think  it  unnecessary  at 
that  time ;  but  as  the  course  of  business  seems 
to  look  towards  a  repeal  of  the  embargo,  in  or- 
der that  the  whole  subject  of  non-intercourse 
may  be  incorporated  in  the  bill  before  the 
House,  I  move  that  the  Committee  of  the 
Whole  be  discharged  from  the  consideration  of 
the  bill,  and  that  it  may  be  referred  to  a  com- 
mittee, in  order  that  it  may  be  made  in  fact 
what  the  title  imports  it  to  be,  completely,  a 
bill  for  non-intercourse  between  this  country 
and  those  nations  having  in  force  decrees  af- 
fecting our  neutral  rights. 

The  Committee  of  the  Whole  was  dis- 
charged from  the  further  consideration  of  the 
bill,  ayes  72. 

The  effect  of  the  votes  of  this  day,  is  to  re- 
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fer  to  the  Committee  on  Foreign  Relations, 
composed  of  Messrs.  G.  "W.  Oampbeix,  Nioho- 
I.A8,  Bacon,  Tayloe,  Fisk,  J.  Montqomeet, 
Mtimfokd,  Champion,  and  Poetee,  the  several 
propositions  for  the  repeal  of  the  embargo,  for 
arming  the  merchant  vessels,  for  non-inter- 
course, for  excluding  armed  vessels  from  our 
■waters,  and  for  declaring  the  first  capture  made 
in  violation  of  the  neutral  rights  of  the  United 
States  to  be  a  declaration  of  war,  &c.,  with 
leave  to  report  by  biU. 

The  chief  argument  in  favor  of  this  general 
reference  was,  that  these  propositions  might  be 
merged  in  one  bUl  which  should  present  a  gen- 
eral system,  and  thus  render  less  complicated 
the  proceedings  of  the  House  on  these  resolu- 
tions. The  main  arguments  against  it  were, 
that  it  would  destroy  aU  that  had  already  been 
done  in  Committee  of  the  Whole,  and  probably 
present  a  system  at  length  to  the  House  which 
would  not  be  approved,  and  thus  produce  no 
other  effect  at  this  late  period  of  the  session 
than  to  protract  discussion;  and  also  that  it 
would  encourage  that  speculation  now  going 
on  in  the  mercantile  towns,  and  be  ruinous 
to  many  men  of  moderate  capitals  who  had 
embarked  their  all  in  the  purchase  of  produce, 
in  the  certainty  that  the  embargo  would  be 
raised  on  the  4th  of  March. 


Tfesdat,  February  14. 
AdditioTMl  Duties. 

The  House  resolved  itself  into  a  Committee 
of  the  Whole  on  the  bill  for  imposing  addition- 
al duties  on  all  goods,  wares,  and  merchandise 
imported  into  the  United  States. 

[This  bin  provides  "  that  an  additional  duty 

of per  centum  on  the  permanent  duties 

now  imposed  by  law  upon  goods,  wares,  and 
merchandise,  imported  into  the  United  States 
from  foreign  ports  or  places,  shall  be  laid, 
levied  and  collected  upon  all  goods,  wares,  and 
merchandise,  which  shall,  after  the  thirty-first 
day  of  January,  1809,  be  imported  into  the 
United  States  from  any  foreign  port  or  place; 
and  a  fa/rther  addition  of  ten  per  centum  shall 
he  made  to  tJie  said  additional  duty  in  respect 
to  all  goods,  wares,  and  mereJiandise,  imported 
in  ships  or  vessels  not  of  the  United  States ; 
and  the  duties  imposed  by  this  act  shall  be  lev- 
ied and  collected  in  the  same  manner,  and  un- 
der the  same  regulations,  mode  of  security,  and 
time  of  payment,  respectively,  as  are  already 
prescribed  by  law,  in  relation  to  the  duties  now 
in  force  on  the  importation  of  articles  imported 
from  any  foreign  port  or  place.  That  this  act 
shall  continue  in  force  until  the  first  day  of 
April,  1810,  and  no  longer :  Provided  that  the 
additional  duties  laid  by  this  act,  shall  be  col- 
lected on  such  goods,  wares  and  merchandise, 
as  shall  have  been  imported  previous  to  the 
said  day."] 


Wednesday,  February,  15. 
Non-Inteircourse. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  Nicholas,  the  House  re- 
solved itself  into  a  Committee  of  the  Whole  on 
the  bill  for  interdicting  commercial  intercourse 
between  the  United  States  and  Great  Britain 
and  France,  and  for  other  purposes. 

Mr.  MiLNOK  moved  to  strike  out  the  first  sec- 
tion of  the  bill,  with  a  view  to  try  the  priuci- 
ple  of  the  non-intercourse  system.  In  support 
of  this  mo%)n,  he  alleged  the  impossibility  of 
carrying  the  system  iuto  effect;  for  he  con- 
ceived that  the  embargo  had  been  ineffectual 
from  the  impossibiUty  of  carrying  it  into  com- 
plete effect,  and  the  proposed  system  would  be 
as  difiicult  to  enforce.  He  thought  that  it 
would  be  impossible  to  carry  a  non-intercourse 
system  into  effect,  as  long  as  vessels  were  per- 
mitted to  go  to  sea.  He  had  many  other  ob- 
jections to  this  bill,  among  which  were  these  : 
that,  although  it  raised  the  embargo  only  in 
part,  the  permission  to  vessels  to  go  out,  would 
render  the  provision  for  a  partial  embargo  nu- 
gatory ;  that,  if  the  biU  were  to  pass  in  its 
present  shape,  it  was  to  be  doubted  whether 
any  revenue  officer  of  the  United  States  would 
understand  the  duty  enjoined  on  him  by  it ; 
that  a  time  only  two  days  previous  to  the 
meeting  of  the  next  Congress  was  fixed  upon 
as  the  day  upon  which  the  non-importation 
should  go  into  operation,  and  thus  the  bill  ap- 
peared to  manifest  a  distrust  of  that  Congress, 
who  certainly  would  be  more  competent  than 
the  present  Congress  to  decide  on  its  propriety 
at  that  time ;  that  a  non -intercourse  between 
these  countries,  would  but  compel  our  citizens 
to  pay  a  double  freight  to  and  from  the  entre- 
pot, without  producing  any  other  effect  than 
injuring  our  own  citizens ;  that  goods  from 
these  countries,  although  their  importation 
were  interdicted  by  law,  would  be  introduced 
nevertheless ;  that  the  extent  of  the  territory 
and  seacoast  of  the  United  States  was  so  great 
that  all  efforts  to  interdict  the  importation  of 
goods  must  be  ineffectual,  for  they  would  be 
introduced  contrary  to  law ;  thus  depriving  the 
United  States  of  the  revenue  which  would  be 
derived  from  them,  if  their  importation  were 
permitted  by  law.  Rather  than  accept  this 
system,  Mr.  M.  thought  it  would  be  better  that 
this  country  should  remain  yet  longer  under 
the  pressure  of  the  embargo,  which  he  had  no 
doubt  must  be  repealed  early  in  the  next  session. 

Mr.  QinNCY  entered  at  considerable  length 
into  an  examination  of  the  system  of  coercion 
on  foreign  nations,  by  means  of  commercial  re- 
strictions. The  idea  of  the  efficacy  of  this  system, 
he  traced  to  a  deeper  root  than  any  Adminis- 
tration under  this  Government.  It  was  an  error 
of  the  American  people,  originating  in  a  period 
antecedent  to  the  Revolution ;  it  grew;  out  of 
our  colonial  regulations.  It  began  to  be  a 
favorite  belief  with  the  people,  antecedent  to 
the  year  1760,  and  was  then  fostered  by  the 
patriots  of  that  day,  the  idea  being  also  encour- 
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aged  by  the  patriots  of  England.    Mr.  Q.  enter- 
ed into  a  comparative  statement  of  the  exports 
from  and  imports  to  Great  Britain  from  Amer- 
ica at  two  different  periods,  viz :  the  nine  years 
preceding  the  year  1775,  and  the  nine  years 
succeeding  it,  with  a  view  to  show  that  the 
average  imports  into  Great  Britain  from  all  the 
world,  dm-ing  the  nine  years'  peace  with  this 
country,  amounted    to    about    one-thirteenth 
more  than  the  average  imports  during  the  same 
period  of  war;    and  the  exports  diminished, 
nearly  in  the  same  proportion.    From  his  state- 
ments on  this  head  and  a  comparison  of  the 
present  relative  situation  of  the  two  countries, 
Mr.  Q.  drew  the  inference  that  this  supposed 
means  of  coercing  the  European  powers,  did 
not  exist.    He  deemed  it  peculiarly  unfortunate 
that  a  confidence  in  this  power  of  coercion  had 
so  long  existed,  as  it  had  prevented  the  United 
States  from  making  preparations  which  they 
otherwise  might  have  made.    He  hoped  the  idea 
would  now  cease.     In  relation  to  our  present 
situation,  he  recommended  a  plain  remedy,  com- 
prised in  two  words :  "  Follow  nature."   What 
did  she  first  dictate  for  remedying  any  complaint  ? 
The  removal  of  all  obstructions  on  her  operations. 
Mr.  Q.  therefore  recommended  the  removal  of 
the  embargo,  the  repeal  of  the  non-importation 
act,  and  the  abandonment  of  the  non-intercourse 
system.   He  wished  "  peace  if  possible ;  if  war, 
union  in  that  war ; "  for  this  reason,  he  wished  a 
negotiation  to  be  opened  unshackled  with  those 
impediments  to  it  which  now  existed.    As  long 
as  they  remained,  the  people  in  the  portion  of 
country  whence  he  came,  would  not  deem  an 
unsuccessful  attempt  at  negotiation  to  be  cause 
for  war ;  if  they  were  moved,  and  an  earnest 
attempt  at  negotiation  was  made,  unimpeded 
with  these  restrictions,  and  should  not  meet 
with  success,  they  would  join  heartily  in  a  war. 
They  would  not,  however,  go  to  war  to  contest 
the  rights  of  Great  Britain  to  search  American 
vessels  for  British  seamen ;  for  it  was  a  general 
opinion  with  them  that  if  American  seamen 
were  encouraged,  there  would  be  no  occasion 
for  the  employment  of  foreign  seamen.    A  re- 
moval of  the  embargo,  without  adopting  any 
other  measure,  until  the  event  of  negotiation 
had  been  tried,  Mr.  Q.  said,  would  first  prevent 
any  collision  \v;ith  the  belligerents  which  might 
tend  to  embarrass  negotiation;  and,  secondly, 
would  give  an  opportnlxity  to  the  country  to 
ascertain  what  would  be  the  practical  operation 
of  these  orders  and  decrees,  on  our  commerce ; 
and  give  an  opportunity  to  the  next  Congress 
to  shape  its  measures  according  to  their  actual 
effect.    If  commerce  did  not  suffer,  the  knowl- 
edge of  this  fact  would  supersede  the  necessity 
of  any  other  measure,  and  peace  would  follow 
of  course ;  if,  on  the  contrary,  a  general  sweep 
was  made  of  aU  the  property  afioat,  it  would 
unite  all  parties  in  a  war.    Mr.  Q.  concluded  a 
speech  of  two  hours  in  length,  by  lamenting 
the  state  of  the  country,  and  invoking  the  spirit 
which    "  rides  the  whirlwind  and  directs  the 
storm,"  to  guide  the  nation  to  a  happy  result. 


Mr.  Nicholas  replied  to  the  observations  of 
Mr.  Qtjinot  on  the  subject  of  the  legal  opposi- 
tion to  the  embargo  laws  in  Massachusetts.  He 
said  if  the  laws  of  the  nation  were  to  be  resist- 
ed in  the  manner  in  which  he  lamented  to  say 
that  he  saw  it  contemplated  in  one  part  of  the 
community,  it  became  the  duty  of  this  Legisla- 
ture to  meet  it ;  it  was  not  compatible  with 
their  duty  to  shrink  from  it.    He  could  not  con- 
sent that  thirteen  or  fourteen    States  should 
submit  to  one.    As  men  vested  with  certain 
powers  by  the  Constitution,  Congress  could  not 
transfer  the  powers  to  any  State  Legislature  or 
to  any  town.     In  relation  to  negotiating  with 
measures  of  coercion  in  existence,  Mr.  N.  asked, 
when  did  the  violations  of  our  rights  commence  ? 
So  long  ago  that  the  precise  time  could  not  be 
fixed.     When  did  onr  coercive  measures  com- 
mence? In  1806.  Mr.  N.  noticed  the  negotiators 
during  whose  Ministry  abroad  these  injuries  had 
commenced,  and  continued.   Mr.  King,  Mr.  Mon- 
roe, and  Mr.  Pinkney,  aU  honorable  men,  had 
successively  represented  the  United  States  in 
Great  Britain.     And  could  any  thing  be  gather- 
ed from  any  thing  they  had  ever  written  or 
said,  to  induce  a  belief  that  this  Government 
had  not  acted  with  sincerity  ?     There  was  the 
most  conclusive  evidence  to  the  contrary.     Mr. 
N".  said,  he  would  ask  nothing  of  Great  Britain 
or  France  that  would  tend  to  sacrifice  their 
honor ;  and  he  wished,  when  gentlemen  dwelt 
so  much  on  the  regard  of  foreign  nations  for 
their  national  character,  that  they  would  re- 
spect a  little  the  character  of  onr  own  country. 
Mr.  D.  E.  Williams  said  he  had  been  decid- 
edly in  favor  of  issuing  letters  of  marque  and 
reprisal  at  once ;  he  believed  it  would  have  cut 
off  all  that  fungus  matter  now  deteriorating  the 
body  politic — ^for  the  people  of  New  England 
were  as  patriotic  as  any,  and  when  the  choice 
was  between  their  own  and  a  foreign  country, 
they  would  cUng  to  their  own.  It  was  the  hot- 
bed politicians  who  stirred  them  up ;  and  it  was 
necessary  to  do  something  promptly  to  put  an 
end  to  their  intrigues.    Mr.   W.  disliked  the 
non-intercourse  system  throughout.  If  he  could 
not  get  war,  or  a  continuance  of  the  embargo, 
he    wished,   inasmuch   as  Great  Britain  and 
France  had  each  interdicted  us  from  going  to 
the  other,  to  declare  that  neither  their  armed 
nor  unarmed  ships  should  contaminate  our  wa- 
ters.     This  was  a  system  which  required  no 
exertion    of  patriotism    to  carry  into   effect, 
which  could  excite  no  animosities  between  the 
North  and  South.    In  relation  to  the  non-inter- 
course, he  believed  that  it  could  not  be  enforc- 
ed, and  used  a  variety  of  arguments  to  show 
that  it  could  not.     If  it  could  be  enforced,  he 
believed  it  would  be  prodigiously  partial.      If 
the  embargo  was  to  be  taken  off,  and  war  not 
to  be  substituted ;  if  the  nation  was  to  submit, 
he  wished  to  do  it  profitably.      If  the  embargo 
were  raised  as  to  a  single  spot,  it  was  raised  en- 
tirely to  all  effectual  purposes.      Then  let  your 
vessels  go,  said  he,  without  let  or  hindrance; 
let  them  go  and  be  burnt ;  your  merchants  will 
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then  feel  that  the  embargo  was  a  shield  spread 
over  them,  and  will  come  back  to  yom*  protec- 
tion, like  the  prodigal  son,  and  unite  like  breth- 
ren in  the  common  canse.  Mr,  W.  said,  his 
plan  was  to  interdict  the  entrance  of  our  ports 
to  belligerent  Vessels,  armed  or  unarmed,  and 
lay  a  tax  of  fifty  per  centum  on  their  manufac- 
tures. Great  Britain  must,  then,  either  go  to 
war  or  treat  with  us.  K  she  was  inclined  to  go 
to  war  in  preference  to  revoking  her  Orders  in 
Council,  let  her  do  so.  But  he  was  inclined  to 
believe  that  she  would  treat.  If  she  seized  our 
vessels,  however,  the  effect  would  be  inevitable. 
Division  amongst  us  would  be  done  away,  all 
would  unite  heart  and  hand  in  war.  Mr.  W. 
replied  to  a  number  of  the  observations  of  Mr. 
QuiNOT,  particularly  in  relation  to  his  position 
that  all  obstructions  ought  to  be  removed  with 
a  view  to  negotiation.  He  asked,  what  security 
had  the  United  States,  if  they  did  aU  this,  if 
they  submitted  to  such  abject  humiliation,  that 
Great  Britain  would  treat  ?  "Was  it  to  be  ex- 
pected that  she  would  treat  more  liberally  with 
us,  when  we  solicited  as  slaves,  than  she  would 
while  we  magnanimously  contended  for  our 
rights?  The  gentleman  from  Massachusetts, 
when  repeating  his  creed,  had  forgotten  a  part, 
viz:  "Unfurl  the  banners  of  the  Republic 
against  the  imperial  standard  1  "  This  would 
complete  a  project  he  had  lately  seen  proposed 
from  the  East ;  and,  as  to  its  application,  coin- 
ciding with  the  wishes  over  the  water,  would 
be  just  such  a  project  as  Mr.  Canning  might 
dictate.  "  Eevoke  your  proclamation,  remove 
the  embargo,"  and  "  unfarl  the  republican  ban- 
ners against  the  Imperial  standard."  Mr.  "W. 
concluded  a  speech  of  an  hour  and  a  half  in 
length,  with  giving  notice  that  he  should  move 
to  amend  the  biU,  when  the  present  motion  was 
decided,  by  striking  out  aU  that  part  of  it  relat- 
ing to  non-intercourse,  and  inserting  a  provision 
interdicting  the  entrance  of  our  harbors  to  any 
vessels  of  Great  Britain  and  France,  and  impos- 
ing an  additional  duty  on  all  goods  imported 
from  those  countries. 

When  Mr.  W.  concluded,  the  committee  rose, 
and  obtained  leave  to  sit  again. 


Tecuesdat,  February  16. 
Additional  Duties. 

The  House  resolved  itself  into  a  committee 
of  the  Whole,  on  the  bill  for  unposing  additional 
duties  on  all  the  goods,  wares,  and  merchandise, 
imported  into  the  United  States. 

The  biU  was  amended  so  as  to  take  effect 
"from  and  after  the  passage  thereof." 

The  proposition  .offered  by  Mr.  D.  R.  Wil- 
liams, when  the  biU  was  before  under  considera- 
tion, was  withdrawn. 

Mr.  Cook  renewed  the  proposition,  viz :  to 
confine  the  duties  to  he  increased,  to  goods  im- 
ported from  Great  Britain  and  France,  and  the 
colonies  of  either ;  and  spoke  an  hour  and  a 
half  in  support  of  his  motion,  and  m  opposition 
to  the   non-intercourse  system.     He  was  in 


favor  of  discriminating  duties,  because  he  was 
opposed  to  the  non-intercourse,  which  he  con- 
sidered the  best  means  of  depressing  our  navi- 
gating interest  and  advancing  that  of  Britain ; 
because  the  produce  of  the  United  States  would 
be  carried  to  some  place  of  depot  in  the  vicini- 
ty, and  thence  be  carried  to  Europe  in  British 
bottoms,  while  a  large  proportion  of  American 
shipping  would  be  inactive.  He  thought  that, 
under  the  arming  system,  we  could  trade  with 
at  least  as  much  honor  and  with  much  more 
profit  than  under  the  non-intercourse  system. 
He  contendeS  that  the  non-intercourse  system 
was  precisely  calculated  to  destroy  that  moral 
principle  wMch  had  heretofore  so  strictly  en- 
forced our  revenue  laws;  that  the  system  of 
restriction  was  partial,  operating  so  equally  on 
the  people  of  the  South,  that  no  individuals 
particularly  suffered  from  it,  while  in  the  North 
and  East  individuals  were  ruined  by  it,  and  thus 
a  general  distress  produced ;  that  it  would  be 
the  most  discouraging  act  to  the  mercantile 
interest,  ever- passed  by  the  Government,  for  it 
would  throw  the  trade  in  all  the  produce  kept 
in  the  country  by  the  embargo  into  foreign 
hands  at  the  expense  of  the  American  mer- 
chant ;  that  the  system  could  not  be  enforced 
with  so  extensive  a  frontier  and  seaooast  as  we 
possess;  that  it  was  a  measure  calculated  to 
produce  irritation  on  foreign  nations,  without 
having  the  least  coercive  effect ;  that  it  was  a 
pohtical  suicide,  without  the  consolation  of 
company  in  it.  Mr.  C.  was,  with  his  consti- 
tuents, in  favor  of  further  negotiation,  and  a 
firm  assertion  of  our  rights,  which,  if  refused  to 
be  acknowledged,  he  would  maintain.  It  was 
high  time  to  abandon  visionary  schemes  and 
impracticable  projets,  and  to  pass  good,  plain, 
common  sense  laws.  He  believed  that  this 
discrimination  of  duties  and  arming  our  mer- 
chant vessels  would  be  such  a  law.  He  spoke 
more  than  an  hour  and  a  half. 

Mr.  O.'s  motion  was  negatived  by  a  very 
large  majority.  The  committee  then  rose,  and 
reported  the  bill. 

The  amendments  made  in  Committee  of  the 
Whole  were  severally  agreed  to  by  the  House ; 
and,  on  the  question  that  the  bill  be  engrossed 
for  a, third  reading,  Mr. Liveemoee  called  for 
the  yeas  and  nays.  There  were  for  it  85,  against 
it  27. 

2fon-Intercourse. 

Tie  House  again  resolved  itself  into  a  Com- 
mittee of  the  Whole,  on  the  bill  for  interdicting 
commercial  intercourse. 

Mr.  Milnoe's  motion  for  striking  out  the  first 
section  being  under  consideration- 
Mr.  KioHOLAs  rose  and  addressed  the  Chair 
as  follows : 

Mr.  Chairman :  I  shall  not  conceal  or  disguise 
my  opinion ;  it  has  been  and  continues  to  be, 
that  when  the  embargo  shall  cease,  war  wUl  be 
the  only  proper  and  honorable  course  for  this 
country  to  pursue,  if  reparation  shall  not  have 
beto  made  for  the  injuries  we  have  received. 
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Under  this  conviction,  I  proposed  a  resolution 
limiting  tlie  duration  of  the  embargo,  and  au- 
thorizing, at  the  same  time,  the  issuing  of  letters 
of  marque  and  reprisal.  I  trust,  sir,  I  shall  be 
pardoned  for  expressing  the  deep  regret  and 
affliction  I  feel  for.the  failure  of  a  measure  so 
important  in  my  judgment,  to  the  best  interests 
of  my  country.  I  voted  for  the  embargo  as  a 
precautionary  and  as  a  coercive  measure.  In 
its  first  character,  its  -wisdom  must  be  admitted 
by  all.  Its  effects  as  a  coercive  measure  would, 
I  believe,  have  been  equally  certain,  if  the  mis- 
conduct of  some  of  our  own  people,  and  the  rev- 
olution in  Spain,  had  not  impeded  its  action. 
Unless  we  were  determined  to  persevere  in  our 
claims  for  redress,  and  to  assert  our  rights,  the 
embargo,  even  as  a  measure  of  precaution,  was 
unnecessary.  It  gave  no  protection  to  our  prop- 
erty abroad,  it  gave  it  no  security  on  its  way 
home,  it  only  preserved  it  after  its  return. 
When  the  injuries  of  which  we  complain  were 
inflicted,  our  choice  was  between  submission 
and  resistance.  We  determined  to  resist,  and 
commenced  our  resistance  by  laying  an  embargo, 
with  the  hope  that  it  might  of  itself  induce  the 
belligerents  to  do  us  justice ;  and  if  this  expec- 
tation were  disappointed,  that  we  might  pre- 
pare for  war,  by  preserving  in  our  owji  posses- 
sion, our  essential  resources — men  and  money. 
If  resistance  was  not  our  determination,  I  do 
not  hesitate  to  say,  that  the  embargo  was  un- 
wise and  unnecessary.  If  we  intended  ultimate- 
ly to  abandon  our  rights  without  another  effort, 
we  should  have  suffered  less  both  in  reputation 
and  in  property,  by  immediate  submission,  than 
by  now  receding  from  the  ground  we  have 
taken,  I  do  not  believe  that  a  single  supporter 
of  the  embargo  looked  to  it  as  the  ,last  resort  of 
this -country.  For  myself,  I  disclaim  the  im- 
pression, and  declare  that  I  was  ready  to  aban- 
don it  for  war,  when  its 'primary  objects  should 
be  attained,  and  its  coercive  power  fairly  tested. 
I  have  stated  that  I  considered  the  return  of 
our  citizens,  the  security  of  our  property,  and 
the  employment  of  time  in  preparation  for  war, 
as  the  great  and  more  certain  effects  of  the 
embargo.  All  these  advantages  we  have  deriv- 
ed from  it.  I  believe  it  is  time  to  change  our 
measures,  and  to  place  our  future  reliance  upon 
Providence,  and  upon  the  energies  and  valor  of 
our  citizens.  Upon  this  point,  however,  I  think 
with  a  minority.  There  has  been  a  vote  of  this 
House  against  immediate  war.  Under  these 
circumstances  what  ought  I  to  do?  I  must 
either  vote  against  every  expedient  which  falls 
short  of  what  I  deem  the  most  proper  course, 
or  assent  to  that  which  accords  most  with  what 
I  think  right.  If  it  were  my  individual  concern, 
I  should  certainly  rely  upon  my  own  judgment : 
but  when  every  thing  dear  to  my  country  is  at 
stake,  I  cannot  justify  to  myself  a  pertinacious 
adherence  to  a  proposition  already  rejected  by 
a  great  majority,  which  would  hazard  the  loss 
of  a  measure,  the  best,  in  my  opinion,  that  can 
be  obtained.  After  having  offered  what  I 
thought  the  best,  and  seen  it  rejected,  I  think 


with  the  gentleman  from  South  Carolina,  that  I 
am  at  liberty,  and  that  it  is  my  duty,  to  unite 
with  others  in  support  of  attainable  measures 
which  appear  to  me  to  be  conducive  to  the 
interest  of  the  country.  The  bUl  upon  your 
table  appears  to  me  to  be  such  a  measure.  It 
maintains  our  attitude  towards  the  belligerents 
better  than  any  measure  which  I  have  heard 
proposed,  and  if  it  be  not  the  most  effectual 
resistance,  at  least,  it  is  not  submission.  It 
continues  our  solemn  protest  against  their  vio- 
lations of  our  rights ;  it  takes  new,  and  in  some 
respects,  stronger  grounds  against  them.  It  ex- 
cludes from  our  waters,  ports,  and  harbors,  aU 
their  vessels,  public  and  private ;  it  excludes 
from  our  country  aU  their  products  and  man- 
ufactures; and  forbids  our  citizens  to  debase 
and  degrade  their  country  by  a  commercial 
intercourse  which  would  stain  and  pollute  them 
with  the  payment  of  an  ignominious  tribute  to 
a  foreign  nation.  It  reserves  the  great  question 
to  be  decided  by  the  next  Congress,  which  will 
be  informed  of  the  wishes  of  the  American  peo- 
ple ;  who  can  best  determine  how  far  they  will 
submit  to  have  their  rights  trampled  on,  at  the 
will  and  pleasure  of  foreign  nations.  By  keep- 
ing the  question  open  for  their  discussion,  I 
have  the  utmost  confidence  that  our  rights, 
honor,  and  independence,  will  be  maintained. 
The  gentleman  from  Pennsylvania  asked  yester- 
day, why  not  repeal  the  embargo  laws,  and 
provide  for  the  enforcement  of  this  system  by  a 
new  law  ?  In  addition  to  the  reasons  I  have 
stated,  J  will  mention  another,  which  has  great 
weight.  We  are  told  that  one  of  the  States  of 
this  Union  is  about  to  pass  a  law,  imposing 
penalties  on  persons  employed  in  the  execution 
of  those  laws  within  that  State.  I  will  never 
consent,  under  these  circumstances,  to  adopt 
any  measure  which  might  wear  the  aspect  of 
yielding  to  a  threat  like  this.  No  man  laments 
more  sincerely  than  1  do,  that  the  Legislature 
of  any  State  should  take  such  a  step,  but  I  think 
it  of  the  utmost  importance  that  the  Govern- 
ment of  the  United  States  should  maintain  its 
authority,  and  that  it  should  be  ascertained 
whether  its  measures  may  at  any  time  be  em- 
barrassed by  the  Legislatures  of  one  or  more 
States,  or  its  laws  annulled  by  their  authority. 
Such  could  not,  I  believe,  have  been  the  im- 
pression either  of  the  people  or  of  the  States 
when  the  General  Government  was  formed; 
and  if  this  conduct  be  persevered  in  or  submit- 
ted to,  it  wiU,  in  effect,  supersede  the  Govern- 
ment, and  must  speedily  terminate  in  its  disso- 
lution. I  hope  aud  trust  that  the  wisdom  and 
patriotism  of  the  Legislature  of  Massachusetts 
will  not  permit  such  a  law  to  be  enacted.  Other- 
wise, I  do  not  doubt  that  the  people  at  the 
Spring  elections,  will  choose  men  solicitous  to 
heal,  by  every  means  within  their  power,  the 
wounds  inflicted  on  the  constitution.  It  is  a 
pamful  duty  to  notice  this  subject.  I  have  ever 
been  devoted  to  the  Union  of  the  States.  I 
would  cherish  and  support  it  at  every  hazard, 
and  would  sacrifice  to  its  preservation  every 
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tiling  but  the  rights  and  liberties  of  one  section, 
in  compliance  to  the  wishes  of  another.  On 
such  conditions  it  would  be  vassalage,  not  union. 
To  yield  in  the  present  instance,  would  be 
yielding  the  Government  to  a  minority.  It  is 
not  practicable,  however,  to  act  upon  the  sub- 
ject during  the  present  session,  nor  do  I  wish 
it.  I  have  the  utmost  confidence  in  the  people 
of  Massachusetts,  and  have  no  doubt  but  that 
their  good  sense  wiU  apply  the  proper  cor- 
rective. K  they  do  not,  it  will  then  remain  for 
the  other  States,  after  giving  to  the  subject  the 
solemn  and  deliberate  consideration  which  it 
merits,  to  decide  whether  they  have  a  Govern- 
ment or  not,  whether  it  is  compatible  with  their 
happiness  and  interests  to  preserve  a  Govern- 
ment whose  acts  are  binding  on  them  only  who 
are  willing  to  obey  them ;  whether  they  will 
submit  that  the  public  officers  of  the  tJnited 
States  shall  be  punished  for  the  faithful  per- 
formances of  their  duty. 

I  have  confined  my  observations  within  as 
narrow  limits  as  possible.  It  is  not  now  neces- 
sary to  speak  of  our  injuries,  of  the  necessity  of 
resistance,  nor  even  of  the  superior  advantages 
of  any  particular  mode  of  resistance ;  for  it  is,  I 
believe,  a  very  prevalent  opinion  in  this  House, 
as  well  as  with  the  nation,  that  we  have  already 
deliberated  enough,  and  that  it  is  incumbent  on 
us  to  act,  I  will,  therefore,  very  briefly  notice 
some  objections  I  have  heard  to  the  bill.  It  is 
urged  that  our  products  will  find  their  way  to 
Great  Britain  and  France,  but  certainly  to 
Great  Britain,  by  circuitous  routes,  and  that  we 
shaU  derive  less  profit  from  them  on  that  ac- 
count, than  if  a  direct  intercourse  were  permit- 
ted. This  cannot  be  denied,  nor  is  there  a  man 
who  would  not  prefer  a  free  trade  with  the 
whole  world,  if  it  could  be  enjoyed  upon  equal 
and  honorable  terms,  to  a  commerce  so  limited 
and  shackled  as  ours  is  at  this  time  by  the  bel- 
ligerent edicts.  The  question  is  not  now  how 
we  can  most  advantageously  avail  ourselves 
of  a  momentary  commerce,  but  how  we  can  as- 
sert the  national  sovereignty,  and  best  secure 
the  permanent  interests  of  the  United  States. 
No  gentleman,  I  presume,  will  contend  that  it 
is  better  for  us  to  permit  a  disgraceful  inter- 
course with  any  nation,  than  to  endure  a  tem- 
porary privation,  until  we  can  trade  on  fair  and 
honorable  terms.  Gentlemen  cannot  delude 
themselves  with  any  expectation  of  advantage 
from  the  commerce  now  allowed  to  us.  The 
two  most  valuable  products  of  this  coimtry  must 
ruin  and  beggar  those  interested  in  their  cul- 
ture— I  mean  cotton  and  tobacco.  It  is  well 
known  that  the  quantity  of  tobacco  annually 
produced,  is  fully  equal  to  the  annual  consump- 
tion, and  that  we  have  now  two  crops  on  hand ; 
while  the  edicts  of  Great  Britain  and  France 
are  continued,  it  would  be  foUy  to  cultivate 
this  plant,  and  it  is  more  or  less  true  of  every 
other  product  of  our  soil.  K  we  were  at  war 
with  these  nations,  our  products  would  reach 
them  through  the  same  circuitous  channels  into 
which  they  will  be  forced  by  this  law,  but  cer- 


tainly that  consideration  would  not  be  deemed 
a  good  argument  for  permitting  direct  inter- 
course with  our  enemies.  As  to  the  difficulty 
of  excluding  their  products  and  manufactures, 
it  is  very  possible  that  we  may  not  be  able  to 
do  it  entirely,  but  I  am  satisfied  that  we  shall 
do  it  essentially.  The  great  avenue  through 
which  British  goods  can  be  most  easily  smug- 
gled into  this  country  is  Canada,  and  that,  I 
doubt  not,  will  soon  be  closed  if,  the  edicts  be 
not  rescinded.  The  present  state  of  things  can- 
not long  continue ;  I  have  no  hesitation  in  say- 
ing that  it  oupit  not,  and  that  the  next  Con- 
gress must  either  abandon  the  contest,  or  resort 
to  more  eflectual  means  for  the  maintenance  of 
our  rights  than  commercial  restrictions  and  pro- 
hibitions. The  gentleman  from  South  Carolina, 
whose  eloquence  I  admire,  and  whose  patriotism 
I  honor,  speaks  of  this  measure  as  submission, 
and  considers  that  which  he  proposed  as  resist- 
ance— not  indeed  as  the  measure  of  his  choice, 
but  as  the  one  which  is  next  to  it  in  his  estima- 
tion. It  must  be  obvious  to  the  House,  and  I 
am  sure  it  will  be  equally  so  to  the  gentleman 
himself,  that  if  his  system  would  be  resistance, 
the  course  indicated  by  the  bill  has  in  that  view 
superior  merit.  The  gentleman  acknowledges 
the  principal  advantage  of  his  plan  to  consist  in 
this,  that  it  would  deprive  British  vessels  of  the 
transport  of  our  produce ;  if  it  can  be  shown 
that  this  object  will  be  accomplished  more  ef- 
fectually by  the  bill  in  its  present  form  than  by 
the  proposed  alteration,  it  is  fair  to  expect  for 
it  his  support.  If  this  plan  were  adopted. 
Great  Britain  would  regain  her  full  share  of 
the  transport  of  our  produce  by  augmenting  the 
duties  in  favor  of  her  own  bottoms  to  an 
amount  that  would  be  an  indemnity  for  a  short 
voyage,  by  opening  the  port  of  Halifax,  and 
another  port  at  St.  Mary's,  to  our  vessels,  and 
all  that  would  then  remain  to  our  own  vessels 
would  be  the  profits  of  the  coasting  trade  from 
our  harbors  to  those  ports  of  deposit.  If  I 
believed  this  course  the  most  honorable  and 
efieotual  mode  of  resisting,  I  would  willingly 
embrace  it ;  but,  sir,  I  can  never  consent  to  any 
plan  by  which  a  direct  commercial  intercourse 
is  to  be  produced  between  this  country  and 
Great  Britain  and  France,  while  their  edicts 
continue  in  force.  Nor  will  I  ever  abandon  the 
hope  and  belief  that  my  countrymen  possess  the 
manly  spirit  of  independence,  the_  honorable 
pride  and  character  which  wUl  disdain  to  barter 
for  gold,  or  for  a  miserable  fragment  of  com- 
merce, those  rights  which  were  purchased  by 
the  valor  and  the  blood  of  their  fathers. 

The  question  was  taken  on  striking  out  the 
first  section  of  the  biU  and  negatived — yeas  24. 


Satubdat,  February  18. 

Another  member,  to  wit,  Marmadtike  Wil- 
liams, from  North  Carolina,  appeared  and  took 
his  seat  in  the  House. 
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Ola/rhaon^a  History  of  Slcmery. 

The  Speaker  laid  before  the  House  a  letter 
from  Thomas  P.  Oope,  offering  to  the  accept- 
ance of  Congress,  in  behalf  of,  the  American 
Convention  for  promoting  the  abolition  of  sla- 
very and  improving  the  condition  of  the  Afri- 
cans, lately  assembled  in  the  city  of  Philadel- 
phia, a  book,  entitled  "  Olarkson's  History  of 
Slavery,"  which  is  requested  to  be  deposited  in 
the  Library  of  Congress.  The  said  letter  was 
read';  whereupon  a  motion  was  made  by  Mr. 
MiLNOK,  that  the  House  do  come  to  the  follow- 
ing resolution  : 

Resolved,  That  the  Speaker  be  reqnested  to  ac- 
knowledge the  receipt  and  acceptance  of  "  Olarkson's 
History  of  Slavery,"  presented  by  the  American  Con- 
vention for  promoting  the  abolition  of  slavery,  and 
improving  the  condition  of  the  Africans ;  and  that  the 
said  work  be  deposited  in  the  Library. 

And  the  question  being  put  thereupon,  it  was 
resolved  in  the  affirmative — 64  to  16. 


Non-Intercourse. 

Mr.  Oi^oPTON  said :  Mr.  Chairman,  being  one 
of  those  who  are  not  willing  to  exchange  the 
embargo  for  the  system  of  non-intercourse  now 
proposed,  I  move  you  to  strike  out  this  section 
of  the  bill.  In  making  this  motion,  sir,  I  can- 
not say  that  I  entertain  much  hope  of  success, 
although  indeed  I  do  sincerely  wish  that  the 
motion  may  prevail.  It  has  been  uniformly  my 
opinion,  sir,  and  still  is,  that  the  embargo  ought 
to  be  adhered  to  until  a  majority  of  the  great 
body  of  the  people  of  the  United  States  should 
prefer  war  itself  to  a  longer  continuance  of  it. 
r  cannot  perceive  any  middle  course  between 
those  two  alternatives,  which  can  truly  main- 
tain the  honor  of  the  nation ;  and  shall  this  na- 
tion descend  from  that  ground  to  any  degree  of 
submission,  either  openly  or  covertly,  to  any 
nation  on  earth?  God  forbid,  sir.  Forbid 
it  every  thing  that  is  dear  and  valuable  to  us  as 
members  of  a  free  and  independent  nation ! 

Long  indeed  has  our  country  sought  the  es- 
tablishment of  neutrality,  but  sought  it  honor- 
ably. The  great  and  prominent  object  with  the 
United  States,  as  to  their  exterior  relations, 
always  has  been  to  maintain  peace — ^but  to  main- 
tain it  honorably  and  consistently  with  the 
rights  of  the  nation.  In  pursuit  of  this  object 
Great  Britain  will  receive  the  principal  benefit 
of  the  trade,  notwithstanding  the  prohibitions 
of  this  bin.  If  American  vessels  are  permitted 
to  go  out  at  all,  most  of  them  wOl  go,  if  not  to 
British  ports,  to  some  particular  ports,  as  has 
been  observed,  from  whence  Great  Britain  wiU 
finally  receive  their  cargoes;  and  in  a  short 
time,  perhaps,  upon  cheaper  terms  than  they 
could  be  obtained  for  in  our  own  ports ;  and  I 
do  not  know  what  is  to  secure  them  from  cap- 
ture when  bound  to  other  ports,  if  they  faU  in 
with  British  cruisers,  unless  indeed  they  should 
go  into  British  ports,  pay  the  detestable  tribute 
and  accept  licenses ;  and  the  law  will  be  abun- 
dantly evaded  by  smuggling  into  the  country  ar- 


ticles of  British  manufacture — and  no  doubt, 
many  of  French  manufacture  too.  Besides,  sir, 
the  consequence  of  this  measure  very  probably 
wiU  be  war  at  last,  and  at  no  distant  period  ; 
a  war,  too,  which  wiU  commence  under  great 
disadvantages  to  our  own  country 

In  this  situation  of  things,  Mr.  Chairman, 
under  this  accumulation  of  injuries,  the  measure 
of  embargo  was  resorted  to — a  measure  having 
in  view  a  counteraction  to  the  whole  system  of 
aggression  carried  on  against  the  United  States 
— a  measure  which  has  been  pursued  as  a  means 
of  bringing  about  a  relinquishment  of  that  atro- 
cious system  on  the  part  of  the  belligerents, 
and  a  redress  of  injuries  inflicted  on  us,  together 
with  the  preservation  of  peace.     This  measure 
has  been  thus  fer  pursued  for  these  great  pur- 
poses; and  it  has  been  patiently  borne  with  to 
this  day,  by  the  nation  at  large,  the  partial  dis- 
contents which  have  appeared  in  some  particular 
parts  of  the  country  only  excepted.     The  nation 
at  large  has  cheerfully  acquiesced  in  the  priva- 
tions, the  inconveniences,  and  the  difficulties 
incident  to  such  a  state  of  things.    It  has  exhib- 
ited a  memorable  example  of  self-denial  in  sus- 
taining this  situation,  with  a  view  to  obtain  re- 
dress of  wrongs  and  recognition  of  its  maritime 
rights,  without  a  sacrifice  of  peace.     With  this 
object,  fair  and  honorable  negotiation  has  been 
resorted  to  from  time  to  time  for  a  series  of 
years.    By  this  means  redress  of  wrongs  has 
been  repeatedly  sought,  and   sought  in  vain. 
By  this  means  the  Government  of  the  United 
States  has  exercised  itself  to  procure  relinquish- 
ment of  outrages  and  violation  of  our  neutral 
rights ;  but  as  often  have  all  its  efforts  proved 
unavailing.    No  wrong  redressed — no  cessation 
of  outrage  yet  appeared :  on  the  contrary  more 
numerous  and  more  aggravated  ones  followed 
in  quick  succession.    A  long  series  of  injurious 
acts,  the  offspring  of  new  and  (if  possible)  more 
atrocious  principles  than  what  constituted  the 
pretended  ground  of  former   outrages,   were 
pressed  with  accumulating  weight  into  the  train 
of  former  outrages,  insomuch  that  those  which 
followed  after,  taken  along  with  those  which 
had  preceded,   made  np   a  combined  system 
which  threatened  to  sweep  from  the  ocean  al- 
most every  particle  of  canvaa,  and  all  the  float- 
ing property  of  this  great  Republic. 

These,  sir,  are  the  objects  for  which  this 
measure  has  been  thus  far  and  so  patiently  pur- 
sued. Great  and  momentous  objects,  and  wor- 
thy of  a  great  and  magnanimous  nation !  "Why, 
then,  should  it  be  now  determined  at  all  events 
to  abandon  this  measure?  Why  should  it  be  so 
determined,  at  a  period  of  all  others  most  pro- 
pitious to  the  embargo,  if  continued  and  execu- 
ted—a period,  of  all  others,  I  thmk,  best  calcu- 
lated to  give  it  eflfeot  by  this  House  manifesting 
a  firm  disposition  to  adhere  to  it  ?  For,  sir,  I 
consider  this  as  the  most  critical  period,  which 
could  possibly  arrive,  as  to  the  real  effect  of  the 
embargo.  I  consider  it  as  the  most  important 
period,  at  which  the  conduct  of  this  House 
might  render  that  measure  effectually  coercive, 


DEBATES  OF  CONGKESS. 


113 


FEEEnAKY,    1809.] 


Non~Iniercourse. 


[H.  OF  K. 


if  it  ever  can  be  made  so  at  all — and  why,  sir, 
do  I  think  so?     Because,  in  the  iirst  place,  I 
conceive  it  cannot  even  he  a  question  whether 
the  British  Government  has  not  calculated  on 
the  discontents,  which  appeared  in  some  partic- 
ular parts  of  the  Union,  so  as  to  derive  at  least 
some  expectation  therefrom  that  those  discon- 
tents might  make  such  impression  on  Congress 
as  to  induce  them  to  raise  the  embargo  in  the 
course  of  this  session.     Those  discontents,  no 
doubt,  excited  grateful  expectations  of  its  re- 
moval.    It  is  perfectly  natural  to  suppose  that 
such  events  taking  place  in  any  part  of  this  coun- 
try must  have  produced  calculations  of  that  sort. 
I  cannot  hut  believe,  sir,  that-they  have  looked 
forward  to  the  period  of  this  session,  with  anx- 
ious solicitude,  to  mark  the  temper  of  Congress 
in  relation  to  this  very  interesting  subject ;  and, 
as  they  must  have  presumed  that  Congress  could 
not  view  such  serious  events  with  indifference, 
some  expectation  that  the  effect  might  be  so 
strong  as  to  induce  a  repeal  of  the  system  could 
scarcely  fail  to  be  the  conclusion.     Such  con- 
clusion was  to  be  expected,  even  if  the  extent 
of  dissatisfaction  had  been  fairly  reported  to 
them — even  had  it  been  in  no  degree  misrepre- . 
sented.    But,  sir,  there  are  a  thousand  chances 
to  one  that  the  reports,  which  conveyed  the  in- 
formation to  that  country,  greatly  exaggerated 
the  facts— that  the  picture  was  drawn  in  much 
stronger  colors  than  were  consistent  with  the 
real  truth — that  the  instances  of   discontent 
were  stated  not  only  to  have  been  deeper  in 
their  nature  than  they  really  were,  but  that  a 
much  larger  number  of  persons  had  partaken  of 
it  than  really  did — that  a  spirit  of  disaffection 
had  spread  itself  far  and  wide.     Not  a  shadow 
of  doubt  rests  on  my  mind,  sir,  that,  in  aU  re- 
spects whatever,  the  unpleasant  occurrences  to 
which  I  have  alluded,  were  greatly  magnitied. 
With  these  circumstances  others  have  combined 
to  render  the  embargo  ineflBcacious  as  yet,  or  at 
least  to  prevent  it  from  having  its  full  effect.    It 
is  to  be  recollected,  sir,  that  very  soon  after  the 
law  laying  an  embargo  was  passed  efforts  were 
made  to  render  it  unpopular  and  to  excite  dissat- 
isfaction. Dissatisfactions  were  not  only  excited ; 
but  many  unprincipled  persons  found  means  to 
evade  the  law  and  make  exportations  contrary 
to  its  provisions.     Under  a  combination  of  cir- 
cumstances, then,  so  encouraging  to  the  hopes 
of  the  British  Government  as  those  iqust  have  ap- 
peared to  them,  the  continuance  of  their  Oj-ders 
in  Council  until  the  temper  of  Congress,  during 
this  session,  could  be  known  to  them,  is  not 
much  to  be  wondered  at.     The  hope  of  ultunate 
success  in  rendering  our  commerce  tributary  to 
them,   which  those  circumstances,   no   doubt, 
contributed  not  a  httle  to  inspire,  with  such  a 
government,  was  of  itself  sufficient  ground  to 
induce  a  continuance  of  those  orders.    Long  ex- 
perience of  British  policy,  which  the  United 
States  have  had,  justifies  this  opinion.    Long 
experience  of  a  systematic  design  m  that  gov- 
ernment to  shackle  our  commerce  and  subject 
it  to  their  arbitrary  restrictions,  leaves  no  room 
Vol.  rV — 8 


to  doubt  of  their  disposition  to  pursue  that  de- 
sign until  the  conduct  of  this  Government  should 
convince  them  of  its  total  inefflcacy  to  produce 
the  object  sought  for.     The  shghtest  prospect 
of  succeeding  in  their  design,  however  delusive 
that  prospect  might  be,  keeps  up  their  hopes 
until  the  delusion  vanishes.    It  remains,  then, 
for  the  Congress  of  the  United  States,  at  this 
very  interesting  crisis,  to  dispel  that  delusion 
by  a  firm  adherence  to  this  measure,  and  thus 
to  disperse  every  gleam  of  hope  which  may 
have  resulted  #om  the  circumstances  of  discon- 
tent which  had  appeared,  and  the  evasions  of 
the  law  which  took  place  in  the  country.     At 
this  truly  critical  period,  to  which  their  anxious 
attention  has  been  directed,  let  this  body  man- 
ifest an  inflexible  perseverance,  and  demonstrate 
to  them  that  all  their  hopes,  founded  on  those 
or  any  other  circumstances,  are  vain  indeed. 
Let  it  be  demonstrated  to  them  that  this  Gov- 
ernment cannot  only  resolve  upon,  and  carry 
into  effect,  measures  of  energy,  though  attended 
with  inconveniences  and  difficulties,  but  that  it 
can  pursue  snob  measures  so  long  as  they  shall 
be  deemed  expedient  for  the  object  in  view. 
Let  every  declaration  and  every  conception 
concerning  the  American  character,  as  a  nation, 
in  respect  to  its  cherishing  an  overweening  at- 
tachment to  gain,  so  as  to  be  wOling  to«submit 
to  indignities  for  the  sake  of  it,  be  completely 
falsified.    Let  it  be  demonstrated,  beyond  a 
possibility  of  doubt,  that  there  exists  not  in  the 
great  body  of  the  people  of  this  country  any 
love  of  gain  comparable  to  the  love  of  real  na- 
tional independence  and  freedom;    that  this 
love  of  national  independence  and  freedom  an- 
imates the  true  American  soul  far  beyond  any 
other  sentiment,  and  that,  in  support  of  it,  the 
greatest  sacrifices  of  interest  are  cheerfully  ac- 
quiesced in.     But,  sir,  what  will  be  the  infer- 
ence drawn  from  this  measure  proposing  a  re- 
peal of  the  embargo,  as  it  does,  after  it  shall 
have  been  adopted.     Will  it  not  justify  asser- 
tions, that  this  Government  has  not  stability  or 
firmness  enough  to  carry  into  effect  energetic 
measures,  or  such  as  check  the  current  of  wealth 
for  any  considerable  time  from  flowing  into  the 
country  ?    Such  assertions,  or  assertions  to  that 
effect,  have,  I  beheve,  been  frequently  made ; 
and  they,  have  been  often  repelled  by  words  as 
slanderous  reproaches  on  the  Government.    Sir, 
let  us  not  take  from  them  the  demerit  of  being 
slanderous,  by  affording  any  ground  for  the  jus- 
tification.    But  I  fear,  sir,  I  greatly  fear,  that  a 
repeal  of  the  embargo  laws,  as  now  proposed, 
will  go  far  towards  justifying  such  assertions. 

This  is  a  period  of  our  political  existence,  Mr. 
Chairman,  which  renders  firmness  in  the  coun- 
cils of  the  nation  peculiarly  requisite.  The 
crisis  is  vastly  momentous  and  trying,  and  at- 
tended with  circumstances,  both  from  within 
and  from  without,  which  strongly  call  for  deci- 
sion in  the  Legislature.  The  existence  of  the 
Governmeut  seems  almost  to  depend  upon  their 
firmness  and  decision.  Whilst  the  members  of 
this  body  respect  the  rights  of  individuals,  let 
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tlioiii  consider  the  consequence  of  being  driven 
from  a  measure  of  great  importance  by  the 
conduct  of  a  small  part  of  the  community.  It 
is  the  duty  of  each  part  equally  to  respect  and 
obey  the  laws ;  and  if  apprehension  of  the  con- 
sequence of  a  faction,  clamoring  against  the  acts 
of  the  Government,  should  deter  it  from  pursu- 
ing its  course,  such  would  be  an  alarming  mani- 
festation of  its  weakness.  Sir,  I  fear  for  the 
Government,  almost  to  trembling.  I  feel  emo- 
tions which  I  cannot  express.  It  is  at  a  point 
of  awful  trial  and  responsibility.  The  system 
which,  it  appears,  is  about  to  be  abandoned, 
will  be  exchanged  for  a  miserable  one,  which, 
on  our  return  to  our  homes,  will  not  draw  on 
us  many  smiles. 

The  motion  of  Mi".  Olopton  was  negatived, 
59  to  35. 

Mr.  MiLNOE  moved  to  amend  the  same  sec- 
tion so  as  to  strike  out  the  exception,  and  making 
the  repeal  of  the  embargo  total. 

Mr.  Varnum  supported  this  motion.  If  the 
non-intercourse  system  was  to  prevail,  he 
thought  it  made  much  more  intelligible  to  the 
revenue  officers  by  repealing  the  embargo  laws, 
and  enacting  the  non-intercourse  as  a  new  sys- 
tem throughout.  He  spoke  in  favor  of  the  re- 
peal of  the  embargo  laws,  stating  the  evasions 
which  had  taken  place,  and  that  these  evasions 
had  not  been  confined  to  any  particular  section 
of  the  Union.  He  observed  that  a  partial  repeal 
of  the  embargo  would  destroy  all  the  coercive 
effects  of  the  measure,  inasmucli  as  produce 
would  be  let  out,  and  would  find  its  way  to 
every  quarter  of  the  world.  Mr.  V.  observed 
that  were  the  amendments  agreed  to,  he  should 
be  ready  to  go  with  gentlemen  in  any  other 
practicable  measure  which  they  would  select 
for  maintaining  our  rights. 

The  motion  of  Mr.  Milnor  was  negatived,  57 
to  53. 

The  committee  then  rose  and  reported  the 
bill ;  and  the  House  adjourned  without  consider- 
ing the  report. 


Peidat,  March  3. 
Adjournment. 

A  message  was  received  from  the  Senate, 
stating  that  they  had  appointed  a  committee  in 
conjunction  With  such  committee  as  should  be 
appointed  by  the  House,  to  wait  on  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  United  States,  and  inform  him  that 
they  had  concluded  the  business  pending  before 
them,  and  were  ready  to  adjourn.  A  commit- 
tee was  appointed  on  the  pai-t  of  this  House  to 
join  the  committee  of  the  Senate. 

Mr.  Smilie  offered  the  following  resolution : 

Resolved,  That  the  thanks  of  this  House  he  pre- 
sented to  Joseph  B.  Varnum,  in  testimony  of  their 
approbation  of  his  conduct  in  the  discbarge  of  the 
arduous  and  important  duties  assigned  to  him  whilst 
in  the  Chair. 

Mr.  Rowan  moved  that  it  be  postponed  indefi- 
nitely.     Messrs.  Eowan  and  Ltou  supported 


the  motion ;  and  Messrs.  Eppes  and  Jaokson 
opposed  it. 

The  resolution  passed,  68  to  9. 

The  Speakek  returned  his  acknowledgments 
to  the  House  for  this  tribute  of  their  approbation, 
as  follows: 
Gentlemen  of  the  Souse  of  Representativea : 

The  kind  expression  of  yonr  approbation  of  my 
conduct,  in  the  discharge  of  the  duties  -which  you 
have  been  pleased  to  assign  me  as  Speaker  of  the 
House,  affords  me  that  consolation  which  an  approv- 
ing conscience  alone  can  sui-pass.  You  will  please, 
gentlemen,  to  accept  my  thanks  for  the  liberality  and 
candor  which  you  have  uniformly  manifested  towards 
me  :  and  be  assured,  that  the  friendly  aid  which  I 
have  experienced  from  you  in  the  discharge  of  my 
official  duty,  has  made  a  deep  Impression  on  the 
affections  of  my  heart,  which  length  of  time  cannot 
eradicate. 

Mr.  GtiTTS,  from  the  committee  appointed  to 
wait  on  the  President,  reported  that  they  had 
performed  that  duty,  and  that  the  President 
had  informed  them  that  he  had  no  further  com- 
munication to  make. 
'     And  the  House  adjourned  sine  die.* 

*  This  was  the  end  of  Mr.  Jefferson's  administration  ;  and, 
notwithstanding  the  purchase  of  Louisiana,  (the  annual  in- 
terest on  the  cost  of  which  had  to  be  paid,)  and  the  greatly 
extended  frontier  which  required  to  be  guarded,  the  system 
of  order  and  economy  which  he  cherished  enabled  him  to 
carry  on  the  government  (until  the  privations  of  the  em- 
bargo and  noQ-iutercourse)  without  increase  of  duties,  and 
with  a  moderation  of  cost  which  should  form  the  study  and 
the  imitation  of  succeeding  administrations.  The  daties 
remained  at  the  same  moderate  rates  as  before — the  ad  va- 
lorems,  12J,  15,  and  20  per  centum ;  the  specifics  (increased 
in  number)  were  not  increased  in  rate;  the  free  list  not 
only  remained  undiminished,  b.ut  was  happily  augmented 
by  the  addition  of  salt.  The  average  of  the  ad  valorems 
was  still  about  13  per  cent.,  and  almost  all  fell  upon  the  121 
per  centnm  class — the  importations  under  the  other  two 
classes  being  inconsiderable^  to  wit,  only  about  half  a  mil- 
lion, ($520,000,)  subject  to  the  20  per  centum  ;  and  only  a 
little  over  nine  millions  under  the  15  per  centum ;  while  the 
imports  under  the  12^  per  centum  class  amounted  to  above 
thirty-six  millions  of  dollars.  The  articles  nsed  by  tho 
body  of  the  people  fell  into  this  class,  (the  other  two  .classes 
embracing  articles  which  might  be  called  luxuries,)  so  that 
12|  per  centum  upon  the  value  may  be  considered  as  the 
duty  which  fell  upon  the  country.  The  expenses  of  collec- 
tion still  remained  at  about  4  per  centum,  and  the  revenue 
cutter  service  (there  being  but  little  temptation  to  smuggle 
under  such  low  duties)  cost  but  a  trifle ;  and  the  specific 
list  being  considerable,  the  number  of  custom  house  offi- 
cers and  agents  was  inconsiderable.  Tho  revenue  collected 
from  the  ad  ■valorem  duties  was  about  seven  millions  of 
dollars;  that  fi-om  specifics  about  nine  millions — leavin"  six- 
teen millions  for  the  net  revenue.  Of  that  sum  the  one- 
half  (just  eight  millions)  went_  to  meet  the  interest,  and 
part  of  the  principal,  of  the  public  debt.  Of  the  remainder 
there  went  to  the  military  and  Indian  departments  about 
two  and  three-quarter  millions  ;  to  the  navy  about  one  mil- 
lion ;  to  tribute  to  Algiers,  (masked  under  the  name  of  for- 
eign intercourse,)  two  hundred  thousand  dollars ;  and  to  tho 
civil  list,  embracing  the  whole  machinery  of  tho  civil  ^ov- 
ernment,  with  all  its  miscellaneous  expenses,  about  nine 
hundred  thousand  dollars— leaving  some  two  millions  sur- 
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plus  after  accomplisMng  all  these  objects.  It  was  a  model 
administration  of  the  gOTemment.  Mr.  Jefferson's  admin- 
istration terminated  the  Sd  of  March,  1809,  but  its  fair  finan- 
cial working  ceased  two  years  before — with  the  breaking  up 
of  our  commerce  under  the  British  orders  in  council,  and 
the  decrees  of  the  French  emperor,  and  the  measures  of 
privation  and  of  expense  which  the  conduct  of  Great  Bri- 
tain and  of  France  brought  upon  ua.  The  two  last  years  of 
his  administration  were  a  strong  contrast  to  the  six  first, 
and  a  painful  struggle  against  diminished  revenue  and  in- 
creased expenses,  injuries  and  insults  from  abroad,  and  prep- 


aration for  war  with  one  of  the  greatest  powers  in  the 
world,  while  doing  no  wrong  ourselves,  and  only  asking  for 
what  the  laws  of  nations  and  of  nature  allowed  us — a 
friendly  neutrality,  and  exemption  from  the  evils  of  a  war 
with  which  we  had  no  concern-  Preparation  for  war  was 
then  a  tedious  and  espensive  process ;  embargo,  non-inter- 
course, fortifications,  ships,  militia,  regular  troops.  All  this 
is  now  superseded  by  railroads  and  volunteers,  ready  at  any 
monaent  to  annihilate  any  invading  force;  and  by  priva- 
teers, ready  to  drive  the  commerce  of  any  nation  from  the 
ocean.  ^ 
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ELEYENTH  COKGRESS -FIRST  SESSION. 


BEGUN   AT    THE  CITY  OF  WASHINGTON,   MAY  22,   1809. 


PKESIDENT  OF  THE  UNITED  STATES,— JAMES  MADISON. 


PEOCEEDESTGS  DST  THE  SENATE.* 


Monday,  May  22, 1809. 
Conformably  to  the  act  passed  at  the  last  ses- 
sion, entitled  "  An  act  to  alter  the  time  for  the 
next  meeting  of  Congress,"  the  first  session  of 
the  eleventh  Congres's  commenced  this  day,  and 
the  Senate  assembled  in  their  chamber,  at  the 
city  of  Washington. 

PKESBNT : 

Geoe&e  Olintost,  Vice  President  of  the  Unit- 
ed States,  and  President  of  the  Senate. 

Nicholas  Gilman  and  Nahum  Paekek,  from 
tTew  Hampshire. 

Timothy  PioKEEma,  from  Massachusetts. 

James  Hillhouse  and  Chaitncet  Goodeioh, 
from  Connecticut. 

Elisea  Mathewson  and  Feancis  Malbone, 
from  Rhode  Island. 

JoiirATHAif  EoBiNsoN,  from  Vermont. 

John  Lambeet,  from  New  Jersey. 

Andeew  GEBGa  and  Michael  Leeb,  from 
Pennsylvania. 

Samuel  White,  from  Delaware. 

Samuel  Smith,  from  Maryland. 

William  B.  Giles,  from  Virginia. 

Jesse  Fbanklin  and  James  Tuknee,  irom 
North  Carolina. 

John  Gaillaed,  from  South  Carolina. 

BuoKNBE  Theuston,  from  Kentucky. 

Rettjen  Jonathan  Meigs,  jr.,  from  Ohio. 

Joseph  Andeeson,  appointed  a  Senator  by 
the  Legislature  of  the  State  of  Tennessee,  for 
the  term  of  six  years,  commencing  on  the  fourth 
day  of  March  last ;  and  Obadiah  German,  ap- 
pointed a  Senator  by  the  Legislature  of  the 


*LIST  OF  MEMBEES  OP  THE  SENATE. 
New  Rampahire.—'Sia)io\s3  Gilman,  Nahum  Parker. 
Massachusetts. — Timothy  Pickering. 
Connecticut — James  Hilllioiise,  Chauncey  (roortricli, 
Rhode  Island, — ^Elisha  Mathewson,  Francis  Malbone. 
VejV^nont. — Jonathan  Eobinson,  Stephen  K.  Bradley. 
New  ybr*.— John  Smith. 
New  Jersey.— Joha  Lamhert,  John  Condit. 
Fermsylva/nia. — Andrew  Gregg,  Michael  Leib. 


State  of  New  York,  for  the  term  of  six  years, 
commencing  on  the  fourth  day  of  March  last, 
severally  produced  their  credentials,  which 
were  read ;  and  the  oath  prescribed  by  law  hav- 
ing been  administered  to  them,  they  took  their 
seats  in  the  Senate. 

Ordered,  That  the  Secretary  acquaint  the 
House  of  Representatives  that  a  quorum  of  the 
Senate  is  assembled  and  ready  to  proceed  to 
business. 

Hesolved,  That  each  Senator  be  supplied,  dur- 
ing the  present  session,  with  three  such  news- 
papers, printed  in  any  of  the  States,  as  he  may 
choose,  provided  that  the  same  be  furnished  at 
the  usual  rate  for  the  annual  charge  of  such 
papers :  and,  provided  also,  that  if  any  Senator 
shaU  choose  to  take  any  newspapers  other  than 
daily  papers,  he  shall  be  supplied  with  as  many 
such  papers  as  shall  not  exceed  the  price  of 
three  daily  papers. 

Besohed,  That  James  Mathers,  Sergeant-at- 
Arms  and  Doorkeeper  to  the  Senate,  be,  and  ho 
is  hereby,  authorized  to  employ  one  assistant 
and  two  horses,  for  the  purpose  of  performing 
such  services  as  are  usually  required  by  the 
Doorkeeper  to  the  Senate ;  and  that  the  sum 
of  twenty-eight  dollars  be  allowed  him  weekly 
for  that  purpose,  to  commence  with,  and  remain 
during 'the  session,  and  for  twenty  days  after. 

Messrs.  Andeeson  and  Gilman  were  ap- 
pointed a  committee  on  the  part  of  the  Senate, 
together  with  such  committee  as  may  be  ap- 
pointed by  the  House  of  Representatives  on 
their  part,  to  wait  on  the  President  of  the  Unit- 
ed States  and  notify  him  that  a  quorum  of  the 


-DeJoMiare.— Samuel  White,  James  A.  Bayard. 
llaryloMd.—BwiixA  Smith,  Philip  Eeed. 
FicyTOia.— William  B.  Giles,  Eichard  Brent. 
North  Carolina.— Jesse  Franklin,  James  Turner. 
South  Carolina. — John  Gaillard. 
(?«or(;ia.— William  H.  Crawford, 
imteefty.— Buokner  Thruston,  John  Pope. 
Tennessee.— Joseph  Anderson,  Jenkin  Whiteside. 
OAio.— Eeturn  Jonathan  Meigs,  jr.,  Stanley  Griswold. 
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two  Houses  is  assembled  and  ready  to  receive 
any  commvmications  that  lie  may  be  pleased  to 
make  to  tbem. 

A  message  from  the  House  of  Eepresenta- 
tives  informed  the  Senate  that  a  quorum  of  the 
House  is  assembled,  and  that  the  House  have 
elected  Joseph  B.  Vaentjm,  Esq.,  one  of  the 
Representatives  for  the  State  of  Massachusetts, 
their  Speaker,  and  are  ready  to  proceed  to  bus- 
iness. The  House  of  Eepresentatives  have 
appointed  a  sommittee  on  their  part,  jointly 
with  the  committee  on  the  part  of  the  Senate, 
to  wait  on  the  President  of  the  United  States, 
and  notify  him  that  a  quorum  of  the  two 
Houses  is  assembled  and  ready  to  receive  any 
communications  that  he  may  be  pleased  to  make 
to  them. 


Ttjesdat,  May  23. 

Mr.  Anderson  reported,  from  the  joint  com- 
mittee, that  they  had  waited  on  the  President 
of  the  United  States,  and  that  the  President  of 
the  United  States  informed  the  committee  that 
he  would  make  a  communication  to  the  two 
Houses  at  12  o'clock  this  day. 

James  Llotd,  jr.,  appointed  a  Senator  by  the 
Legislature  of  the  State  of  Massachusetts,  for 
six  years,  commencing  on  the  fourth  day  of 
March  last,  attended  and  produced  his  creden- 
tials ;  which  were  read. 

President's  Message. 

The  following  Message  was  received  from  the 
Peesidemt  of  the  United  States  : 

FeUow~citizens  of  the  Senate 

and  ITouse  of  Jiepresentatives : 

On  this  first  occasion  of  meeting  yon,  it  affords  me 
mnch  satisfaction  to  be  able  to  commnnicate  the 
commencement  of  a  favorable  change  in  our  foreign 
relations,  the  critical  state  of  which  induced  a  session 
of  Congress  at  this  early  period. 

In  consequence  of  the  provisions  of  the  act  inter- 
dicting commercial  intercourse  Tvith  Great  Britain 
and  France,  our  Ministers  at  London  and  Paris  were, 
without  delay,  instructed  to  let  it  be  understood  by 
the  French  and  British  Governments  that  the  au- 
thority vested  in  the  Executive  to  renew  commercial 
intercourse  with  their  respective  nations  would  be 
exercised  in  the  case  specified  by  that  act. 

Soon  after  these  instructions  were  dispatched,  it 
was  found  that  the  British  Government,  anticipating 
from  early  proceedings  of  Congress,  at  their  last 
session,  the  state  of  our  laws,  which  has  had  the 
effect  of  placing  the  two  belligerent  powers  on  a 
footing  of  equal  restrictions,  and,  relying  on  the  con- 
ciliatory disposition  of  the  United  States,  had  trans- 
mitted to  their  legation  here  provisional  instructions, 
not  only  to  offer  satisfaction  for  the  attack  on  the 
fricate  Chesapeake,  and  to  make  known  the  deter- 
mination of  His  Britannic  Majesty  to  send  an  Envoy 
Extraordinary,  with  powers  to  conclude  a  treaty  on 
aU  the  points  between  the  two  countries  ;  but,  more- 
over, to  signify  his  willingness,  in  the  mean  time,  to 
withdraw  "his  Orders  in  Council,  in  the  persuasion 
that  the  intercourse  with  Great  Britain  would  be  re- 
newed on  the  part  of  the  United  States. 

These  steps  of  the  British  Government  led  to  the 


correspondence  and  the  proclamation  now  laid  be- 
fore you,  by  virtue  of  which  the  commerce  between 
the  two  countries  will  be  renewable  after  the  10th 
day  of  June  next. 

Whilst  I  take  pleasure  in  doing  justice  to  the  coun- 
cils of  His  Britannic  Majesty,  which,  no  longer  ad- 
hering to  the  poBcy  which  made  an  abandonment 
by  France  of  her  decrees  a  prerequisite  to  a  revocation 
of  the  British  orders,  have  substituted  the  amicable 
course  which  has  issued  thus  happily,  I  cannot  do 
less  than  refer  to  the  proposal  heretofore  made  on 
the  part  of  the  United  States,  embracing  a  like  res- 
toration of  the  suspended  commerce,  as  a  proof  of 
the  spirit  of  accOTimodation  which  has  at  no  time 
been  intermitted,  and  to  the  result  which  now  calls 
for  our  congratulations,  as  corroborating  the  princi- 
ples by  which  the  public  councils  have  been  guided 
during  a  period  of  the  most  trying  embarrassments. 

The  discontinuance  of  the  British  orders,  as  they 
respect  the  United  States,  having  been  thus  arranged, 
a  communication  of  the  event  has  been  forwarded  in 
one  of  our  public  vessels  to  our  Minister  Plenipoten- 
tiary at  Paris,  with  instructions  to  avail  himself  of  the 
important  addition  thereby  made  to  the  considerations 
which  press  on  the  justice  of  the  French  Government 
a  revocation  of  its  decrees,  or  such  a  modification  of 
them  as  that  they  shall  cease  to  violate  the  neutral 
commerce  of  the  United  States. 

The  revision  of  our  commercial  laws,  proper  to 
adapt  them  to  the  arrangement  which  has  taken 
place  with  Great  Britain,  will  doubtless  engage  the 
early  attention  of  Congress.  It  will  be  worthy,  at 
the  same  time,  of  their  just  and  provident  care,  to 
make  such  further  alterations  in  the  laws  as  will 
more  especially  protect  and  foster  the  several 
branches  of  manufacture,  which  have  been  recently 
instituted  or  extended  by  the  laudable  exertions  of 
our  citizens. 

Under  the  existing  aspect  of  our  affairs,  I  have 
thought  it  not  inconsistent  with  a  just  precaution,  to 
have  the  gunboats,  with  the  excef  tion  of  those  at 
New  Orleans,  placed  in  a  situation  incurring  no  ex- 
pense beyond  that  requisite  for  their  preservation 
and  conveniency  for  future  service,  and  to  have  the 
crews  of  those  at  New  Orleans  reduced  to  the  num- 
ber required  for  their  navigation  and  safety. 

I  have  thought,  also,  that  our  citizens,  detached  in 
quotas  of  militia,  amounting  to  one  hundred  thousand, 
under  the  act  of  March,  one  thousand  eight  hundred 
and  eight,  might  not  improperly  he  relieved  from 
the  state  in  which  they  were  held  for  immediate 
service.  A  discharge  of  them  has  been  accordingly 
directed. 

The  progress  made  in  raising  and  organizing  the 
additional  military  force,  for  which  provision  was 
made  by  the  act  of  April,  one  thousand  eight  hun- 
dred and  eight,  together  with  the  disposition  of  the 
troops,  wfll  appear  by  a  report  which  the  Secretary 
of  War  is  preparing,  and  which  will  be  laid  before 
yon. 

Of  the  additional  frigates  required  by  an  act  of 
the  last  session  to  be  fitted  for  actual  service,  two 
are  in  readiness,  one  nearly  so,  and  the  fourth  is  ex- 
pected to  be  ready  in  the  month  of  July.  A  report 
which  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy  is  preparing  on  the 
subject,  to  be  laid  before  Congress,  will  show,  at  the 
same  time,  the  progress  made  in  oflScering  and  man- 
ning these  ships.  It  will  show,  also,  the  degree  m 
which  the  provisions  of  the  act  relating  to  the  other 
public  armed  ships  have  been  carried  into  execu- 
tion. 
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It  will  rest  with  the  judgment  of  Congress  to  de- 
cide how  far  the  change  in  our  external  prospects 
may  authorize  any  modifications  of  the  laws  relating 
to  the  Army  and  Navy  Establishments. 

The  works  of  defence  for  our  seaport  towns  and 
harbors  have  proceeded  with  as  much  activity  as  the 
season  of  the  year  and  other  circumstances  would  ad- 
mit. It  is  necessary,  however,  to  state  that  the  ap- 
propriations hitherto  made  being  found  to  be  defi- 
cient, a  further  provision  will  claim  the  early  con- 
sideration of  Congress. 

The  whole  of  the  eight  per  cent,  stock  remaining 
due  by  the  United  States,  amounting  to  five  millions 
three  hundred  thousand  dollars,  had  been  reimbursed 
on  the  last  day  of  the  year  1808.  And,  on  the  first 
day  of  April  last,  the  sum  in  the  Treasury  exceeded 
nine  and  a  half  milhons  of  dollars.  This,  together 
with  the  receipts  of  the  current  year  on  account  of 
former  revenue  bonds,  will  probably  be  nearly,  if 
not  altogether,  sufficient  to  defray  the  expenses  of 
the  year.  But  the  suspension  of  exports,  and  the 
consequent  decrease  of  importations,  during  the  last 
twelve  months,  will  necessarily  cause  a  great  di- 
minution in  the  receipts  of  the  year  one  thousand 
eight  hundred  and  ten.  After  that  year,  should  our 
foreign  relations  be  undisturbed,  the  revenue  will 
again  be  more  than  commensurate  to  all  the  ex- 
penditures. 

Aware  of  the  inconveniences  of  a  protracted  ses- 
sion, at  the  present  season  of  the  year,  I  forbear 
to  caU  the  attention  of  the  Legislature  to  any  mat- 
ters not  particularly  urgent.  It  remains,  therefore, 
only  to  assure  you  of  3ie  fidelity  and  alacrity  with 
which  I  shall  co-operate  for  the  welfare  and  happi- 
ness of  our  country ;  and  to  pray  that  it  may  ex- 
perience a  continuance  of  the  Divine  blessings  by 
which  it  has  been  so  signally  favored. 

JAMES  MADISON. 

The  Message  and  papers  accompanying  it 
were  read  and  five  hundred  copies  thereof  or- 
dered to  be  printed  for  the  use  of  the  Senate. 

Wednesday,  May  24. 

JoHtT  OoKDiT,  appointed  a  Senator  by  the 
Executive  of  the  State  of  Nevr  Jersey,  in  the 
place  of  Aaron  Kitehel,  resigned,  took  his  seat, 
and  his  credentials  were  read ;  and  the  Presi- 
dent administered  the  oath  to  him  as  the  law- 
prescribes. 

John  Pope,  from  the  State  of  Kentucky,  at- 
tended. 

Mr.  Giles  submitted  the  following  motion 
for  consideration: 

Resolved,  TJhat  so  much  of  the  President's  Message 
as  relates  to  a  revision  of  our  commercial  laws,  for 
the  purpose  of  adapting  them  to  the  arrangement 
which  has  taken  place  with  Great  Britain,  be  referred 
to  a  select  committee,  with  instructions  to  examine 
the  same  and  report  thereon  to  the  Senate;  and 
that  the  committee  have  leave  to  report  by  bill  or 
"Otherwise. 


Peidat,  May  26. 
Jenkin  WmTEsinB,  appointed  a  Senator  by 
■the  Legislature  of  the  State  of  Tennessee,  for 
two  years,  commencing  on  the  fourth  of  March 
last,  in  place  of  Daniel  Smith,  resigned,  took 
his  seat,  and  his  credentials  were  read ;  and  the 


President  administered  the  oath  to  him  as  the 
law  prescribes. 

KicHAED  Beent,  from  the  State  of  Vii'ginia, 
attended. 


Monday,  May  29. 
Senator  Swm/ael  Smith,  ofMwryVmd. 

DUEATION  OF  A  PEO  TEM.  APPOINTMENT. 

The  Pebsident  laid  before  the  Senate  a  let- 
ter from  Mr.  Smith  of  Maryland,  stating  that 
being  appointed  by  the  Executive  of  that  State 
a  Senator  in  conformity  with  the  constitution, 
until  the  next  meeting  of  the  Legislature,  which 
wiU  take  place  on  the  5th  day  of  June  next,  he 
submits  to  the  determination  of  the  Senate  the 
question,  whether  an  appointment  under  the 
Executive  of  Maryland,  to  represent  that  State 
in  the  Senate  of  the  United  States,  will  or  will 
not  cease  on  the  first  day  of  the  meeting  of  the 
Legislature  thereof?  and  the  letter  was  read; 
and,  after  debate,  it  was  agreed  that  the  fur- 
ther consideration  thereof  be  postponed  until 
to-morrow. 


"Wednesday,  May   31. 
Stephen  E.  Beadlet,  from  the  State  of  Ver- 
mont, attended. 

Batture  at  New  Orleans. 
Mr.  Giles  presented  the  memorial  of  Edward 
Livingston,  of  New  Orleans,  stating  that,  for  a 
long  time  prior  to  the  25th,January,  1804,  he 
was  in  peaceable  possession  of  a  parcel  of  land 
called  the  Batture,  in  front  of  the  suburb  of 
St.  Mary's,  in  the  city  of  New  Orleans.  That, 
on  the  25th  of  January,  he  was  forcibly  remov- 
ed by  the  Marshal  of  the  district,  under  the 
orders  of  the  President  of  the  United  States, 
notwithstanding  an  injunction  had  been  granted 
by  the  superior  court  against  the  execution  of 
the  warrant ;  and  praying  that  the  possession 
may  be  restored  to  him,  and  that  such  measures 
may  be  pursued  as  the  wisdom  of  Congress  may 
devise,  for  providmg  a  legal  decision  on  the 
title  of  the  United  States,  if  it  shall  be  sup- 
posed they  have  any,  to  the  property  in 
question ;  and  the  memorial  was  read,  and  re- 
ferred to  Messrs.  Giles,  Andeeson,  Hillhottse, 
White,  and  Whiteside,  to  consider  and  report 
thereon. 


Thuesday,  June  1. 

Non-Intercourse  Aci^-Extmided  to  all  pullio 

armed  Vessels. 

Mr.  Giles  offered  the  following  amendment 
to  the  first  section,  to  be  inserted  after  the 
word  "assembled:" 

"  That  the  provisions  of  the  two  first  sections  of 
the  act,  entitled  '  An  act  to  interdict  the  commercial 
intercourse  between  the  United  States  and  Great 
Britain  and  France,  and  their  dependencies,  and  for 
other  purposes,  shall  extend  to  aU  public  armed 
ships  and  vessels  of  all  foreign  nations,  and 
the  same  shall  be,  and  are  hereby,  continued  and 
made  permanent,  subject,  nevertheless,  to  any  modi- 
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fications   and   regtilations  which   may  hereafter  be 
made  by  treaty." 

Mr.  G.  said  lie  felt  Mmself  constrained  to 
move  this  amendment  at  tMs  time,  because  he 
found  it  impossible  to  avoid  a  consideration  of 
the  subject  involved  in  it,  although  he  had  here- 
tofore hoped  that  it  would  not  necessarily  pass 
in  review  during  the  present  session.  He  said 
this  necessity  arose  from  the  limitation  of  these 
sections  of  the  act  at  the  last  session.  The 
connection  of  these  sections  with  the  commer- 
cial non-intercourse  system,  was  contrary  to 
his  opinion  at  that  time;  he  then  wished  the 
subject  to  betaken  up  and  acted  upon  in. a 
separate  bill,  and  made  the  permanent  law  of  the 
land.  His  opinion  then  gave  way  to  the  respect 
he  felt  for  the  opinion  of  others.  This  will 
appear  from  the  resolution  he  then  moved, 
"  to  extend  the  interdiction  to  the  public  armed 
ships  and  vessels  of  all  foreign  nations."  In 
consequence  of  connecting  that  subject  with 
the  general  commercial  non-intercourse,  and 
limiting  its  duration  with  that  aot,  it  was  now 
rendered  a  very  delicate  question.  His  propo- 
sition, however,  was,  to  do  now,  what  it  was 
right  to  have  done  at  the  last  session.  He  said 
that  the  proposition  was  founded  upon  the 
principle,  that  the  United  States  had  as  ab- 
solute and  unqualified  a  right  to  exclnsive  juris- 
diction over  the  marine  leagues  usually  attached 
to  independent  nations,  as  to  their  territorial 
jurisdiction,  and  as  a  consequence  from  that 
principle,  foreign  nations  had  no  more  right  to 
send'  armed  ships  within  our  acknowledged 
marine  jurisdiction,  than  they  had  to  send  an 
army  within  our  territorial  jurisdiction.  This 
proposition  is,  therefore,  merely  municipal,  form- 
ed upon  an  unquestionable  right,  and  it  is  dic- 
tated by  the  same  spirit  of  impartiality  as  that 
which  dictated  the  original  non-intercourse  law. 
Indeed,  it  appeared  to  him  the  only  impartial 
course  now  left  us,  as  it  respects  the  belliger- 
ents. It  ought  to  preserve  the  most  perfect 
impartiality,  which,  Mr.  Canning  so  justly  tells 
us,  "  is  the  essence  of  neutrality." 

Mr.  G.  said  it  could  not  escape  observation, 
that,  in  the  overtures  made  by  the  British 
Cabinet  for  the  revocation  of  the  Orders  in 
Council  of  the  Tth  of  January  and  the  11th  of 
November,  the  obligation  to  protect  our  neutral 
rights  against  France,  heretofore  offered  on  the 
part  of  our  Government,  in  case  of  her  per- 
severance in  her  hostile  edicts,  had  been  en- 
tirely overlooked,  or  unconditionally  dispensed 
with.  He  said  he  derived  much  satisfaction 
from  this  liberal  conduct  on  the  part  of  the 
British  Government,  because  it  -manifested  a 
confidence  in  the  honor  and  firmness  of  our 
Government,  which  must  be  peculiarly  gratify- 
ing to  every  American ;  but  it  rather  increased 
than  lessened  the  obligation  to  persevere  in 
protecting  our  neutral  rights  against  French 
aggressions,  if  they  should  be  persevered  in, 
contrary  to  his  expectation. 

The  motive  or  ground  of  resisting  the  aggres- 
sions of  France  cannot,  under  this  overture,  be 


mistaken.  In  the  former  case,  it  might  have 
seemed  as  if  the  resistance  was  dictated  by  a 
stipulated  obligation  to  Great  Britain  to  make 
it  in  this ;  it  can  only  be  dictated  by  a  just 
sense  of  our  own  honor,  character,  and  inter- 
ests, which  is  left  perfectly  uncontrolled  by  the 
British  overture.  As  this  latter  motive  is  the 
more  honorable,  it  ought  to  be  the  more  scru- 
pulously adhered  to  and  enforced.  He  had 
no  hesitation  in  saying  he  had  uniformly  been 
influenced  by  this  motive  alone,  entirely  dis- 
connected with  any  stipulated  obligation  to 
Great  Britain ;  and  under  this  influence,  alone, 
he  would  be  found  at  all  times  as  ready  to  resist 
the  aggressions  of  France,  as  he  had  at  any  time 
been  those  of  Great  Britain,  if  they  should, 
unfortunately,  be  persevered  in ;  but,  at  the 
same  time,  he  wished  to  take  away  every  pre- 
text for  such  perseverance,  by  persevering  in 
a  conduct  of  the  strictest  and  most  scrupu- 
lous impartiality  toward  all  the  belligerents. 

At  the  last  session  he  had  supposed,  under  the 
general  interdiction  of  all  foreign  armed  vessels, 
some  regulations  and  modifications,  as  excep- 
tions from  the  general  rule,  might  be  made  by 
law,  but  farther  reflection  had  satisfied  him 
thaCthe  preferable  mode  was  by  treaty. 

He  would  state  two  or  three  reasons  for  this 
preference : 

1.  It  will  tend  to  avoid  collisions  with  aU 
foreign  nations.  Eegulations  made  by  law 
might  not  suit  the  views  of  foreign  nations, 
whereas  their  consent  would  be  necessary  in 
treaties. 

2.  It  will  give  us  the  aid  of  a  stipulated  ob- 
ligation on  the  part  of  the  foreign  nation  mak- 
ing the  treaty,  to  enforce  the  arrangement.  In 
the  case  of  Great  Britain  this  consideration  is 
of  great  importance.  Its  importance  results 
from  the  strength  of  her  navy,  compared  with 
the  weakness  of  ours. 

3.  By  treaty  we  may  obtain  what  the  lawyers 
call  a  quid  pro  quo.  "We  may  want,  at  some 
future  time,  the  use  of  some  British  ports,  which 
she  would  readily  give  for  the  use  of  ours._  He 
said  he  would  act  liberally  with  her  in  this  re- 
spect; and,  he  believed,  considering  Great 
Britain  now  at  war,  and  the  United  States  at 
peace,  it  would  rather  accelerate  than  retard  the 
expected  negotiation.  He  said  he  was  as  much 
opposed  to  throwing  any  impediment  in  the 
way  of  the  expected  negotiation  as  any  gentle- 
man in  the  United  States. 

Great  Britain  cannot,  and  will  not  compkin. 
The  municipal  right  now  proposed  to  be  carried 
into  effect,  is  admitted  by  Great  Britain  in  its 
broadest  extent,  and  will  not  be  disputed  by 
Mr.  Canning  at  the  present  moment.  This  will 
appear  from  Mr.  Canning's  declarations  in  the 
debates  of  the  last  session  of  Parliament.  He 
said  he  did  not  know  whether  it  was  correct  to 
read  newspapers  in  evidence,  to  ascertain  the 
opinions  and  expressions  of  the  speaker,  but_  if 
the  Senate  would  be  content  with  this  species 
of  evidence,  contained  in  a  Ministerial  paper,  he 
would  read  it  for  their  information.     Mr.  G. 
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then  read  the  following  extract  of  Mr.  Can- 
ning's speech,  taken  from  a  British  Ministerial 
paper : 

Extract  from  Mr.  Canning's  speech  in  Parliament. 

"At  the  time  the  application  for  a  compromise 
had  been  made  by  the  American  Government,  there 
was  an  order  in  force  excluding  British  ships  of  war 
from  the  American  ports,  while  French  ships  of  war 
were  admitted  into  them  j  and,  consequently,  if  the 
terms  offered  by  America  had  been  accepted,  cm: 
commerce  would  have  been  permitted  to  America 
without  a  ship  of  war  to  protect  it,  while  the  French 
commerce  would  be  excluded,  at  the  same  time  that 
French  ships  of  war  would  be  admitted  if  they  could 
succeed  in  getting  there.  The  ports  of  America 
would  become  nests  for  French  privateers  against 
British  commerce.  As  to  the  tendency  of  the  meas- 
ures in  agitation  in  America,  he  could  afford  the 
light  honorable  gentleman  some  consolation,  by  as- 
suring him  that  they  would  not  have  all  the  iH  conse- 
quences he  seemed  to  apprehend.  A  circumstance 
appeared  by  the  report  of  the  committee  of  Congress, 
though  clothed  in  hostile  language,  which,  if  made 
known  to  His  Majesty's  Government  in  amicable 
terms,  might  have  led  to  the  acceptance  of  the  terms 
proposed.  The  circumstance  he  alluded  to  was  the 
resolution  for  excluding  from  American  ports  the 
ships  of  war  not  of  Great  Britain,  but  of  the  belh- 
gerents.  The  Americans,  in  their  character  of  neu- 
trals, had  unquestionably  a  right  to  exclude  the  ships 
of  war  of  both  belligerents  from  their  ports,  but 
Could  not  confine  them  exclusively  to  those  of  one  of 
the  belligerents  without  a  violation  of  that  impar- 
tiality which  is  the  essence  of  the  neutral  character. 
Yet,  when  that  proposition  shoiild  be  disposed  of, 
the  whole  of  the  diifioulty  would  not  be  surmounted, 
as  much  would  still  remain  to  be  accommodated. 
Another  point,  in  which  fault  had  been  charged  upon 
his  conduct  with  respect  to  America,  was  his  having 
stated  that  the  system  would  not  be  given  up  while 
the  smallest  link  of  the  confederation  against  Great 
Britain  existed." 

It  will  be  observed  that  two  important  con- 
clusions may  be  deduced  from  these  observa- 
tions :  1.  That  the  exercise  of  this  municipal 
right  is  unquestionable.  2.  That  Mr.  Canning's 
objection  to  its  former  exercise  by  proclamation 
was  to  its  limitation,  not  its  extension.  . 

His  objection  is  to  its  exercise  against  Great 
Britain  exclusively  and  not  against  her  enemies. 
At  the  time  of  making  his  speech,  Mr.  Canning 
thought  the  interdiction  was  extended  to  all 
the  belligerents;  in  which  case,  so  far  from 
complainiag  of  its  exercise,  he  says  it  would 
furnish  an  inducement  to  an  accommodation, 
and  his  instructions  to  Mr.  Erskine  were,  no 
doubt,  given  under  this  expectation.  This  was 
the  ground  taken  by  the  report  of  the  commit- 
tee of  the  House  of  Eepresentatives,  in  the  last 
session,  and  the  Senate  went  further,  by  extend- 
ing the  interdiction  to  the  public  armed  ships 
of  all  foreign  nations ;  those  of  peace  as  well  as 
those  of  war.  This  gave  the  transaction  more 
strongly  the  character  of  a  mere  municipal  regu- 
lation. This  principle  was  narrowed  down,  in 
this  bill,  to  apply  merely  to  Great  Britain  and 
France,  and  left  out  altogether  the  other  belli- 


gerent powers.  Mr.  Canning  will  probably  be 
much  surprised  at  this  limitation ;  and  conceive 
hostility  more  pointed  than  he  had  anticipated ; 
some  of  the  points  may,  however,  be  a  little 
blunted  by  including  France,  the  most  operating 
and  unmanageable  of  her  enemies.  He  said 
he  did  not  wish  to  go  one  atom  beyand  Mr. 
Canning's  opinion  upon  this  occasion.  He  took 
great  pleasure  in  concurring  with  Mr.  Canning 
upon  this  point.  It  was  the  first  instance  in 
which  he  had  concurred  in  opinion  with  the 
gentleman ;  but  he  hoped  it  would  not  be  the 
last,  especially  when  the  opinion  favored  the 
rights  and  promoted  the  interest  of  the  United 
States. 

Mr.  Canning  must  have  acted  under  this  im- 
pression when  he  agreed  to  make  the  honorable 
reparation  he  had  done  for  the  unanthorized  at- 
tack u]fon  the  Chesapeake,  without  requiring  a 
previous  revocation  ofthe  interdiction  of  British 
ships.  As  this  revocation  was  not  demanded 
nor  promised,  the  arrangement  now  ought  to 
be  made  on  general  principles  of  justice.  He 
said,  without  feeling  or  expressing  any  regret 
at  any  thing  he  had  said  or  proposed  at  the  last 
session,  he  was  now  as  willing  as  any  gentleman 
to  reciprocate  the  temper  lately  manifested  by 
the  British  Government,  so  opposite  in  its  char- 
acter and  tendency  from  that  manifested  by  the 
Cabinet  for  several  years  preceding.  He  said 
that  no  gentleman  had  yet  manifested  an  inten- 
tion of  removing  the  interdiction  upon  British 
armed  ships,  until  she  had  actually  executed  her 
promise  of  reparation ;  and,  if  the  execution  of 
the  promise  were  to  precede  the  revocation  of 
the  interdiction,  the  mode  of  revocation  by 
treaty,  as  pointed  out  by  his  proposition,  would 
be  nearly  contemporaneous  with  that  proposed 
by  gentlemen,  if  now  enacted  into  a  law,  and  it 
would  have  an  evident  advantage;  as  it  respect- 
ed the  feelings  of  Great  Britain.  The  mode 
recommended  by  gentlemen  is  founded  upon  a 
want  of  confidence  in  the  promise  of  Great 
Britain,  and  an  nngraoious  demand  for  its  exe- 
cution, as  preliminary  to  the  revocation,  while 
the  mode  pointed  out  by  treaty,  is  founded  npon 
a  confidence  in  the  promise ;  and,  without  re- 
quiring its  execution,  wiU  insure  our  own 
safety  by  the  mere  exercise  of  municipal  right ; 
a  right  which  is  unquestionable ;  vouched  to  be 
so  by  Mr.  Canning,  and  the  exercise  of  which  is 
impartial  toward  all  nations,  by  extending  its 
provisions  equally  to  all.  He  said  that  almost 
all  the  injuries  and  insults  sustained  by  the 
United  States  from  public  armed  ships  of  the 
belligerents  within  our  waters,  were  attributable 
to  an  inattention  to  the  exercise  of  this  right, 
and,  relax  the  interdiction  when  you  may,  with- 
out a  stipulated  obligation  on  the  part  of  the 
belligerents,  to  respect  your  neutrality,  and  your 
marine  jurisdiction,  they  wiU  be  renewed  and 
continued. 

The  principle  contended  for  is  not  new.  It 
has  been  before  the  Senate  several  times,  and 
was  adopted  at  the  last  session  in  its  broadest 
extent,  as  will  appear  from  the  following  reso- 
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lution,  which  he  then  had  the  honor  of  mov- 
ing.  It  does  not  appear  from  the  Journals  of 
the  Senate,  that  there  was  any  opposition  to 
the  following  resolution,  which  was  adopted  on 
the  15th  of  Fehruary  last: 

"The  Senate  resumed  the  consideration  of  the 
motion  made  on  the  8th  instant,  that  provision  ought 
to  be  made  by  law  for  interdicting  all  foreign  armed 
ships  from  the  waters  of  the  United  States  ;  and  hav- 
ing agreed  thereto,  ordered  that  it  be  referred  to  Mr. 
GUes,  Mr.  Smith  of  Maryland,  Mr.  Crawford,"  &c. 

He  said  he  was  extremely  happy  to  find  the 
spirit  of  harmony  and  conciliation  which  had 
hitherto  characterized  the  Senate,  and  he  should 
endeavor  to  preserve  and  continue  it;  and, 
while  he  was  strongly  impressed  with  the  pro- 
priety and  policy  of  the  amendment,  yet  he 
was  willing  to  listen  to  any  other  which  might 
be  more  agreeable  to  gentlemen,  provided  it 
was  founded  upon  a  principle  of  strict  imparti- 
ality toward  the  belligerents,  which  he  could 
not  be  induced  to  depart  from  under  any  cir- 
cumstances. 

When  Mr.  Gr.  had  concluded,  the  further  con- 
sideration of  the  subject  was  postponed  until 
to-morrow. 


Feidat,  June  2. 

Philip  Eebd,  from  the  State  of  Maryland,  at- 
tended. 

Stanley  Geiswold,  appointed  a  Senator  by 
the  Executive  of  the  State  of  Ohio,  to  fill  the 
vacancy  occasioned  by  the  resignation  of  Ed- 
wai'd  Tiifin,  was  qualified,  and  took  his  seat. 

John  Smith,  from  the  State  of  New  York, 
attended. 


Monday,  June  5. 
Death  of  Senator  Malbone. 

Mr.  Mathewson  announced  the  death  of  his 
colleague,  Feanois  Malbone,  who  deceased 
yesterday  morning. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  Lloyd, 

Resolved,  That  the  Senate  will  attend  the 'funeral 
of  Francis  Malbone,  this  afternoon,  at  five  o'clock, 
from  his  late  residence ;  that  notice  thereof  be  given 
to  the  House  of  Representatives,  and  that  a  commit- 
tee be  appointed  for  superintending  the  funeral. 

Ordered,  That  Messrs.  Lloyd,  Gilman,  and 
"White,  he  the  committee. 

On  motion,  by  Mr.  Lloyd, 

Resolved,  unanimously,  That  the  members  of  the 
Senate,  from  a  sincere  desire  of  showing  their  respect 
to  the  memory  of  Francis  Malbone,  deceased,  late 
a  member  thereof,  will  go  into  mourning  for  him  one 
month,  by  the  usual  mode  of  wearing  a  crape  round 
the  left  arm  ;  and  that  a  sum  not  exceeding  one 
hundred  and  fifty  dollars  be  applied  out  of  the  con- 
tingent fund  for  placing  a  neat  slab  or  monument, 
with  a  suitable  inscription,  over  his  tomb. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  Lloyd, 

Resolved,  That,  as  an  additional  mark  of  respect 
to  the  memory  of  Feancm  Malbone,  the  Senate  now 
adjourn. 

And  the  Senate  adjourned. 


Tuesday,  June  6. 
Senator  SmitK'a  ;pro  tern.  Appointment. 

Mr.  Giles  submitted  a  resolution,  which  was 
amended,  and  is  as  follows : 

Resolved,  That  the  Honorable  Samuel  Smith,  a 
Senator  appointed  by  the  Executive  of  the  State  of 
Maryland  to  fill  the  vacancy  which  happened  in  the 
ofiice  of  Senator  for  that  State,  is  entitled  to  hold  his 
seat  in  the  Senate  of  the  United  States  during  the 
session  of  the  Legislature  of  Maryland,  which,  by 
the  proclamation  of  the  Governor  of  said  State,  was 
to  commence  on  the  5th  day  of  the  present  month  of' 
June ;  unless  said  Legislature  shall  fill  such  vacancy 
by  the  appointment  of  a  Senator,  and  this  Senate  be 
oficially  informed  thereof 

On  motion,  by  Mr.  Andebson,  to  amend  the 
motion,  by  striking  out  aU  after  the  word  "Re- 
solved," and  inserting : 

**  That  any  Senator  of  this  body,  who  holds  a  seat 
under  an  Executive  appointment,  cannot,  according 
to  the  provisions  of  the  Constitution  of  the  United 
States,  be  entitled  to  continue  to  hold  his  seat  as  a 
member  of  this  body,  after  the  meeting  of  the  Legis- 
lature of  the  State  from  which  such  Senator  may  be 
a  member." 

And  a  division  of  the  motion  for  amendment 
was  called  for,  and  the  question  having  been 
taken,  on  striking  out,  it  passed  in  the  negative ; 
and  the  motion  for  amendment  having  been 
lost,  the  original  motion  was  agreed  to — yeas 
19,  nays  6,  as  follows: 

Yeas. — Messrs.  Anderson,  Brent,  Franklin,  Gail- 
lard,  German,  Giles,  Gilman,  Goodrich,  Griswold, 
Hillhouse,  Lambert,  Mathewson,  Meigs,  Pope,  Eob- 
inson,  Smith  of  New  York,  Thruston,  "White,  and 
Whiteside. 

Nats. — Messrs.  Bradley,  Leib,  Lloyd,  Parker, 
Pickering,  and  Turner. 

"Wednesday,  June  1. 
James  A.  Bayaed,  from  the  State  of  Dela- 
ware, attended. 

Thuesday,  June  8. 
"William  H.  Geaweoed,  from  the  State  of 
Georgia,  attended. 

Monday,  June  12. 
Exiled  Cubans,  with  their  Slaves. 

On  motion,  by  Mr.  Giles, 

BesoUed,  That  a  committee  be  appointed  to 
inquire  whether  it  be  expedient  and  proper,  at 
this  time,  to  make  any  provision  by  law  for  re- 
mitting the  penalties  and  forfeitures  incurred 
by  the  violations  of  some  of  the  provisions  of 
the  act,  entitled  "An  act  to  prohibit  the  im- 
portation of  slaves  into  any  port  or  place  with- 
in the  jurisdiction  of  the  United  States,  from 
and  after  the  first  day  of  January,  in  the  year 
of  our  Lord  one  thousand  eight  hundred  and 
eight,"  so  far  only  as  relates  to  the  introduction 
of  slaves  into  certain  ports  of  the  United  States, 
who  were  lately  forcibly  expelled  from  the 
island  of  Cuba  with  the  French  inhabitants 
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thereof;  and  that  the  committee  have  leave  to 
report  by  bill  or  othervifise. 

Ordered,  That  Messrs.  Giles,  Beadlet,  An- 
DEBSON,  Oeawitoed,  and  Feanklin,  be  the  com- 
mittee. 


Monday,  June  19. 
Exiled  Cubans. 

On  motion,  by  Mi'.  Giles, 

Resolved,  That  the  President  of  the  United  States 
be  requested  to  causa  to  be  laid  before  the  Senate 
such  information  as  he  may  deem  proper  to  commu- 
nicate respecting  the  unfortanate  exiles  lately  expel- 
led from  the  Island  of  Cuba,  and  who  may  have  ar- 
rived, or  are  expected  to  arrive  within  the  jurisdiction 
of  the  United  States;  and,  also,  respecting  any  prop- 
ositions which  may  have  been  made  to  him  by  the 
Minister  Plenipotentiary  of  France,  for  the  purpose 
of  facilitating  the  removal  of  any  of  the  said  exUes, 
with  their  slaves,  and  other  effects,  from  the  United 
States,  to  any  place  within  the  dominions  of  France. 


Feidat,  June  23. 
Foreign  Armed  Vessels. 

Mr.  Leib,  from  the  committee,  appointed  on 
the  20th  instant,  to  inquire  into  the  expediency 
of  providing  by  law  for  the  exclusion  of  foreign 
armed  vessels  from  the  ports  and  harbors  of  the 
United  States,  made  report ;  which  was  read, 
as  follows : 

"  That,  in  the  opinion  of  this  committee,  such  an 
interdiction  is  within  the  just  and  neutral  rights  of 
the  United  States,  and,  under  other  circumstances, 
would  be  highly  expedient  and  proper.  So  long  as 
a  neutral  nation  shall  confine  itself  to  strict  measures 
of  impartiality,  allowing  no  benefit  to  one  beUigerent, 
not  stipulated  by  treaty,  which  it  shall  refuse  to  an- 
other, no  cause  whatever  is  afforded  for  exception  or 
complaint.  The  right  to  admit  an  armed  force  into 
a  neutral  territory  belongs  exclusively  to  the  neutral ; 
and  when  not  guarantied  by  treaty,  as  is  oftentimes 
the  case,  such  admission  compromises  the  neutrality 
of  the  nation,  which  permits  to  one  belligerent  alone 
such  an  indulgence. 

"As  a  measure  of  safety  as  well  as  peace,  it  is  in- 
cumbent upon  the  United  States  to  carry  into  effect 
such  a  provision.  So  long  as  we  are  without  a  com- 
petent force  to  protect  our  jurisdiction  from  violation, 
and  our  citizens  from  outrage,  and  our  flag  from  in- 
sult, so  long  ought  no  asylum  to  be  given,  but  in  dis- 
tress, to  the  armed  vessels  of  any  nation.  The  com- 
mittee will  not  bring  into  view  the  many  injuries 
and  insults  which  the  United  States  have  sustained 
from  the  hospitable  grant  of  their  ports  and  harbors 
to  belligerents ;  nor  the  facility  which  has  thereby 
been  afforded  to  them  to  lay  our  commerce  under 
contribution.  It  is  sufficient  to  remark,  that  great 
injuries  have  been  sustained,  and  that  imperious  duty 
requires  arrangements  at  our  hands  to  guard  our 
country  in  future  from  similar  aggressions. 

"  The  United  States  are,  at  this  moment,  under 
no  obligation  to  withhold  restraints,  within  their 
power,  upon  the  admission  of  foreign  armed  vessels 
into  their  ports ;  but  the  committee  are  too  strongly 
impressed  with  the  propriety  of  avoiding  any  legis- 
lative interference  at  this  time,  which,  by  any  pos- 


sibility, might  be  construed  into  a  desire  to  throw 
difficulties  in  the  way  of  promised  and  pending  nego- 
tiations. They  are  desirons  that  a  fair  experiment 
may  be  made  to  adjust  our  differences  with  the  two 
belligerent  nations,  and  that  no  provisions  be  inter- 
woven in  our  laws  which  shall  furnish  a  pretext  for 
delay,  or  a  refusal  to  yield  to  our  just  and  honorable 
demands. 

"  Calculating  that  the  overtures  which  have  been 
made  by  Great  Britain  will  be  executed  in  good  faith, 
the  committee  are  willing  to  believe  that  the  stipu- 
lated arrangements  will  be  of  such  a  character  as  to 
guard  our  flag  from  insult,  our  jurisdiction  from  ag- 
gression, our  citizens  from  violation,  and  our  mer- 
cantile property  from  spoliation.  Under  these  im- 
pressions, which  the  committee  have  stated  as  briefly 
as  possible,  they  beg  leave  to  submit  to  the  consider- 
ation of  the  Senate  the  foUowing  resolution,  viz : 

"  Resolved,  That  the  farther  consideration  of  the 
subject  be  postponed  until  the  next  session  of  Con- 


Satuedat,  June  24. 
The  bill  freeing  from  postage  all  letters  and 
packets  from  Thomas  Jefferson,  was  read  the 
second  time,  and  considered  as  in  Committee  of 
the  Whole ;  and  no  amendment  having  been 
proposed,  on  the  question.  Shall  this  bill  be  en- 
grossed and  read  a  third  time?  it  was  determin- 
ed in  the  affirmative. 


MoNDAT,  June  26. 

The  Vice  Pkesident  being  absent,  the  Senate 
proceeded  to  the  election  of  a  President  pro 
tempore,  as  the  constitution  provides;  and  the 
honorable  Andeew  Geegg  was  elected. 

Ordered,  That  the  Secretary  wait  on  the 
President  of  the  United  States,  and  acquaint 
him  that  the  Senate  have,  in  the  absence  of  the 
Vice  President,  elected  the  honorable  Andeew 
Geegg  President  of  the  Senate  pro  tempore. 


Tuesday,  June  27. 
Public  Credit. 

The  bill,  entitled  "  An  act  supplementary  to 
the  act,  entitled  '  An  act  making  further  pro- 
vision for  the  support  of  public  credit,  and  for 
the  redemption  of  the  public  debt,' "  was  read 
the  third  time  as  amended. 

On  motion,  by  Mr.  HiLLHorrsE,  to  postpone 
the  further  consideration  thereof  until  the  first 
Monday  in  November  next,  it  was  determined 
in  the  negative — yeas  9,  nays  15. 


"Wednesday,  June  28. 

On  the  question.  Shall  this  bill  pass  as  amend- 
ed ?  it  was  determined  in  the  afflrmative — yeas 
17,  nays  9,  as  follows : 

Yeas. — Messrs.  Anderson,  Brent,  Condit,  Franklin, 
Gaillard,  Giles,  Gregg,  Lambert,  Leib,  Mathewson, 
Meigs,  Parker,  Pope,  Robinson,  Smith  of  New  York, 
Turner,  and  Whiteside. 

Nays. — Messrs  Bayard,  Crawford,  German,  Gil- 
man,  Hillhouse,  Lloyd,  Pickering,  Keed,  and  White. 
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Six  o'clock  in  the  Eoening. 
Adjournment. 

Seaohed,  That  Messrs.  Pope  and  Beent  be  a 
committee  on  the  part  of  the  Senate,  with  such 
as  the  House  of  Representatives  may  join,  to 
■wait  on  the  President  of  the  United  States,  and 
notify  him  that,  unless  he  may  have  any  further 
communications  to  make  to  the  two  Houses  of 
Congress,  they  are  ready  to  adjourn. 

Ordered,  That  the  Secretary  acquaint  the 
House  of  Representatives  therewith,  and  re- 
quest the  appointment  of  a  committee  on  their 
part. 

A  message  from  the  House  of  Representatives 
informed  the  Senate  that  the  House  have  ap- 
pointed a  committee  on  their  part,  to  wait  on 


the  President  of  the  United  States,  and  notify 
him  of  the  intended  recess  of  Congress. 

Mr.  Pope,  from  the  committee,  reported  that 
they  had  waited  on  the  President  of  the  United 
States,  who  informed  them  that  he  had  no 
farther  communications  to  make  to  the  two 
Houses  of  Congress. 

A  message  from  the  House  of  Representatives 
informed  the  Senate  that  the  House,  having 
finished  the  husiness  before  them,  are  about  to 
adjourn. 

Ordered,  That  the  Secretary  inform  the 
House  of  Representatives  that  the  Senate,  hav- 
ing finished  the  business  before  them,  are  about 
to  adjourn. 

The  Secretary  haviog  performed  that  duty, 
the  Peesident  adjourned  the  Senate,  to  meet  on 
the  fourth  Monday  of  November. 
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PKOCEEDINGS  AND  DEBATES 


THE    HOUSE    OP    REPRESENTATIVES.* 


Monday,  May  22,  1809. 
This  being  the  day  appointed  by  law  for  the 
meeting  of  the  present  session,  the  following 
members  of  the  House  of  Eepresentatives  ap- 
peared, produced  their  credentials,  and  took 
their  seats,  to  wit : 

From  New  Hampshire — Daniel  Blaisdell,  John  C. 
Chamberlain,  Wiliam  Hale,  Nathaniel  A.  Haren, 
and  James  Wilson. 

From  Massachusetts — Ezekiel  Bacon,  William  Bay- 
lies, Richard  Cutts,  William  Ely,  Gideon  Gardner, 
Barzillai  Gannett,  Edward  St.  Loe  Livermore,  Ben- 
jamin Picltman,  junior,  Josiah  Quinoy,  Ebenezer 
Seaver,  William  Stedman,  Jabez  Upham,  Joseph  B. 
Varnum,  and  Laban  Wheaton. 

From  Rhode  Island — Richard  Jackson,  junior,  and 
Elisha  R.  Potter. 

From  Connecticut. — Epaphroditus  Champion,  Sam- 
nel  W.  Dana,  John  Davenport,  Jonathan  0.  Mosely, 


*  LIST  OF  EEPEESENTATIVES. 

New  RavnpuMre. — Daniel  Blaisdell,  John  C.  Chamberlain, 
■William  Hale,  Nathaniel  A.  Haven,  James  Wilson. 

Massaclwsetts. — Ezekiel  Bacon,  William  Baylies,  Richard 
Cntts,  Orchard  Cook,  William  Ely,  Gideon  G-ardner,  Bar- 
zillai Gannett,  Edward  St.  Loe  Livermore,  Benjamin  Pick- 
man,  jr.,  Josiah  Quincy,  Ebenezer  Seaver,  Samuel  Taggart, 
William  Stedman,  Jabez  TTpham,  Joseph  B.  Varnum,  Laban 
Wheaton,  Ezekiel  Whitman. 

Bhode  Island. — Eichard  Jackson,  jr.,  Elisha  E.  Potter. 

ConnetMcni. — Epaphroditus  Champion,  Samuel  W.  Dana, 
John  Davenport,  Jonathan  O.  Mosely,  Timothy  Pitkin,  jr., 
Lewis  B.  Sturges,  Benjamin  Tallmadge. 

Fennom*.— William  Chambcrlin,  Martin  Chittenden,  Jon- 
athan H.  Hubbard,  Samuel  Shaw. 

New  York. — James  Emott,  Jonathan  Fisk,  Barent  Gar- 
denier,  Thomas  E.  Gold,  Herman  Kniclterbacker,  Eobert 
Le  Eoy  Livingston,  Yincent  Matthews,  John  Nicholson, 
Gurdon  S.  Mumford,  Peter  B.  Porter,  Ebenezer  Sage,  Tho- 
mas Sammons,  Erastus  Boot,  John  Thompson,  Uri  Tracy, 
Killian  K.  Van  Eensselaer. 

PewrasytoaMM.— William  Anderson,  David  Bard,  Eobert 
Brown,  William  Crawford,  William  Findlay,  Daniel  Heister, 
Eobert  Jenkins,  Aaron  Ljle,  William  Milnor,  John  Porter, 
John  Eea,  Benjamin  Bay,  Matthias  Eiohards,  John  Eoss, 
George  Smith,  Samuel  Smith,  John  Smille,  Eobert  White- 
hill. 

New  Jerse/j/.—MnTii  Boyd,  James  Cox,  William  Holms, 
Jacob  Hufty,  Thomas  Newbold,  Henry  Southard. 


Timothy  Pitkin,  junior,  Lewis  B.  Stnrges  and  Ben- 
jamin Tallmadge. 

From    Vermont — William    Chamberlin,    Martin 
Chittenden,  Jonathan  H.  Hubbard,  and  Samuel  Shaw. 

From  New  Tori — James  Emott,  Jonathan  Fisk, 
Barent  Gardenier,  Thomas  R.  Gold,  Herman  Knick- 
erbacker,  Robert  Le  Roy  Livingston,  John  Nichol- 
son, Peter  B.  Porter,  Ebenezer  Sage,  Thomas  Sam- 
mons, John  Thompson,  Uri  Tracy,  and  Killian  K. 
Van  Rensselaer, 

From  New  Jersey — ^Adam  Boyd,  James  Cox,  Wil- 
liam Helms,  Jacob  Hufty,  Thomas  Newbold,  and 
Henry  Southard. 

From  Pennsylvania — William  Anderson,  David 
Bard,  Robert  Brown,  William  Crawford,  William 
Findlay,  Robert  Jenkins,  Aaron  Lyle,  William  Mil- 
nor, John  Porter,  John  Rea,  Matthias  Richards,  John 
Ross,  George  Smith,  Samuel  Smith,  and  Robert 
Whitehill. 

From  Maryland — John  Brown,  John  Campbell, 
Charles   Goldsborough,   Philip   B.   Key,  Alexander 


Delaware. — Nicholas  Van  Dyke. 

Maryland. — John  Brown,  John  Campbell,  Charles  Golds- 
borough,  Philip  Barton  Key,  Alexander  McKim,  John 
Montgomery,  Nicholas  E.  Moore,  Eoger  Nelson,  Archibald 
Van  Home. 

Virginia. — Burwell  Bassett,  James  Breckenridge,  Wil- 
liam A.  Burwell,  Matthew  Clay,  John  Dawson,  John  W. 
Eppes,  Thomas  Gholson,  jr.,  Peterson  Goodwyn,  Edwin 
Gray,  John  G.  Jackson,  Walter  Jones,  Joseph  Lewis,  jr., 
John  Love,  Thomas  Newton,  Wilson  Carey  Nicholas,  John 
Eandolph,  John  Eoane,  Daniel  Sheffey,  John  Smith,  James 
Stephenson,  Jacob  Swoope. 

NorUi  OaroUna.—'WiWis  Alston,  jr.,  James  Cochran,  Me- 
shack  Franklin,  James  Holland,  Thomas  Kenan,  William 
Kennedy,  Archibald  McBride,  Nathaniel  Macon,  Joseph 
Pearson,  Lemuel  Sawyer,  Eichard  Stanford,  John  Stanley. 

Soidh  CaroUna.—l.amaeX  J.  Alston,  William  Butler,  Jo- 
seph Calhoun,  Eobert  Marion,  Thomas  Moore,  John  Taylor, 
Eobert  Witherspoon,  Eichard  Wynn. 

Georgia.— ^iWiam.  W.  Bibb,  Howell  Cobb,  Dennis  Smelt, 
George  W.  Troup. 

Kentucky.— 'ReToj.  Crist,  Joseph  Desha,  Benjamin  How- 
ard, Eichard  M.  Johnson,  Matthew  Lyon,  Samuel  McKee. 

r«nM6«S66.  — Pleasant  M.   Miller,   John   Ehea,   Eobert 


OMo, — Jeremiah  Morrow. 

Mississippi  Territory. — George  Poindcxter. 

Orleans  Territory. — Julian  Poydras. 
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MoKim,  John  Montgomery,  Nicholas  E.  Moore, 
Roger  Nelson,  and  Archibald  Tan  Home. 

From  Virginia — Burwell  Bassett,  WiUiam  A.  Bnr- 
well,  Matthew  Clay,  John  Dawson,  John  W.  Eppes, 
James  Breckenridge,  Thomas  Grholson,  junior,  Peter- 
son Goodwyn,  Edwin  Gray,  John  G.  Jackson,  Walter 
Jones,  Joseph  Lewis,  junior,  John  Love,  Thomas 
Newton,  John  Randolph,  John  Roane,  Daniel  Sheffey, 
John  Smith,  James  Stephenson,  and  Jacob  Swoope. 

From  North  Carolina — Willis  Alston,  junior,  James 
Cochran,  Meshack  Franklin,  James  Holland,  Thomas 
Kenan,  William  Kennedy,  Nathaniel  Macon,  Archi- 
bald McBride,  Lemuel  Sawyer,  Richard  Stanford,  and 
John  Stanley. 

From  South  Carolina — Lemuel  J.  Alston,  WiUiam 
Butler,  Joseph  Calhoun,  Robert  Marion,  Thomas 
Moore,  John  Taylor,  and  Robert  Witherspoon. 

From  Georgia — William  W.  Bibb,  Howell  Cobb, 
Dennis  Smelt,  and  George  M.  Troup. 

From  Kentuclcy — Henry  Crist,  Joseph  Desha,  Ben- 
jamin Howard,  Richard  M.  Johnson,  Matthew  Lyon, 
and  Samuel  McKee. 

From  Tennessee' — Pleasant  M.  Miller,  and  John 
Bhea. 

From  Ohio — Jeremiai  Morrow. 

Eleotion  of  Speaker,  &c. 

A  quorum,  consisting  of  a  majority  of  the 
■whole  number,  being  present,  tlie  House  pro- 
ceeded, by  ballot,  to  tbe  choice  of  a  Speaker. 

Messrs.  N.  R.  Mooke,  Outts,  and  Poktee, 
were  appointed  tellers  of  the  votes. 

Mr.  N.  E.  MooEE  reported  that  the  result  of 
the  ballot  was,  that  there  were — 

For  Joseph  B.  Varnum,  60 ;  Nathaniel  Macon, 
36  ;  Timothy  Pitkin,  junior,  20 ;  Eoger  Nelson. 
1 ;  0.  W.  Goldsborough,  1 ;  blank  ballots,  2. 

Mr.  Vabxum  having  60  votes,  it  was  sub- 
mitted to  the  decision  of  the  House  by  the 
tellers  whether  the  blank  ballots  could  be  con- 
sidered as  votes;  if  not,  there  being  but  118 
votes,  Mr.  Vaenum  having  60,  had  a  majority. 

Mr.  "W.  Alston  conceived  that  there  could  be 
no  doubt  on  the  subject ;  that  blank  pieces  of 
paper  could  not  be  considered  as  votes.  He 
instanced  the  case  which  occurred  in  the  famous 
balloting  for  President  in  the  year  1801;  at 
which  time,  after  a  number  of  baUotings,  the 
State  of  Mai-yland,  which  was  divided,  gave  in 
four  blank  votes,  and  thus  decided  the  election. 

Mr.  Maooit  thought  there  could  be  no  ques- 
tion on  the  subject ;  he  also  recollected  the  case 
of  the  Presidential  election  instanced  by  his 
colleague,  and  was  of  opinion  that  blank  ballots 
could  not  be  counted.  He  hoped  that  the  gentle- 
man from  Massachusetts  (Mr.  Vaeutjm)  would 
be  conducted  to  the  Chair. 

Mr.  Eandolph  said  this  was  no  ordinary 
question  which  the  House  were  about  to  deter- 
mine, at  the  instance  of  his  friend,  (Mr.  MACoif,) 
in  his  opinion,  in  a  very  irregular  manner ;  and 
Mr.  E.  said  that  he  was  certain,  if  his  friend 
were  not  himself  implicated  in  the  question,  he 
would  have  been  one  of  the  last  men  in  the 
House  to  give  such  a  decision  against  himself; 
but  perhaps  this  was  a  peculiarity  in  his  friend's 
character.  Are  we,  gentlemen,  (said  Mr.  E.,) 
to  have  a  Speaker  of  the  House  of  Eepresenta- 


tives  without  any  election?  The  committee 
have  not  reported  that  one  of  the  persons  voted 
for  had  a  majority  of  the  whole  number  of  votes 
even ;  on  the  contrary,  they  have  expressly  re- 
ported that  no  one  had  a  majority.  And  will  the 
House  consent  in  this  manner  to  choose  a  Speaker 
to  preside  over  this  body,  and  perhaps  eventually 
over  the  destinies  of  this  nation  ? — for  perchance 
the  Speaker  might  become  President  of  the 
United  States.  With  respect  to  the  precedent 
in  the  case  of  the  election  of  the  President  of 
the  TJnited^tates,  there  was  not,  he  said,  the 
smallest  andogy  between  the  two  cases.  What 
was  that  case  ?  It  was  on  a  question  whether 
or  not  there  should  exist  in  this  country  a  Gov- 
ernment, that  this  device  had  been  used,  after* 
some  forty  or  fifty  ballotings.  In  order  to  give 
a  President  to  the  United  States,  certain  gentle- 
men had  thought  proper  not  to  vote  at  all. 
But,  said  Mr.  E.,  is  time  now  so  precious  ?  Is 
the  Secretary  of  the  President  of  the  United 
States  knocking  at  the  door  for  admittance  ?  Is 
the  enemy  at  the  gate?  Is  there  not  time,  I 
beseech  you,  gentlemen,  to  proceed  in  the  regu- 
lar mode  to  the  election  of  our  officers  ?  Or, 
shall  we,  to  avoid  the  trouble  of  writing  a  name 
twice,  establish  a  precedent,  which,  if  estab- 
hshed,  may  put  an  end  to  this  Government, 
which  is  founded  on  the  principle  that  the  ma- 
jority shall  govern  ?  Mr.  E.  said  he  was  more 
free  in  expressing  his  ideas,  because  he  beUeved 
that  a  second  ballot  would  not  affect  the  result ; 
and  he  put  it  to  his  friend  (Mr.  Maooh)  to  say 
whether  he  himself  would  consent  to  take  the 
Chair  on  the  vote  of  a  minority.  He  said  he 
knew  him  too  well ;  he  would  not  consent  to  it. 
He  conceived  that  there  was  no  question  before 
the  House,  that  they  had  not  elected  their 
Speaker ;  and  that  it  was  their  business  to  pro- 
ceed to  an  election.  They  were  certainly  com- 
petent, he  said,  to  elect  the  officers  of  their  own 
body ;  and  he  hoped  they  would  do  it  rrwre  ma- 
jorum — after  the  fashion  of  their  ancestors. 

Mr.  Stastoed  denied  that  the  case  which 
had  been  cited  from  the  Presidential  election  in 
1801  had  any  bearing  on  the  present  question. 
That  was  a  case  in  which,  a  State  being  divided, 
one-half  the  representation  voted  blank,  and 
left  to  the  other  half  of  the  representation  the 
right  of  voting  for  the  State.  As,  at  the  same 
time,  a  gentleman  now  from  Kentucky,  (Mr. 
Lyoit,)  then  the  only  representative  present 
from  Vermont,  had,  by  his  single  vote,  his  col- 
league being  absent,  decided  the  vote  of  that 
State,  he  thought  there  was  no  analogy. 

Mr.  Eandolph  moved  that  the  House  pro- 
ceed to  ballot  a  second  time  for  Speaker. 

The  Clerk  having  put  the  question,  it  was 
carried— 67  to  43. 

Mr.  Macon  said  "he  certainly  felt  a  sense  of 
gratitude  towards  those  who  had  voted  for  him ; 
but  he  should  be  obliged  to  them  to  vote  for 
some  other  person.  He  had  rather  remain  on 
the  floor  of  the  House  than  be  placed  in  the 
Chair.  He  had  experienced  the  difficulties  of 
the  situation ;  besides,  by  an  Uhiess  during  last 
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winter,  his  lungs  had  been  so  affected  that  he 
did  not  feel  himself  adequate  to  the  task.  As 
his  declining  the  situation  might  be  unexpected 
to  some  gentlemen,  to  accommodate  them  he 
would  ask  a  postponement  of  the  ballot  for  a 
time.  He  considered  the  office  of  Speaker  of 
the  House  as  one  of  the  most  honorable  in  the 
nation.  Perhaps  none  was  more  so,  after  that 
of  President  and  Vice  President.  Notwith- 
standing this,  were  there  a  probability  of  his 
being  chosen,  he  must  decline  being  placed  in 
the  Ohair. 

The  House  then  proceeded  to  a  further  ballot ; 
and  Mr.  N.  E.  Moobk  reported  the  result  to  be : 

For  Mr.  Varnum,  65 ;  Mr.  Macon,  45 ;  Mr. 
Pitkin,  6 ;  Mr.  Howard,  1 ;  Mr.  Nelson,  1,  and 
Mr.  Goldsborough,  1. 

Mr.  Vaentjm  haying  a  majority  of  votes  was 
declared  elected,  and  conducted  to  the  Chair ; 
whence  he  addressed  the  House  as  follows  : 

"  Gentlemen  of  the  Home  of  Representatives : 

"  The  continued  manifestation  of  the  national  con- 
fidence in  me,  expressed  by  the  Kepresentatives  of 
the  people  on  this  occasion,  fills  my  heart  with  grate- 
ful sensibility.  In  obedience  to  the  call  of  my 
country,  I  accept  the  oifice  assigned  me,  and  will  en- 
deavor to  discharge  the  duties  of  it  according  to  the 
best  of  my  abilities,  and  agreeably  to  the  wishes  of 
the  House." 

The  Speakee  havmg  been  sworn,  the  oath  to 
support  the  Constitution  of  the  United  States 
was  by  him  administered  to  the  members,  by 
States. 

The  House  then  proceeded  to  the  choice  of  a 
Clerk,  by  ballot.  The  votes  having  been 
counted,  there  were — 

For  Patrick  Magruder,  63  ;  Daniel  Brent,  38 ; 
Nicholas  B.  Van  Zandt,  14 ;  William  Lambert, 
7,  and  Mr.  Scott,  1. 

Mr.  Magruder  having  a  majority  of  votes, 
was  declared  to  be  re-elected. 

Mr.  Geoege  PoindeXtee  having  appeared 
and  produced  his  credentials,  as  the  Delegate 
from  the  Mississippi  Territory  of  the  United 
States,  the  oath  was  administered  to  him  by  the 


Mr.  Maook,  from  the  joint  committee  ap- 
pointed to  wait  on  the  President  of  the  United 
States,  reported  that  the  committee  had  per- 
formed the  service  assigned  to  them,  and  that 
the  President  signified  that  he  would  make  a 
communication  to  Congress,  to-morrow  at 
twelve  o'clock. 

A  message  was  received  from  the  Senate, 
informing  the  House  that  that  body  was  form- 
ed, and  ready  to  proceed  to  business ;  and  that 
they  had  appointed  a  committee  to  wait  on  the 
President  of  the  United  States,  in  conjunction 
with  such  committee  as  the  House  should  ap- 
point, to  infonn  him  that  they  were  ready  to 
receive  any  communication  he  might  have  to 
make. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  J.  G.  Jaokson,  a  commit- 
tee was  appointed  to  act  with  the  committee  of 
the  Senate.  Messrs.  Maoon  and  Jackson  were 
named  as  the  committee. 


The  House,  after  hearing  a  memorial  from 
Joseph  Wheaton,  stating  his  services,  and  pray- 
ing a  reinstatement  in  the  office  of  Sergeant-at- 
Arms,  from  which  he  had  been  ejected,  pro- 
ceeded to  the  choice  of  a  Sergeant-at-Arms. 
The  whole  number  was  122,  of  which  Thomas 
Dunn  had  80.  He  was  therefore  declared  to  be 
re-elected. 

On  balloting  for  a  Doorkeeper,  the  whole 
number  of  votes  was  116,  of  which  Thomas 
Claxton  had  115.  He  waa  therefore  declared 
re-elected. 

On  balloting  for  an  Assistant  Doorkeeper, 
there  were — 

For  Benjamin  Burch,  68 ;  Jesse  Edwards, 
50. 

Mr.  Burch  was  therefore  elected. 

Mr.  Dawson. — ^Before  we  adjourn,  it  will  be 
necessary  to  fix  on  some  hour  at  which  we  shall 
meet ;  that  hour  heretofore  has  been  eleven ; 
but,  as  the  mornings  are  now  long,  as  some  of 
the  reasons  which  caused  the  present  sessions 
have  probably  ceased,  as  the  select  committees 
wUl  have  but  little  to  do,  and  every  gentleman 
must  be  anxious  to  end  the  session  and  return 
home,  I  would  prefer  an  earlier  hour,  and 
therefore  offer  the  following  resolution : 

Resolved,  That  unless  otherwise  directed,  the  hour 
of  meeting  during  the  present  session  shall  he  at  ten 
o'clock  in  the  forenoon. 

Agreed  to,  52  to  39 ;  and  the  House  ad- 
journed. 


Ttjesdat,  May  23. 

Several  other  members,  to  wit:  From  Massa- 
chusetts, Samttel  Taggaet  ;  from  New  York, 
Vincent  Matthews  ;  from  Pennsylvania,  Dan- 
iel Heistee  ;  and  from  North  Carolina,  Joseph 
Peaeson,  appeared,  produced  their  credentials, 
were  qualified,  and  took  their  seats. 

The  Journal  of  yesterday's  proceedings  hav- 
ing been  read — 

Mr.  Eandolph  moved  to  amend  it,  so  as  to 
record  the  precise  state  of  the  two  ballots  for  a 
Speaker,  with  a  view  to  a  correct  understand- 
ing of  the  case,  if  it  should  ever  be  drawn  into 
precedent  hereafter. 

After  a  discussion  of  nearly  two  hours  on  the 
subject  of  the  decision  of  yesterday,  and  the 
analogy  betwixt  it  and  the  case  of  the  Presi- 
dential election  of  1801,  Mr.  Eandolph's  mo- 
tion was  agreed  to — ayes  70. 

President's  Message. 

The  Message  of  the  President  of  the  United 
States  was  received,  agreeably  to  the  intuna- 
tion  given  by  the  President  yesterday  to  the 
committee  appointed  to  wait  on  him.  The 
Message  having  been  read,  was  referred  to  a 
Committee  of  the  whole  House  on  the  State  of 
the  Union,  and  5,000  copies  ordered  to  be 
printed  of  the  Message,  with  the  documents  ac- 
companying it.  [See  Senate  proceedings  of 
this  date,  ante  page  117,  for  this  Message.] 
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Thuesdat,  May  25. 
Swedish  and  Portuguese  Vessels. 

Mr.  Newton  offered  a  resolution  to  instruct 
the  Committee  of  Commerce  and  Manufactures 
to  inquire  into  and  report  on  the  expediency  of 
permitting  vessels  of  those  nations  with  whom 
intercourse  was  permitted,  to  take  cargoes,  &c. 
He  stated  to  the  House  that  at  present  vessels  of 
Sweden  and  Portugal,  with  whom  intercourse 
is  permitted,  could  not  load  and  depart ;  and  on 
this  subject  a  letter  was  read  from  the  Secretary 
of  the  Treasury  to  the  Committee  of  Commerce 
and  Manufactures. 

Mr.  BuEWELL  said  there  was  another  subject 
connected  with  the  resolution,  which  ought  to 
be  taken  into  consideration.  The  proclamation 
of  the  President  declares  that  on  the  10th  of 
June  next,  the  operation  of  the  non-intercourse 
law,  as  relates  to  Great  Britain,  shaU  cease.  It 
went  into  operation  on  the  20th  of  this  month. 
Of  course  there  were  many  vessels  on  the  coast 
which  could  not  get  in  before  the  20th  of  May. 
He  submitted  it  to  the  Chairman  of  the  Com- 
mittee, whether  it  would  not  be  proper  at  once 
to  do  away  aU  restriction,  because  the  policy  of 
its  existence  had  ceased  in  relation  to  Great 
Britain  from  the  restoration  of  harmony  with 
her ;  and  if  the  goods  on  our  coast  were  not 
permitted  to  be  regularly  finded,  they  might 
be  smuggled  in,  and  injure  the  revenue.  He 
thought  it  would  be  proper  to  inquire  into  the 
expediency  of  doing  away  at  once,  by  law,  aU 
interdiction  of  commerce. 

Mr.  Newton  said  he  had  no  objection  to  act 
on  the  subject  mentioned  by  his  colleague,  but 
he  did  not  conceive  it  to  be  connected  witii  the 
present  motion. 

Mr.  Newton's  motion  having  been  agreed  to, 
he  immediately  reported  "  a  biU  respecting  the 
ships  or  vessels  owned  by  citizens  of  foreign 
nations  with  whom  commercial  intercourse 
is  permitted." — Twice  read,  and  referred  to  a 
Committee  of  the  whole  House  to-morrow. 

Non-Intercourse  Act. 

Mr.  LrvEEMOEE  said  that  he  did  not  distinctly 
hear  all  that  fell  from  the  gentleman  from  Vir- 
ginia, (Mr.  BuEWELL,)  but,  from  what  he  had 
heard,  he  apprehended  that  it  was  on  a  subject 
of  great  importance.  There  were  many  vessels 
on  the  coast,  which,  were  they  to  enter  our 
harbors,  would  fall  within  the  description  of  the 
4th,  5th,  and  6th  sections  of  the  non-intercourse 
act.  From  the  happy  commencement  of  the 
settlement  of  our  differences  with  Great  Britain, 
he  did  not  believe  it  was  the  design  of  any 
gentleman  that  the  non-intercourse  should  be 
enforced  in  this  particular.  He  therefore 
offered  a  resolution  for  suspending  the  act,  as 
follows: 

Besohed,  That  it  is  expedient  that  the  operation  of 
60  much  of  the  act,  entitled  "  An  act  to  interdict  the 
commercial  intercourse  between  the  United  States 
and  Great  Britain  and  France,  and  their  depend- 
encies," as  inhibits  the  importation  of  goods  from 


Great  Britain  and  its  dependencies,  be  suspended  until 
the  tenth  day  of  June  next 


Peidat,  May  26. 
Another  member,  to  wit,'  Eobeet  Weakley, 
from  Tennessee,  appeared,  produced  his  creden- 
tials, was  qualified,  and  took  his  seat. 

Yote  of  Approbation. 

Mr.  Eastdolph  said  that  for  the  last  eight 
years  or  thereabouts  an  alteration  had  taken 
place  in  the  manner  of  doing  business  at  the 
commencenfent  of  each  session  of  Congress.  He 
said  he  recollected  when  the  first  Congress  un- 
der the  administration  of  Mr.  Jefferson  had  met 
at  this  place,  instead  of  Congress  being  opened 
as  heretofore  by  the  President  in  person  and  by 
a  speech,  a  note  in  these  words  had  been  receiv- 
ed by  the  Speaker,  enclosing  a  Message  from  the 
President : 

"  Decejibek  8,  1801. 

**  Shi  :  The  circumstances  under  which  we  find  our- 
selves at  this  place  rendering  inconvenient  the  mode 
heretofore  practised,  of  making  by  personal  address 
the  iirst  communications  between  the  Legislative  and 
Executive  branches,  I  have  adopted  that  by  Message, 
as  used  on  all  subsequent  occasions  through  the  ses- 
sion. In  doing  this  I  have  had  a  principal  regard  to 
the  convenience  of  the  Legislature,  to  the  economy 
of  their  time,  to  their  rehef  from  the  embarrassment 
of  immediate  answers  on  subjects  not  yet  fully  before 
them,  and  to  the  benefits  thence  resulting  to  the 
public  affairs.  Trusting  that  a  procedure  founded 
in  these  motives  will  meet  their  approbation,  I  beg 
leave  through  you,  sir,  to  communicate  the  enclosed 
Message."  &c. 

It  is  unnecessary,  I  believe,  (said  Mr.  E.,)  to 
state  that  the  hint  contained  in  the  Message 
that  no  answer  was  to  be  expected,  was  taken 
by  the  House ;  and  from  that  day  no  answers 
have  been  given  to  the  Message  of  the  Presi- 
dent at  the  opening  of  Congress.  It  would  ill 
become  me,  sir,  who  so  highly  approved  then, 
and  who  so  highly  approve  now  the  change  in- 
troduced by  communicating  to  the  two  Houses 
by  message  instead  of  by  speech,  to  say  any 
thing  that  might  imply  a  disapprobation  of  it. 
I  like  it,  sir.  To  tell  the  truth,  the  style  of  com-, 
munioating  by  speech  was  more  in  the  style  of 
the  opening  of  the  British  Parliament  by  the 
king.  I  therefore  like  the  mode  of  communi- 
cation by  message.  But  I  am  not  so  clear, 
though  we  were  then  half-right,  that  we  were 
wholly  light ;  though  on  this  subject  I  do  not 
mean  to  give  a  definite  opinion.  No  man  can 
turn  over  the  journals  of  the  first  six  Congresses 
of  theUnited  States  without  being  sickened,  fairly 
sickened,  with  the  adulation  often  replied  by  the 
Houses  of  Congress  to  the  President's  communi- 
cation. Bu  t  nevertheless  the  answer  to  an  address, 
although  that  answer  might  finally  contain  the 
most  exceptionable  passages,  was  in  fact  the 
greatest  opportunity  which  the  opposition  to 
the  measures  of  the  administration  had  of  can- 
vassing and  sifting  its  measures;  and,  in  my 
mind,  whatever  goes  to  take  away  this  oppor- 
ttmity,  goes  so  far  to  narrow  down  the  rights 
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of  the  minority  or  opposition,  commonly  so 
called,  and  in  fact  to  enlarge  the  rights  of  the 
m^ority  and  the  administration  party  so  called ; 
and  I  beg  leave  not  to  be  understood  as  speak- 
ing of  the  state  of  parties  at  this  time,  but  of 
that  which  has  always  existed.  This  oppor- 
tunity of  discussion  of  the  answer  to  an  ad- 
dress, however  exceptionable  the  address  might 
be  when  it  had  received  the  last  seasoning  for 
the  Presidential  palate,  did  afford  the  best  op- 
portunity to  take  a  review  of  the  measures  of 
the  administration,  to  canvass  them  fully  and 
fairly,  without  there  being  any  question  raised 
whether  the  gentlemen  were  in  order  or  not ; 
and  I  believe  the  time  spent  in  canvassing  the 
answer  to  a  speech  was  at  least  as  well  spent  as 
a  great  deal  that  we  have  expended  since  we 
discontinued  the  practice.  I  do  not  say  that 
any  answer  is  proper  or  ought  to  be  given ;  but 
I  do  believe  that  when  this  House  goes  into  a 
Committee  of  the  Whole  on  the  state  of  the 
Union,  it  is  for  purposes  a  little  more  elevated 
than  to  dissect  the  Message  of  the  President  of 
the  United  States,  or  to  strip  it  up  and  transfer 
it  to  select  and  standing  committees.  If  that  be 
the  whole  object  of  going  into  a  Committee  of 
the  "Whole  on  the  state  of  the  Union,  I  can  see 
no  reason  for  having  any  such  committee,  nor 
why  the  Message  should  not  be  taken  in  the 
first  instance,  dissected  by  the  knife  of  the  ope- 
rator most  in  the  fashion  of  the  day,  and  refer- 
red to  different  committees.  And  it  has  a  ten- 
dency to  cast  a  sort  of  ridicule  on  our  proceed- 
ings, when  this  august  assembly  resolves  itself 
into  a  Committee  of  the  "Whole  on  the  state  of 
the  Union,  and  resolves  that  the  Message  shall 
be  referred  to  such  and  such  committees ;  and 
would  induce  shallow  observers  to  believe  that 
in  fact  there  is  little  or  no  use  for  such  a  com- 
mittee. But  whatever  may  be  my  opinion  on 
the  subject  of  opening  the  two  Houses  by  mes- 
sage, I  do  think  that  there  are  occasions,  and 
that  this  is  one,  on  which  it  behooves  this  as- 
sembly to  express  its  opinion  on  the  state  of 
public  affairs.  I  will  not  recall  to  your  recol- 
lection, sir,  because  perhaps,  and  most  probably 
it  passed  over  your  mind  without  making  any 
impression,  that  some  time  during  the  last  ses- 
sion of  Congress,  I  stated  that  if  the  gentleman 
in  whose  hand  the  reins  of  Government  were 
about  to  be  placed  did  not  even  tolerably  per- 
form the  task  assigned  to  him,  some  allowance 
ought  to  be  made  for  the  state  in  which  he 
found  the  nation.  And,  sir,  when  I  see  the 
situation  of  the  country  so  materially  changed 
for  the  better,  am  I  and  is  this  House  to  sit  still 
and  regard  it  but  as  newspaper  talk  of  the  day, 
and  express  no  opinion  on  it  ?  And  what  is 
our  opinion?  It  is  either  in  approbation  or 
disapprobation  of  the  conduct  of  the  Executive. 
In  my  opinion  it  is  due  to  the  Executive  that 
he  have  an  expression  of  sentiment  on  this  sub- 
ject. In  the  part  of  the  country  in  which  I  live, 
dinners  have  been  given,  feasts  have  been  held, 
and  the  song  and  toast  have  passed  round  in 
commemoration  of  the  event :  and  is  this  House 


fo  be  insensible,  and  to  leave  the  President  of 
the  United  States  in  ignorance  or  doubt  whether 
his  conduct  has  or  has  not  received  the  sanction 
of  their  approbation  ?  Or  is  he  to  get  that  in- 
formation from  inofiicial  sources  ?  I  hope  not. 
I  hope  he  will  get  it  from  ourselves.  I  there- 
fore move  you — 

"  That  the  promptitude  and  frankness  with  which 
the  President  of  the  United  States  has  met  the  over- 
tures of  the  Government  of  Great  Britain,  towards 
the  restoration  of  harmony  and  free  commercial  in- 
tercourse between  the  two  nations,  meets  the  appro- 
bation of  this  House." 

Mr.  FiNDLAT  said  that  this  proposition  con- 
templated a  novelty  in  the  legislative  proceed- 
ing of  this  country.  "Where  would  it  end  if  the 
House  were  now  to  make  a  solemn  resolution 
approving  of  the  conduct  of  the  President? 
The  answer  returned  to  the  speech  of  the  King 
in  monarchical  Governments  committed  the 
House  making  it  to  all  that  was  contained  in 
it.  The  practice  in  this  country  had  been  long 
considered  an  evil ;  indeed,  he  thought  he  conid 
show  by  the  journals  one  instance  in  which  the 
discussion  of  a  single  section  in  an  answer  occu- 
pied the  House  fourteen  or  fifteen  days.  It  was 
a  practice,  too,  which  introduced  at  the  very 
opening  of  the  session  all  that  ii-ritation  that 
commonly  arose  in  the  course  of  a  session.  Mr. 
P.  said  he  supposed  there  was  not  a  member  in 
the  House  but  did  approve  of  the  President's 
exercise  of  the  authority  vested  in  him.  He 
presumed  that  they  approved  equally  also  of 
the  same  offer  heretofore  made  to  the  Court  of 
London.  If  the  House  were  to  approbate  the 
conduct  of  one  President,  they  must  approbate 
that  of  others ;  and  the  conduct  of  the  different 
administrations  under  the  constitution  might  be 
brought  into  view.  Mr.  F.  was  totally  against 
this  motion,  or  any  other  of  the  kind. 

Mr.  Dana  said  that  at  the  present  time  he 
should  certainly  not  be  for  adopting  the  resolu- 
tion. The  adopting  it  at  this  time  would  cer- 
tainly not  comport  with  the  object  professed  by 
the  mover,  which  he  had  understood  to  be,  to 
present  a  question  on  which  there  might  be  a 
general  view  of  the  conduct  of  the  Executive  in 
relation  to  the  object  in  question.  If  the  object 
was  to  bring  up  the  question  in  a  r^ular  form, 
that  gentlemen  might  express  themselves  fully 
in  relation  to  our  affairs,  it  was  very  proper 
that  this  subject  should  be  discussed  in  Com- 
mittee of  the  Whole  on  the  state  of  the  Union. 
For  himself,  Mr.  D.  said  that  he  thought  the 
mode  of  answeringspeeches  might  do  very  well 
in  such  a  Government  as  this,  and  whatever 
inight  be  said  of  economy  of  time,  by  an  atten- 
tion to  the  actual  expense,  it  would  be  found 
that  in  fact  very  little  time  was  lost  by  it.  At 
the  last  session  of  Congress  a  committee  had 
reported  a  resolution  to  which  there  was  but 
two  dissentients ;  the  discussion  occupied  neai-ly 
three  weeks.  All  agi-eed  as  to  the  result,  but 
gentlemen  combated  each  other's  arguments. 
And  undoubtedly,  Mr.  D.  said,  the  rapidity  with 
which  the  Message  was  shot  through  a  Com- 
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mittee  of  the  Whole,  was  rather  a  farcical  piece 
of  business — and,  indeed,  it  was  not  without 
some  little  surprise  that,  when  he  had  come  to 
the  House  this  morning,  he  found  the  whole 
subject  disposed  of. 

Mr.  W.  Alston  said,  that  when  a  resolution 
like  the  one  proposed  was  presented  to  him,  the 
substance  of  which  met  his  approbation,  if  he 
was  compelled  to  vote  directty  upon  it,  he 
would  rather  vote  for  it  than  against  it.  But 
if  it  were  the  object  to  bring  before  the  House  a 
discussion  upon  the  Message  of  the  President, 
and  to  return  an  answer  to  his  Excellency's 
most  gracious  Message,  he  should  certainly  be 
opposed  to  it.  If  ever  there  had  been  one  par- 
ticular part  of  the  conduct  of  the  former  admin- 
istration which  had  met  the  approbation  of  the 
Kepublicans  of  this  country  generally,  it  was 
th«!  discontinuance  of  this  practice.  The  result 
of  the  alteration  was,  that  although  more  was 
done  during  the  sessions  of  the  Republican  Con- 
gresses, they  terminated  them  three  or  four  weeks 
sooner  than  ever  had  been  done  before.  As  to 
the  opportunity  which  the  answers  afforded  for 
debate,  could  any  one  say  that  sufficient  latitude 
had  not  been  taken  in  debate?  Had  not  gentle- 
men even  called  others  by  name,  and  introduced 
every  subject  on  any  question?  Mr.  A.  said  he 
was  pleased  with  what  had  been  done,  and  he 
could  not  vote  that  he  was  not  pleased ;  but  he 
was  certainly  opposed  to  entering  into  a  full 
discussion,  at  the  opening  of  each  session,  of 
every  thing  which  was  to  come  under  the  con- 
sideration of  the  House.  If  they  were  to  take 
up  this  resolution,  they  might  as  well  take  some 
abstract  act  of  Mr.  Adams's,  he  being  still  living, 
and  discuss  his  political  life.  Wabhinoton,  at 
least  he  hoped,  having  departed  from  us,  would 
be  permitted  to  rest  in  peace. 

Mr.  Bacon  said  that  with  other  gentlemen, 
he  could  not  but  regret  that  this  proposition 
had  been  brought  forward.  If  he  were  brought 
to  vote  upon  it,  he  need  not  tell  the  House  that 
he  should  cordially  vote  for  it ;  but  it  was  really 
one  of  the  last  observations  which  he  had  ex- 
pected to  have  heard  from  any  gentleman  that 
we  wanted  field  for  debate.  He  had  thought 
that  the  grievance  was  the  otner  way ;  that  the 
cause  of  complaint  was,  that  they  consumed 
too  much  time  in  debate.  He  said  he  should 
certainly  vote  for  the  resolution,  were  it  brought 
to  a  direct  vote ;  but,  for  the  purpose  of  placing 
before  the  House  the  view  of  the  subject  which 
he  entertained,  he  should  take  the  liberty  to 
move  an  amendment  to  it,  and  then  move  to 
refer  it  to  a  Committee  of  the  Whole.  The 
amendment  was  in  these  words,  proposed  to  be 
added  to  the  motion : — "  And  furnishes  an  ad- 
ditional proof  of  the  spirit  of  accommodation  on 
the  part  of  the  Government  of  the  United  States, 
which  has  at  no  time  been  intermitted." 

Mr.  J.  G.  Jackson  moved  that  the  whole  sub- 
ject be  postponed  indefinitely. 

Mr.  EasbOlph  said  that  as  an  indefinite  post- 
ponement was  considered  as  tantamount  to  a 
rejection— for  it  prevents  a  renewal  of  the  sub- 
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ject  during  the  session,  and  a  rejection  does 
nothing  more,  as  the  House  had  heretofore  had 
a  woful  experience  in  the  case  of  certain  very 
pertinacious  petitioners;  and,  as  he  was  afraid, 
they  would  again  havefrom  a  certain  body  of  peti- 
tioners, who,  he  presumed,  had  not  entirely 
given  up  their  hopes  of  quartering  themselves 
on  the  public  property — an  indefinite  postpone- 
ment, then,  being  equivalent  to  a  rejection,  he 
certainly  was  opposed  to  the  rejection  of  his 
own  motion.  He  could  not  have  believed  that 
this  motion  Would  have  been  rejected  by  the 
House,  though  %e  said  he  had  certainly  calcu- 
lated on  its  being  opposed  by  those  who  con- 
demned the  promptitude  and  frankness  with 
which  the  President  had  proceeded  to  restore, 
as  far  as  depended  on  him,  the  intercourse  be- 
tween the  two  nations.  It  is  this  part  of  the 
conduct  of  the  President  of  the  United  States, 
said  Mr.  E.,  on  which  I  mean  to  give  an  opin- 
ion— "  By  the  President  of  the  United  States,  a 
proclamation" — and  in  that  proclamation,  in  my 
opinion,  he  has  deserved  well  of  his  country.  I 
ask  the  gentleman  from  Pennsylvania,  (Mr. 
FiNDLAY,)  if  he  is  near  enough  to  heai-  me  in 
this  vast  room,  when  have  I  proposed  bringing 
in  review  the  whole  measures  of  former  admin- 
istration ;  when  have  I  proposed  an  answer  to 
an  address  to  the  two  Houses  ?  I  have  propos- 
ed no  such  thing,  sir,  although  my  motion  is 
nearly  tantamount  to  it ;  because  it  so  happens 
that  the  only  act  of  which  we  have  any  knowl- 
edge, except  the  laying  up  the  gunboats  in  dry 
dock^  which  I  also  most  cordially  approbate,  is 
this  very  thing.  Now,  I  have  not  the  slightest 
objection,  if  the  gentleman  chooses,  that  the 
honorable  and  worthy  gentleman  from  Massa- 
chusetts should  insist  on  a  venire  on  the  conduct 
of  any  former  President  of  the  United  States, 
but  I  beg  myself  to  be  excused  from  serving  on 
it.  As  an  unqualified  juror,  I  choose  to  except 
myself ;  fbr,  reaUy,  as  to  one  of  those  Presidents, 
his  career  does  not  yet  seem  to  be  finished.  It 
would  seem  as  if  he  meditated  another  batch  of 
midnight  judges,  and  another  midnight  retreat 
from  the  Capital  I  do,  therefore,  except  to 
myself  as  a  juror  as  to  him  or  any  other  Presi- 
dent. Be  mortuis  nil  nisi  ionum.  Agreed,  sir. 
Let  the  good  that  men  do  live  after  them,  and 
the  evil  be  interred  in  their  graves.  _  But,  I 
would  ask  the  gentleman  from  Connecticut,  and 
the  gentleman  from  Pennsylvania,  also,  if  this 
be  one  of  their  abstract  propositions  ?  How 
abstract,  I  pray  you  ?  Or,  if  it  be  one  of  those 
unmeaning  propositions,  the  discussion  of  which 
could  answer  no  good  to  this  House  ?  It  would 
he  idle  in  us  now  to  be  trying  Mr.  Adams  on 
the  merits  of  the  sedition  law,  the  eight  per 
cent,  loans,  or  any  other  such  act.  It  would 
answer  no  purpose ;  and  it  would  be  equally  idle 
and  futile  to  pass  any  opinion  on  the  merits  or 
demerits  of  the  first  four  or  last  four  years  of 
the  late  administration,  for  this  plain  reason, 
the  question  bolts  upon  you,  cui  bono  ?  What 
earthly  good  can  result  from  it  ?  But  is  that 
the  case  in  relation  to  the  Executive,  on  whose 
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future  dispositions  rest  the  best  interests  of  this 
nation  1  Is  that  a  mere  idle  discussion  ?  And 
is  it  come  to  this  ?  Is  this  House  so  sunk  in 
the  Executive  opinion,  (I  trust  not,  sir ;  I  abhor 
the  idea,)  that  its  approbation  of  a  great  course 
of  national  policy  is  to  pass  for  nothing;  is  it  to 
have  no  influence  on  the  conduct  of  the  Execu- 
tive of  the  IJnited  States  ?  This,  sir,  is  taking 
higher  doctrine  than  was  ever  advanced  by 
those  who  wished  to  see  the  President  open 
Parliament  by  a  speech  from  the  throne.  It  is 
taking  higher  ground  than  the  Minister  of  that 
country  from  which  the  precedent  was  derived. 
The  weight  of  the  House  of  Commons  is  felt  too 
sensibly  there  for  their  inclinations  not  to  be 
sounded  by  motions  from,  their  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer,  and  their  members  of  opposition,  in 
relation  to  the  great  course  of  foreign  affairs. 
And,  sir,  shall  we  now  he  told  that  it  is  a  mere 
matter  of  moonshine,  a  thing  of  no  moment, 
whether  this  House  really  does  approve  the 
conduct  of  the  Administration  of  the  Govern- 
ment of  the  United  States,  or  disapproves  it  ? 
Praise,  in  my  opinion,  properly  and  not  prod- 
igally bestowed,  is  one  of  the  best  resources  of 
a  nation.  "Why  is  this  House  called  upon,  and 
I  am  sorry  to  say  it  is,  too  often,  and  too  light- 
ly, to  give  its  sanction  to  the  conduct  of  individ- 
uals in  the  public  service,  if  its  approbation  is 
estimated  so  trivially?  No,  sir ;  tiiis  is  a  great 
question  which  I  have  presented  to  you,  and 
gentlemen  may  hamper  it  with  as  many  amend- 
ments as  they  please ;  they  cannot  keep  the 
question  out  of  sight.  Some  may  be  against  it 
because  they  are  for  it ;  some  because  it  does 
harm,  and  some  because  it  does  no  good.  The 
question  cannot  be  kept  out  of  sight ;  it  has  been 
presented  to  the  American  people  and  they 
have  decided  it,  decide  you  how  you  may. 

With  respect  to  the  gentleman's  amendment,  I 
need  not  tell  him,  I  presume,  that  I  shall  vote 
most  pointedly  against  it,  because,  in  my  opin- 
ion, it  does  not  contain  the  truth.  The  gentle- 
man from  Massachusetts  (Mr.  Baoon)  will  be 
among  the  last  of  the  members  of  this  House  to 
attribute  to  me  an  improper  sentiment  in  regard 
to  him,  when  I  say  that  it  does  not  contain  the 
truth.  If  the  gentleman  from  Massachusetts 
chooses,  in  imitation  of  another  Eastern  nation 
— ^not  those  who  tried  their  Kiugs  after  they 
were  emtomhed,  but  those  who  consigned  to 
one  common  grave  the  living  and  the  dead  ;  if 
he  be  willing  to  attach  the  sound,  healthy  body 
of  the  present  Administration — ^healthy  so  far, 
and,  I  trust,  fortifying  itself  against  contagions 
— to  the  dead  corpse  of  the  last,  let  him.  He 
shall  not  have  my  assistance  in  doing  it ;  nor 
have  I  the  least  desire  to  draw  a  marked  dis- 
tinction between  the  two  Administrations.  The 
gentleman  will  hardly  suspect  that  I  am  seek- 
ing favor  at  court.  My  object  is  plain.  It  is 
to  say  to  the  President  that,  in  issuing  that  pro- 
clamation, he  has  acted  wisely,  and  we  approve 
of  it.  I  know,  sir,  that  there  are  men  who 
condemn  the  conduct  of  the  President  in  issu- 
ing the  proclamation  ;   and  why  ?    They  say 


he  was  precipitate.  Where  was  the  neces- 
sity, they  will  tell  you,  of  declaring  that  the 
Orders  in  Council  will  toe  hem  withdrawn? 
This  is  the  language  of'  objection.  There  is 
a  difference  of  opinion  subsisting  in  this  coun- 
try on  these  two  point?.  There  are  men  who 
condemn  this  proclamation,  and  men  who  con- 
demn the  construction  given  by  the  Executive 
to  the  non-intercourse  law.,  I  approve  both.  I 
wish  the  President  of  the  United  States  to  have 
the  approving  sentiment  of  this  House,  and  to 
have  that  approbation  as  a  guide  to  his  future 
conduct ;  and  I  put  it  to  the  gentleman  from 
Massachnsetts  whether  it  be  fair  to  mingle.it 
with  the  old,  stale,  refuse  stuff  of  the  embargo  ? 
Ko,  sir  ;  let  him  not  put  his  new  wine  into  old 
bottles.  There  is  a  difference  of  opinion  in  this 
country.  The  President  of  the  United  States 
stands  condemned  by  men  in  this  nation,  and, 
as  I  believe,,  in  this  House,  for  having  issued 
that  proclamation,  and  put  that  construction  on 
the  non- intercourse  law.  I  wish  to  see  by  how 
many  he  is  thus  condemned.  I  do  not  wish  to 
see  the  question  shirked — ^to  see  it  blinked.  If 
there  be  a  majority  of  the  House,  as  I  believe 
there  is,  in  favor  of  the  conduct  of  the  Pres- 
ident, I  wish  him  to  have  that  approbation  ex-  " 
pressed  as  a  guide  to  his  future,  and  a  support 
to  his  present  conduct.  It  is  due  to  him.  Sir, 
have  I  moved  you  a  nauseous,  sickening  resolu- 
tion, stuffed  with  adulation  ?  Nothing  like  it ; 
but,  a  resolution  that  the  promptitude  and  frank- 
ness with  which  the  President  of  the  United 
States  has  met  the  overtures  of  the  British 
Government  towai-ds  a  restoration  of  the  an- 
cient state  of  things  between  the  two  countries 
— the  state  prior  to  the  memorable  non-impor- 
tation act  of  1806 — meets  the  approbation  of 
this  House.  Either  it  does,  or  it  does  not.  If 
it  does,  let  us  say  so.  If  it  does  not,  let  us  say 
so.  If  gentlemen  thint  this  House  never  ought 
to  express  an  opinion,  but  leave  the  President 
to  grope  in  the  dark  as  to  our  views,  or  get 
them  through  inofficial  channels,  I  presume  the 
previous  question  will  be  taken,  or  motion 
made  that  the  resolution  lie  upon  the  table. 
The  gentlemen  from  Pennsylvania  says,  shall 
we  go  back,  and  ffpprove  of  what  he  conceives 
to  be  similar  conduct  of  the  late  President  of 
the  United  States  in  relation  to  the  embargo  ? 
I  hope  not,  sir.  But  if  a  majority  of  this  House 
choose  to  do  so,  let  them.  I  shall  say  no.  But 
why  mingle  two  subjects  together,  on  which 
there  does  exist— and  I  am  afraid  it  will  leak 
out  on  this  very  vote  of  indefinite  postpone- 
ment—so very  material  a  difference  of  opinion 
in  different  parts  of  the  House  ?  For  example : 
I  do  not  think  of  the  offer  about  the  embargo 
as  the  gentlemen  from  Massachusetts  and  Penn- 
sylvania think ;  and  I  think  it  probable  that 
those  two  gentlemen  do  not  thing  of  this  pro- 
clamation and  the  construction  given  to  the 
non-intercourse  law,  as  I  thhik.  And  why 
should  we,  make  a  sort  of  hotch-potch  of  two 
subjects,  on  which  we  do  not  think  alike,  for 
the  purpose  of  getting  us  all  imited  against 
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both?  It  is  an  old  adage,  and  a  very  homely 
one,  perhaps  too  much  so  for  the  delicate  ears 
of  this  assembly,  that  if  yon  put  one  addled  egg 
into  a  pudding,  you  may  add  fresh  ones,  ad,  irv- 
flnitum,  but  you  can  never  sweeten  it.  And, 
sir,  I  defy  the  gentleman  from  Massachusetts, 
with  aU  his  political  cookery,  by  poming  out 
of  the  jar  of  our  present  situation  into  the  old 
mess,  to  sweeten  it. 

In  the  year  1806,  we  passed  that  miserable  old 
non-importation  act,  which  last  session  we  re- 
pealed ;  and  really,  sir,  we  got  rid  of  it  with  an 
adroitness  which  pleased  me  exceedingly.  Never 
was  an  obnoxious  measure  more  handsomely 
smothered  by  its  avowed  friends.  Gentlemen 
said  it  was  merged  in  the  non-interconrse  act, 
and  therefore,  as  a  matter  of  indiflcerence,  they 
would  repeal  it ;  and  when  the  non-intercourse 
act  shall  expire  by  its  own  limitation,  at  the 
end  of  this  session,  or  be  suspended  by  the  Pres- 
ident's proclamation,  as  it  is  in  relation  to 
Great  Britain,  there  is  an  end  of  both  ;  and 
thus,  the  old  measure,  the  old,  original  sin  to 
■which  we  owe  our  first  difficulties,  was  as  much 
gotten  rid  of  as  if  a  majority  of  this  House  had 
declared  it  an  unwise  measure,  and  therefore 
repealed  it.  I  do  recollect  to  have  heard  one 
gentleman  (Mr.  Eppes)  say,  that  unless  the  sec- 
tion repealing  this  law  were  strilsen  out,  he 
should  be  compelled  to  vote  against  the  bill. 
He  conjured  the  House  to  cling  to  the  old  non- 
importation act  as  the  last  vestige  and  symbol 
of  resistance  to  British  oppression ;  but  the 
House  was  deaf  to  his  call,  and  the  non-impor- 
tation act  was  plunged  beneath  the  wave,  never, 
I  trust,  to  rise  again.  When,  therefore,  the 
late  President  of  the  United  States  made  an  of- 
fer to  Great  Britain  to  suspend  the  embargo  as 
to  her,  provided  she  would  withdraw  her  Or- 
ders in  Council,  I  will  suppose  that  she  had  ac- 
cepted that  oflfer.  In  what  situation  would  she 
have  stood  in  relation  to  the  United  States? 
Her  fine  cloths,  her  leather,  her  watches,  her 
this  and  her  that,  would  have  been  prohibited 
admittance  into  this  country  under  the  old  non- 
importation act  of  1806,  which  would  have 
been  in  force.  That  act^  in  point  of  fact,  had  no 
operation  on  her  adversary.  Her  ships  would 
have  been  prohibited  the  use  of  our  waters, 
while  the  ships  of  war  of  her  enemy  were  ad- 
mitted. Did  that  mate  no  difference  ?  That, 
sir,  wonld  have  been  the  situation  of  the  two 
conntries,  provided  she  had  accepted  the  oflFer 
to  suspend  the  embargo  as  to  herself— the  old 
non-importation  act  in  operation,  her  ships  of 
war  excluded,  and  her  rival's  admitted.  I  pray 
you,  was  not  that  the  condition  of  the  country 
when  Mr.  Rose  arrived?  Was  there  not  some 
difliculty,  under  the  proclamation,  in  the  ad- 
mission of  the  Statira  frigate,  bearing  that  Min- 
ister intp  our  waters  ?  And  were  not  French 
ships  of  war  then,  and  have  they  not  since  been 
riding  quietly  at  Annapolis,  Norfolk,  and  else- 
where ?  Has  not,  in  fact,  the  gallant  Captain 
Decatur  taken  our  own  seamen  out  of  one  of 
them?     And  yet,  sir,  the  offer  at  that  time 


made  by  us  has  been  identified  with  the  negotia- 
tion between  Mr.  Secretary  Smith  and  Mr.  Er- 
skine.  What  then  was  her  situation?  The 
non-importation  act  in  force.  Tier  ships  excluded 
and  those  of  France  admitted^  and  nothing  in 
force  in  relation  to  France  except  the  embargo. 
What  is  now  the  situation  of  affairs  ?  Trade 
with  her  is  restored  to  the  same  situation,  in 
point  of  fact,  in  which  it  stood  when  Congress 
met  here  in  1805  and  1806 — at  the  memorable 
first  session  of  the  ninth  Congress,  which  gene- 
rated the  oldiDon-importation  act  of  1806.  Her 
ships  of  war  are  ^.dmitted  into  our  waters,  her 
trade  is  freed  from  embarrassment,. while  the 
ships  of  her  adversary  are  excluded  and  the 
trade  between  us  and  her  adversary  forbidden 
by  law.  While,  therefore,  I  am  ready  and  will- 
ing to  approve  the  conduct  of  the  present  Ad- 
ministration, it  is  not  because  I  conceive  that 
they  have  effected  any  thing  so  very  difilcult — 
that  they  have  obtained  any  such  mighty  con- 
cession— ^but,  because  they  have  done  their 
duty.  Yes,  sir ;  we  all  recollect  that  the  ob- 
jections made  to  the  treaty  negotiated  by  Mr. 
Monroe,  and  Mr.  Pinkney,  on  two  great  lead- 
ing accounts :  1st.  That  it  contained  no  express 
provision  against  the  impressment  of  seamen. 
Is  there  any  provision  now  made  ?  No,  sir. 
The  next  objection  to  the  treaty  was  the  note 
attached  to  it  by  Lords  Holland  and  Auckland. 
What,  sir,  did  gentlemen  on  this  floor  say  was 
the  purport  of  this  note  ?  That  its  object  was 
to  put  us  in  a  state  of  amity  in  respect  to  Great 
Britain,  at  the  expense  of  the  risk  of  collision 
with  France.  On  account  of  this  note,  the 
treaty  and  the  treaty -makers  have  been  politi- 
cally damned.  And  yet,  we  are  now,  in  point 
of  fact,  in  that  very  situation,  in  relation  to  the 
two  nations,  in  which  it  was  said  that  the  Brit- 
ish Commissioners,  by  the  note,  aimed  to  place 
us,  and  which  was  a  sufficient  reason,  according 
to  the  arguments  of  gentlemen,  for  rejecting  the 
treaty.  The  note  was  a  sort  of  lien,  gentlemen 
said,  that  wonld  put  us  in  a  state  of  hostility 
with  regard  to  France,  and  amity  with  regard 
to  England.  We  refused  to  give  our  bond,  for 
such  it  was  represented  (however  unjustly)  to 
be,  to  be  sure,  sir  ;  but  we  have  paid  the  mo- 
ney. We  have  done  the  very  thing  which  gen- 
tlemen say  the  note  aimed  to. induce  us  to  do. 
We  have  put  ourselves  in  a  situation  endanger- 
ing collision  with  France,  and  almost  insuring 
amity  with  England.  We  have  destroyed  the 
old  non-importation  act.  The  non-intercourse 
act  is  suspended  as  to  her.  Trade  is  again  free. 
There  is  nothing  now  to  prohibit  her  ships, 
whether  for  commerce  or  war,  from  coming  into 
our  waters,  whilst  our  trade  with  France  is 
completely  cut  off,  and  Iwr  ships  excluded  from 
our  waters.  I  cannot  too  often  call  the  atten- 
tion of  the  House  to  this  fact,  on  which  I  am 
compelled  to  dwell  and  dilate  to  get  rid  of  this 
merciless  motion,  which  Mils  while  it  professes 
to  cure.  When  Mr.  Rose  came  into  this  coun- 
try French  ships  of  war  were  freely  admitted  ; 
English  sldps  were  excluded. 
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As  "the  physician,  in  spite  of  himself,"  says 
in  one  of  Moliere's  best  comedies,  on  a  eJtanffS 
tout  eela — the  thing  is  wholly  reversed.  We 
are  likely  to  be  on  good  terms  with  England, 
mangre  the  best  exertions  of  some  of  our  poli- 
ticians. Trade  with  Great  Britain  is  unshack- 
.eled,  her  ships  are  admitted,  trade  with  France 
is  forbidden ;  and  French  ships  excluded,  as  far 
as  it  can  be  done  by  paper.  Kow,  in  the  name 
of  common  sense,  what  more  could  Mr.  Canning 
himself  want,  than  to  produce  this  very  strik- 
ing and  Budden  change  in  the  relations  between 
the  two  countries  ?  For  a  long  time  previous, 
it  was  the  ships  of  England  that  were  excluded, 
while  those  of  her  adversaries  were  admitted. 
And  we  know  that  we  could  not  have  touched 
her  in  a  more  jealous  point  than  in  her  navy. 
Things  are  now  reversed — we  have  dexterously 
shuffled  the  non-importation  act  out  of  the 
pack,  renewed  trade  with  her,  admitted  her 
ships,  and  excluded  those  of  France.  And 
Vhat,  I  ask  this  House,  has  the  British  Minister 
given  us  in  requital  for  this  change  of  our  posi- 
tion in  relation  to  him  and  his  rival  belligerent  ? 
The  revocation  of  the  Orders  in  Council — ^this  is 
the  mighty  boon.  For,  with  respect  to  his 
offer  in  relation  to  satisfaction  for  the  attack  on 
the  Chesapeake,  he  made  that  offer  to  Mi".  Mon- 
roe spontaneously,  on  the  spur  of  the  occasion, 
and  there  is  not  a  doubt  in  my  mind  but  that 
we  had  nothing  to  do  but  to  receive  it  at  that 
time,  provided  the  instructions  of  our  Minis- 
tet  had  permitted  him  to  receive  it ;  but,  per- 
chance, sir,  if  he  had  received  it,  we  might  have 
been  at  this  day  discussing  his  message,  and  not 
the  message  of  another  President.  All  that  Mr. 
Canning  has  given  this  country  is  a  reiteration 
of  his  offer  to  make  reparation  for  the  affair  of 
the  Chesapeake,  and  his  withdrawal  of  the  Or- 
ders in  Council ;  and  to  what  did  they  amount? 
So  soon  as  you,  by  your  own  law,  cut  off  your 
trade  with  France,  he  agrees  to  revoke  the  orders 
interfering  with  it.  Mr.  Canning  might  as  well 
have  withdrawn  blank  paper.  They  had  noth- 
ing left  to  operate  upon.  The  body- upon  which 
they  were  to  operate  was  destroyed  by  our  own 
act,  to  wit,  the  trade  of  France.  And,  sir,  whUe 
I  compliment  the  present  state  of  things,  and 
the  conduct  on  the  part  of  our  Government 
which  has  led  to  it,  I  oannot  say  that  we  have 
greatly  overreached  Mr.  Canning  in  this  bargain, 
in  making  an  exchange  of  the  old  non-importa- 
tion act  with  the  admission  of  English,  and  ex- 
clusion of  French  ships  alid  trade,  for  the  Or- 
ders in  Council.  Mr.  Canning  obtained  as  good 
a  bargain  out  of  us  as  he  could  have  expected  to 
obtain ;  and  those  gentlemen  who  speak  of  his 
having  heretofore  had  it  in  his  power  to  have 
done  the  same,  did  not  take  into  calculation  the 
material  difference  between  the  situation  in 
which  we  now  stand,  and  the  situation  in  which 
we  before  stooTlr— to  say  nothing  at  all  of  Great 
Britain's  having  taken  a  stand  against  the  em- 
bargo, having  declared  that  she  had  iiothing  to 
offer  in  exchange  for  it ;  that  we  might  keep  it 
as  long  as  we  pleased.    If  she  had  accepted  our 


offer,  as  I  before  stated,  the  old  non-importation 
law  would  have  been  in  operation,  her  ships  of 
war  would  have  been  excluded,  whilst  those  of 
France  were  admitted.  Now,  the  non-impor- 
tation act  is  not  in  force,  her  ships  are  permitted 
to  enter  our  waters,  and  those  of  France  exclud- 
ed. And  what  has  this  sarcastic  Minister  of 
Great  Britain  given  ns  in  exchange  ?  The  Or- 
ders in  Council,  which  had  completely  ceased 
to  operate  by  the  cntting  off  of  the  trade  be- 
tween us  and  France.  Let  me  state  this  argn^ 
ment  in  a  shape  most  favorable  to  ourselves, 
and  least  so  to  the  British  Government.  I 
speak  as  to  argument ;  for,  as  to  friendship  be- 
tween nations,  there  is  no  friendship  in  trade. 
We  ought  to  get  the  best  bargain  out  of  them 
that  we  could,  and  it  was  the  duty  of  their  Min- 
ister to  get  the  best  out  of  us.  Let  us  throw 
out  of  view  the  exclusion  of  French  ships  and 
French  commerce.  Is  the  removal  of  the  non- 
importation act,  and  the  admission  of  British 
vessels,  nothing?  What  has  Mr.  Canning  given 
you  in  return  ?  The  Orders  in  Council — and 
what  were  they  worth  to  him  ?     Not  a  straw. 

Mr.  Holland  said  he  had  no  doubt  that  the 
President  had  done  his  duty  in  the  case  refer- 
red to  in  the  proposition  under  consideration ; 
and  as  he  had  entertained  no  doubt  but-  the 
President  would,  on  this  and  every  other  occa- 
sion, do  his  duty,  he  said  he  felt  no  excessive 
joy  on  the  occasion.  It  was  only  an  ordinary 
act  of  duty  well  performed,  and  therefore  he 
was  not  wUling  to  distinguish  it  from  those  nu- 
merous acts  which  he  trusted  would  be,  as  they 
had  heretofore  been  performed,  by  the  Execu- 
tive. Were  he  the  author  of  the  proposition, 
he  should  have  many  scruples  as  to  the  proprie- 
ty of  offering  such  a  one.  Were  the  precedent 
to  be  set  by  the  passage  of  this  resolution,  the 
House  might  hereafter  witness  a  struggle  on 
the  floor  to  determine  who  should  be  first  to 
come  forward  with  a  proposition  expressive  of 
approbation.  The  human  mind  might  be  so 
operated  upon  that  the  Executive  might  feel 
himself  under  an  obligation  to  promote  Qie  per- 
son bringing  forward  snob  a  motion.  I,  said 
Mr.  H.,  would  be  one  of  the  last  to  introduce 
such  a  motion  were  I  a  friend  to  the  President; 
and  if  I  were  not  a  friend  to  the  President,  I 
would  not  bring  it  forward,  lest  it  should  be 
thought  that  I  was  courting  favor  in  his  eyes. 
But  why,  sir,  should  this  House  give  an  expres- 
sion of  approbation  of  the  President  ?  Because, 
we  are  told,  it  maybe  a  guide  to  him  hereafter. 
Let  this  House  be  careful  how  it  acts,  and  at- 
tend to  its  own  duties.  The  President  does  not 
stand  in  need  of  this  kind  of  support.  I  never 
will  step  forward  as  a  member  of  this  House,  to 
excite  him  to  his  duty  by  a  vote  of  this  kind.  I 
believe  he  possesses  an  attachreient  to  his  duty 
sufficient  to  induce  him  to  perform  it.  I  believe 
that  the  voice  of  the  people  of  the  United  States 
is  such,  in  relation  to  the  present  and  late  Pres- 
ident, that  they  believe  they  were  well  disposed 
to  do  their  duty,  and  that  they  have  done  their 
duty ;  but  it  does  not  follow  that  we  ought  to 
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express  our  approbation  as  to  any  particular  act. 
The  gentleman  himself  says  that  the  President 
has  only  done  his  duty.  Is  it  not  susprising, 
then,  that  we  are  called  upon  to  give  him  the 
approbation  of  this 'House?  What  -svonld  be 
inferred  from  this  procedure  {  "Why,  that  it  is 
60'  seldom  our  Presidents  hare  done  liieir  duty, 
that,  in  the  very  first  instance  in  >  ■which  they 
have  done  it,  the  House  of  Representatives  had 
discovered  and  applauded  it.  If  the  gentleman 
thinks  so,  I  wholly  disagree  with  him.  If  our 
oflBcers  do  their  duty  properly,  they  will  receive 
the  thanks  of  the  nation ;  and  where  is  the  pro- 
priety of  singling  out  for  approbation  or  disap- 
probation this  particular  act  ?  I  see  none.  It 
is  asked,  wiU  you  leave  the  President  of  the 
United  States  to '  grope  in  the  dark,  and  not  let 
him  know  whether  he  has  received  our  appro- 
bation or  not?  And  is  the  President  to  judge 
from  the  thanks  of  the  Hotise  that  he  has  done 
his  duty?  How  is  he  to  know  that  they  have 
expressed  their  sense  of  his  conduct  from  proper 
motives?  Would  he  not  be  right  to  suspect 
those  who  vote  for,  and  more  especially  those 
who  bring  forward  such  a  proposition,  of  im- 
proper motives  ?.i  He  would  be  left  still  worse 
to  grope  in  the  dtok.  It  has  been  said  that 
former  Presidents  have  been  deceived  in  conse- 
quence of  votes  of  approbation  ;  and  the  same 
■would  again  occur.  On  evefy  ground  I  am  op- 
posed to  the  passing  such  resolutions  on  princi- 
ple, and  shall  therefore' vote  for  indefinite  post- 
ponement.   It  was  indefinitely  postponed. 


SATtTBDAy,,  May  27. 
Sedition  Lcm. 
Mr.'  Stantoed  said  he  had  risen  to  ofier  a 
resolution,  which  he  wanted  to  have  offered 
.immediately  after  that  which  had  been  offered 
•by  the  gentleman  from  Vir^ia,  (Mr.  East- 
DOEPH,)  and  adopted  by  the  House,  on  the  sub- 
ject-of  prosecutions  for  libel  at  common  law; 
but  not  being  able  to  get.  the  floor,  he  would 
now  beg  leave  to  move  his  by  way  of  instruc- 
tion to  the  same  committee.  That  committee, 
Mr.  S.  saidyhad  been  charged  -with  an  inquiry 
into  what  prosecutions  for  libel  at  common  law 
had  been  instituted  in  the  courts  of  the  United 
States,  which'  he  hoped  the  committee  would 
duly  make,  and  lay  before  the  House.  Thus 
the  House  would  see  what  system  of  persecu- 
tion, if  any,  had  been  resorted  to,  and  cherished 
by  the  late  Admiuistration  or  its  friends,  in  any 
part  of  the  United  States ;  and  he  equally  hoped 
some  remedy  might  be  devised  at  this  time,  the 
beginning  of  a  new  Administration,  to  obviate 
any  lUie  occurrence  in  future.  But,  said  Mr.  S., 
let  it  not  be  that  any  thing  be  done  partially. 
While  we  are  about  to  bring  to  our  view  all  the 
cases  of  prosecution  for  libel  under  the  com- 
mon law,  ■we  are  not  hkely  to  know  any  thing 
about  prosecutions  for  libel  which  had  occurred 
under  the  ■  sedition  law,  and  that  too  under  a 
different  Administration. '  We  have  nobaBthor- 
ized  any  such  inquiry.    That  abuses  have  oc- 


curred under  both,  is  but  too  probable,  and  I 
think  it  will  be  liberal,  as  it  is  just  and  fair,  to 
make  the  inquiry  more  general  on  the  subject. 
If  any  citizen  has  been  oppressed  or  injured  by 
such  prosecutions,  let  it  be  known,  and  let  jus- 
tice be  done  him ;  even  now,  if  with  propriety 
any  way  can  be  devised  to  do  so.  Inquiry, 
however,  is  all  that  is  ,asked  for  the  present. 

It,  may  be  perceived,  said  Mr.  S.,  apd  if  not,  I 
wish  it  should  be  understood  when  I  speak  of  jus- 
tice being  done,  that  I  speak  with  rather  peomiar 
reference  t0|^  gentleman  of  this  House,  who 
has  been  a  principal  sufferer  under  the  well- 
known  sedition  law.  I  think  it  never  too  late 
to  do  justice,  under  whatever  circumstances  or 
motives  of  policy  it  may  have  been  withheld  for 
a,,  time.  I  trust  no  gentleman  will,  upon  this 
occasion,  suspect  me  of  a,  design  to  excite  any 
party  feelings.  It  certainly  is  not  my  wish, 
whatever  may  be  the  effect.  '  The  resolution  I 
am  about  to  offer  is  not  so  framed,  nor  would 
it  necessarily  involve  the  question  of  the  con- 
stitutionality of  the  law.  I  feel  persuaded, 
therefore,  that  the  different  gehtlemen  of  the 
House  may,  from  a  spirit  of  liberality  and  fair 
concession,  indulge  the  inquiry  asked  for. 

But,  sir,  said  he,  since  the  other  inquiry  has 
been  gone  into,  it  cannot  be  unfair  to  say  that 
the  majority  of  the  House,  owe  it  to  themselyes 
to  extend  the  inquiry,  as  well  to  cases  of  prose- 
cution under  the  sedition  law,  as  to  those  under 
the  common  law ;  and  I  shall  be  permitted  to 
say  also,  they  owe  it  as  well  to  the  feelings 
and  sufferings  of  the  gentleman  to  whom  I 
have  alluded.  Whateyer  may  be  the  aspect  of 
political  opinions  and  parties  now,  it  is  kno^wn 
to  you,  sir,  and  a  few  others  on  this  floor,  that 
to  him  much  is  due  for  the  present  ascendency 
of  the  majority ;  perhaps  to  no  one  more,  to 
the, extent  of  his  sphere  of  action  and  influence. 
In  the  famous,  contested  election  for. President 
in  this  House,  eight  or  nine  years  ago,  he  gave 
the  vote  of  a  State,  wjiich  snfBced  to  decide  the 
contest ;  and  more  especially  so,  if  the  blank 
votes  of  the  State  of  Maryland  could  have  ren- 
dered that  vote  doubtful.  But,  however  such 
considerations  may  or  may  not  avail,  nothing  is 
more  clear  to  me  than  that  the  inquiry  should 
be  indulged  on  the  most  liberal  principles. 

Resolved,  That  the  committee,  appointed  to  inquire 
into  what  prosecutions  for  libels  at  common  law  have 
been  instituted  before  the  courts  of  the  United  States, 
be  instructed  to  inquire  what  prosecutions  for  libels 
have  been  instituted  before  the  courts  of  the  United 
States  under  the  second  section  of  the  act  entitled 
"  An  act  in  addition  to  an  act,  entitled  '  An  act  for 
the  punishment  of  certain  crimes  against  the  United 
States,"'  passed  the  14th  day  of  <jnly,  1798,  and  the 
expediency  of  remxmerating  the  sufferers  under  such 
prosecutions. 

Mr.  Sawtee  moved  to  amend  the  resolution 
by  adding,  at  the  end  of  it,  the  words  "  and 
that  the  committee  also  inquire  whether  any 
and  what  private  compensation  has  been  made 
to  such  suffering  persons." 

Mr.  Macon  said  he  did  not  know  how  the 
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committee  could  go  nbout  to  make  such  an  in- 
quiry as  that  contemplated  by  the  amendment. 
The.  gentleman  must  be  -well  satisfied  thattbe 
Government  could  not  rightfully  inquire  into 
transactions  between  individuals. 

Mr.  Dana  said  that  he  had  no  particular  ob- 
jection to  meet  this  inquiry.    As  to  the  disclos- 
ure of  facts  as  to  the  reimbursement  by  individ- 
ual contribution,  it  might  be  amusing,  if  this 
House  had  authority  to  maie  it.    He  said  he 
should  like  to  know  who  contributed  to  the  re- 
lief of  James  Thompson  Oallender,  when  he  was 
prosecuted ;  but  he  had  some  doubt  whether  it 
was  proper  to  enter  into  any  inquiry  or  whether 
it  was  proper  to  pass  the  resolution  pointing  to 
the  remuneration  of  sufferers  under  the  sedition 
law.   He  should  have  supposed  that  it  might  be 
proper  to  leave  it  at  large  for  the  committee  to 
report.     He  said  he  had  certainly  no  objection 
to  inquire,  though  he  conceived  that  prosecu- 
tions at  common  law  and  under  the  sedition  law 
were  essentially  different;  because,  supposing 
the  Congress  of  the  United  States  to  pass  such 
a  law,  the  courts  of  the  United  States  might 
take  cognizance  of  it ;  but,  without  such  a  law, 
it  did  not  belong  to  the  judiciary  to  extend  its 
care  to  the  protection  of  the  Government  from 
slander.   Such  was  the  decision  of  Judge  Chase, 
(said  Mr.  D.,)  who  decided  that  the  court  had 
no  jurisdiction  at  common  law  jn  suits  for  libel; 
and  the  Supreme   Court  of  the  United  States 
never  did  decide  the  question.     The  strong 
contrast  is  this :  that  while  there  was  a  descrip- 
tion of  men  who  said  that  no  prosecution  could 
be  had  at  conimon  law  for  libel,  nor  under  the 
.statute  which  modified  the  common  law  so  as 
to  allow  the  truth  to  be  given  in  evidence — who, 
while  they  excited    indignation    against   this 
statute,  should  afterwards  undertake  to  insti- 
tute prosecutions  at  common  law  where  there 
was  no  limitation  in  favor  of  the  defendant. 
There  is  this  difference  in  the  cases :  that  we 
find  practice  precisely  different  ii-om  professions. 
I  do  not  say  that  the  heads  of  departments  were 
instrumental  in  instituting  these  prosecutions ; 
but  it  marks  some  of  the  subordinate  men  who 
were  active  in  making  professions.    I  am  very 
willing  that  the  proposed  inquiry  should   be 
made;  but  I  cannot  see  the  propriety  of  our 
undertaking  to  give  any  opinion  as  to  remuner- 
ating those  who  suffered. 

Mr.  Staotoed  said :— Mr.  Speaker,  I  would 
ask  if  my  colleague's  motion  of  amendment  can 
be  in  order?  It  is  no  concern  of  this  House, 
or  of  the  Government,  what  private  contribu- 
tions may  have  been' made  to  the  gentleman 
from  Kentucky ;  and,  if  it  was,  the  inquiry  is 
impossible.  [The  Spbakeb  said,  not  being  able 
to  enter  into  the  views  of  the  mover  of  the 
amendment,  he  considered  the  motion  in  order.] 
Then,  said  Mr.  S.,  if  my  colleague  is  anxious 
to  know  what  he  could  not  otherwise  know,  I 
will  tell  him  I  had  contributed  a  small  sum  to 
the  gentleman  from  Kentucky,  as  a  sufferer  in 
what  was  then  considered  a  common  cause; 
but,  upon  his  return  to  his  seat  in  the  House, 


be  could  not,  brook  the  idea  of  such  a  coi)J;rl- 
butioD,  and  returned  the  amoiint  to  myself  I 
know,  and  to  others  I  believe.  My  colleague 
would  do  well  to  tell  us  how  much  he  contrib- 
uted. It  was  well  known  contributions  were 
made  in  a  quarter  not  far  from  him ;  and  if  he 
did  not,  I  am  well  persuaded  it  was  not  for  the 
want  of  sympathy  on  his  part,  or  extreme  zeal 
in  the  democratic  cause ;  for  I  am  confident  I 
have  seen  as  much  or  more  seditious  matter 
from  under  his  pen,  than  I  ever  saw  from  under 
that  of  the  gentleman  from  Kentucky.  Be 
that,  however,  as  it  may,  I  am  for  one  willing, 
if  no  constitutional  difficulty  can  be  shown,  to 
remunerate  the  sufferers — at  least  to  take  such 
money  out  of  the  treasury,  and  restore  it  to  its 
original,  rightful  owners ;  and  if  it  cannot  be 
consistently  done,  why  the  inquiry  can  do  no 
barm.  But,  indeed,  we  have  great  examples 
in  the  case  before  us.  Did  not  the  late  Presi- 
dent, when  he  came  into  place,  refuse  to  let 
such  money  come  into  the  treasury  in  the  case 
of  the  worthless  CaUender  ?  As  the  proper  au- 
thority, he  thrust  it  from  him  as  unworthy  the 
coffers  of  his  country ;  and  did  not  his  doing  so 
meet  general  approbation?  I  confess  it  met 
mine  most  cordially,  and  I  believe  it  did  that 
of  my  colleague  also.  Have  we  not,  moreover, 
the  best  recorded  proof  that  the  present  Presi- 
dent" holds  similar  opinions  on  this  subject? 
His  splendid  opposition  to  the  sedition  law  is 
the  proof  to  which  I  allude,  and  is,  in  my  nfind, 
conclusive  on  this  subject.  But  if  it  were  not, 
where  is  the  impropriety^  of  an  inquiry  ?  The 
House  will  be  better  able  to  decide  when  the 
whole  matter  shall  come  fairly  before  them. 

Mr.  QuiNOT  said  this  appeared  to  be  a  propo- 
sition to  aid  a  single  individual ;  and,  by.  the 
amendment,  gentlemen  who  had  aided  that  in- 
dividual were  anxious  to  prevent  him  from  gain- 
ing more  than  he  had  paid.  It  was  a  kind  of 
application  to  the  House  to  repay  to  those  per- 
sons who  relieved  the  sufferers  under  the  sedi- 
tion act,  the  sums  which  they  had  paid.  If 
this  were  the  object,  Mr.  Q.  suggested  whether 
it  would  not  be  proper  for  them  to  come  for- 
ward and  lay  their  claim  in  the  ordinary  form 
before  the  House. 

Mr.  Sawttke  said  he  was,  as  he  always  had 
been,  willing  to  contribute  his  mite  to  the  re- 
lief of  the  sufferers ;  but  he  did  not  wish  to 
see  them  remunerated  from  the  public  treasury. 
Mr.  Lton. — ^I  have  for  some  time  been  in 
suspense  whether  I  ought,  or  ought  not  to  make 
any  observations  on  the  subject  before  the 
House ;  delicacy  on  the  one  hand  bids  me  be 
silent,  while  a  duty  I  owe  to  myself,  to  my  fam- 
ily, and  to  the  nation,  requires  (that  since  my 
particular  case  has  been  alluded  to)  the  mem- 
bers of  this  House  and  the  public  should  be 
made  acquainted  with  many  of  the  circum- 
stances of  that  case,  which  have  either  never 
come  to  their  knowledge,  or  have  long  been 
buried  up  among  the  consumed  heap  of  politi- 
cal occurrences,  disputations  and  publications 
of  these  days.    Besides,  sir,  I  have  it  in  my 
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power  to  throw  nrach  light  on  the  subject  of 
the  inquiry  wished  for,  by  the  gentleman  from 
North  Carolina,  (Mr.  Sawtee,)  who  has  pro- 
posed the  amendment  under  consideration,  and 
I  will  assure  the  gentleinan  that  I  shall  not  be 
backward  in  doing  so.  It  is  true,  sir,  that  I 
was  unjustly  condemned  to  pay  a  fine  of  one 
thousand  dollars  and  to  suffer  an  ignominious 
imprisonment  of  four  months  in  a  loathsome 
dungeon — ^the  common  receptacle  of  felons, 
runaway  negroes,  or  the  vilest  malefactors — 
and  this  when  I  was  the  Eepresentative  of  the 
people  of  Vermont  in  this  House  of  Congress. 
It  cannot  be  said  there  was  no  other  room  in 
the  prison,  there  were  rooms  enough ;  yes,  sir, 
one  of  my  judges  during  my  imprisonment, 
found  another  room  in  the  same  jail  to  be  im- 
prisoned for  debt  in,  until  he  gave  bonds  for 
the  liberty  of  the  yard.  To  heighten  the  pic- 
ture exhibited  by  official  tyranny,  "and  to  add 
to  the  cruel  vexation  of  this  transaction,  I  was 
carried  out  of  the  county  in  which  I  lived,  fifty 
miles  fi'om  my  family,  kept  six  weeks  without 
fire  in  the  months  of  October  and  November, 
nearly  the  whole  of  which  time  th»  northwest 
wind  had  free  admittance  into  the  dungeon, 
through  the  same  aperture  that  admitted  the 
light  of  heaven  into  that  dreary  cell.  And  let 
it  be  asked,  in  these  days  of  the  mild  reign  of 
repubhcanism,  for  what  crime  was  all  this  ex- 
traordinary, this  ignominious  punishment  in- 
flicted? 

I  hold  a  copy  of  the  indictment  in  my  hand, 
which  includes  the  charge  against  me.  I  will 
not  trouble  the  House  with  a  recital  of  the  tech- 
nical jargon  and  tedious  repetition  of  words,  of 
course,  which  constitute  the  bulk  of  such  in- 
struments. No,  sir,  but  I  wiU  read  the  identi- 
cal words  of  the  charge,  which  says,  that  on 
the  20th  of  June,  1T98,  Matthew  Lyon  wrote  a 
letter  to  Alden  Spooner  of  Wiiidsor,  Vermont, 
in  which  he  said,  "as  to  the  Executive,  when 
I  shall  see  the  efforts  of  that  power  bent  on  the 
promotion  of  the  comfort,  the  happiness,  and 
accommodation  of  the  people,  that  Executive 
shall  have  my  zealous  and  uniform  support. 
But  whenever  I  shall,  on  the  part  of  the  Exec- 
utive, see  every  consideration  of  the  public 
welfare  swallowed  up  in  a  continual  grasp  for 
power,  in  an  unbounded  thirst  for  ridiculous 
pomp,  foolish  adulation,  and  selfish  avarice — 
when  I  shall  behold  men  of  real  merit  daily 
turned  out  of  office  for  no  other  cause  but  inde- 
pendence of  sentiment — when  I  shaU  see  men 
of  firmness,  merit,  years,  abilities,  and  expe- 
rience, discarded  in  their  application  for  offices 
for  fear  they  possess  that  independence ;  and 
men  of  meanness  preferred  for  the  ease  with 
which  they  take  up  and  advocate  opinions  the 
consequence  of  which  they  know  but  little  of 
— when  I  shall  see  the  sacred  name  of  religion 
employed  as  a  state  engine  to  make  mankind 
hate  and  persecute  one  another,  I  shall  not  be 
their  humble  advocate." 

This  is  the  whole  of  my  crime,  and  what  do 
those  words  ■  amount  to.     Who  is  here  that 


hears  these  words,  but  what  approves  the  sen- 
timent they  contain  ?    What  do  I  say  in  these 
words,  other,  or  more,  or  less,  than  that  when 
the  Executive  is  doing  right,  I  wOl  support  him 
— when  doing  wrong  I  will  not  be  his  humble 
advocate  ?    This  ought  to  be  the  creed  of  every 
member  who  enters  these  walls.    Was  there  to 
be  an  oath  or  abjuration  added  to  the  constitu- 
tional oath  to  be  taken  by  the  members  of  this 
House,  can  any  person  who  hears  me,  devise  a 
better,  or  one  more  proper  ?     Could  any  per- 
son wiio  real^  thought  Mr.  Adams  quite  clear 
from  all  those  improprieties,  as  merely  possible 
from  the  nature  of  man,  mentioned  in  my  let- 
ter, have  thought  of  my  libelling  the'  President 
by  this  declaration  ?    I  presume  not,  sir.    Yet 
this,  my  crime,  received  one  of  the  condemna- 
tions which  you  are  called  upon  by  this  motion 
to  constitute  an  inquiry  into — an  inquiry  I  can- 
not persuade  myself  will  be  refused.    The  let- 
ter, sir,  was  an  answer  to  a  violent  invective 
against  me,  published  in  the  same  paper  a  short 
time  before,  in  which  besides  a  number  of  other 
charges  against  me,  it  was  imputed  to  me  as  a 
crime  that  I  acted  in  opposition  to  the  Executive. 
I  did  not  begia  the  altercation.     A  person 
who  was  a  friend  to  the  Adams  Administration, 
in  the  act  of  libelling  me,  (one  of  the  constituted 
authorities,)  ushered  the  Executive   intp  his 
perfoi-mance.    My  character,  ever  dearer  to  me 
than  life,  was  concerned.    I  deigned  to  answer 
him,  after  expostulating  with  him  on  my  right 
as  one  of  the  constituted  authorities  of  the  na- 
tion to  exercise  my  own  judgment  in  my  official 
conduct,  and  showing  that  my  merely  differing 
with  the  Executive  proved  no  more  than  that 
the  Execi:iJ;ive  differed  with  me.    I  incidentally 
proceeded  in  the  words  for  which  I  was  indict- 
ed, the  very  words  I  just  now  read.    I  was 
charged  with  neither  more  nor  less  as  coming 
from  my  pen.    As  if  to  outrage  every  princi- 
ple of  law  and  every  sentiment  of  decency  and 
propriety,  this  indictment,  founded  on  the  se- 
dition law  passed  on  the  14th  day  of  July,  1798, 
charges  me  with  having  ia  Philadelphia  on  the 
20th  of  June  prior,  written  a  letter  to  Alden 
Spooner  of  Vermont,  which  contained  those 
words  I  have  been  reciting.    My  letter  was 
produced  in  court  and  carried  the  Philadelphia 
post-mark  of  some  day  in  the  same  June,  I  do 
not  recollect  which  day ;  Judge  Patterson  him- 
self admitted  this  fact,  and  that  it  was  out  of 
my  power  and  control  in  the  June  before  the 
sedition  law  was  passed.     Thus  the  indictment, 
which  was  the  foundation  of  the  barbarous 
treatment  I  received,  carried  on  its  front  its 
own  condemnation ;  but  this  defect  was  reme- 
died by  the  ingenuity  of  the  party  judge,  who 
dexterously  mingled    his  assertions  that   the 
crime  was  cognizable  under  the  common  law, 
with  his  admonitions  to  a  pliant  jury  not  to  be 
deterred  from  finding  a  verdict  where  the  man 
who  wrote  was  a  member  of  Congress,  and 
knew  the  sedition  law  was  about  to  be  passed, 
and  probably  hurried  his  letter  to  evade  the 
law. 
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It  may  be  said,  sir,  that  I  was  charged  in  the 
indictment  with  publishing  a  copy  of  a  letter, 
from  an  American  diplomatic  character  in 
France,  to  a  member  of  Congress,  commonly 
called  the  Barlow  letter.  I  was  so,  and  there 
was  a  third  count  in  the  indictment  for  aiding 
and  abetting  in  the  publication  of  said  letter. 
The  words  selected  as  seditious  were  as  follow : 
"  The  misunderstanding  between  the  two  gov- 
ernments has  become  extremely  alarming :  con- 
fidence is  completely  destroyed ;  mistrust,  jeal- 
ousy, and  a  wrong  a,ttribution  of  motives,  are 
so  apparent  as  to  require  the  utmost  caution  in 
every  word  and  action  that  are  to  come  from 
your  Executive ;  I  mean  if  your  object  is  to 
avoid  hostilities.  Had  this  truth  been  under- 
stood with  you  before  the  recall  of  Monroe, 
before  the  coming  and  the  second  coming  of 
Pinkney,  had  it  guided  the  pens  that  wrote  the 
bullying  speech  of  your  President,  and  the  stu- 
pid answer  of  yom-  Senate,  in  November  last, 
I  should  probably  have  had  no  occasion  to  ad- 
dress you  this  letter ;  but  when  we  found  him 
borrowing  the  language  of  Edmund  Burke,  and 
telling  the  world  that  although  he  should  suc- 
ceed in  treating  with  the  French,  there  was  no 
dependence  to  be  placed  on  their  engagements; 
that  their  religion  or  morality  was  at  an  end, 
and  they  had  turned  pirates  and  plunderers ; 
and  it  would  be  necessary  to  be  perpetually 
armed  against  them,  though  yon  were  at  peace, 
we  wondered  that  the  answer  of  both  Houses 
had  not  been  an  order  to  send  him  to  a  mad- 
house !  Instead  of  this,  the  Senate  have  echoed 
his  speech  with  more  servihty  than  ever  George 
the  Third  experienced  from  either  house  of 
Parliament"  No  proof  appeared  o»  the  trial 
of  my  printing,  or  aiding  or  abetting  in  printing, 
or  circulating  a  printed  copy  of  this  famous 
letter.  I  had  read  the  copy  of  the  letter  in 
company,  but  the  advocates  of  the  sedition  law 
would  never  admit  that  such  reading  was  pun- 
ishable by  that  law.  The  printer  who  printed 
the  letter,  swore  that  he  had  been  anxious  to 
get  the  letter  from  me,  and  that  I  had  refused 
to  suffer  it  to  be  printed,  and  repelled  every 
attempt  to  persuade  me  to  the  printing ;  that 
he  had  obtained  the  copy  of  the  letter  in  my 
absence.  The  fact  was,  that  my  wife  was  per- 
suaded by  a  gentleman  who  is  now  a  member 
of  this  House,  that  the  Republican  cause  and 
my  election  (which  was  pending)  would  be  in- 
jured if  the  letter  was  not  published ;  and,  as  I 
understood,  she  gave  it  to  him,  the  letter  was 
printed,  and  that  gentleman  had  some  of  the 
copies  before  I  came  home.  I  suppressed  the 
remainder  of  the  edition.  The  judge,  finding 
no  proof  to  support  this  part  of  the  charge, 
directed  the  jury  to  find  a  verdict  of  guilty 
generally,  as  there  could  be  no  doubt  of  my  be- 
ing guilty  on  the  first  count.  I  had  acknowl- 
edged my  having  written  the  letter  to  Alden 
Spooner.  They  did  so.  I  will  not  detain  the 
House  by  going  into  a  detail  of  the  manner  in 
which  that  jury  was  packed.  After  all  the  care 
and  management  in  the  original  selection,  there 


was  one  man  on  it  whose  honesty  my  persecutors 
feared ;  and,  to  get  hhn  off,  a  wretch  falsely 
swore  that  the  summoned  juryman  had  express- 
ed to  him  something  like  an  opinion  that  I  could 
not  be  found  guilty.  I  will  not  here  dwell  upon 
the  judge's  denial  tome  of  a  challenge  upon  the 
jury — as  great  a  crime  as  any  Judge  Chase  was 
charged  with.  I  look  for  an  investigation  of 
this  business  when  all  the  features  of  it  shall 
come  faWy  to  pubUc  view.  Should  that  inves- 
tigation be  refused  at  this  time,  I  shall  not  fail 
to  look  for  it  at  some  future  time.  I  can  never 
forgive  the  unjust  stigma  that  has  been  placed 
on  my  character ;  and  should  justice  be  refused 
me  during  my  whole  life,  I  wUl  leave  it  with 
my  children  and  theu's  to  seek  it.  When  my 
enemies  wounded  my  feelings,  robbed  me  of  my 
property,  and  affected  temporarily  my  reputa- 
tion, I  consoled  myself  that  my  friends  would 
soon  be  in  power,  and  they  would  make  every 
thing  right.  My  wounded  honor  would  be  con- 
soled ;  the  wound  would  be  healed — a  share  at 
least  of  the  property  of  which  I  had  been  de- 
prived, would  be  reimbursed.  How  cruelly 
have  I  bees,  thus  far  disappointed  1  Generous 
men,  at  the  time  I  suffered,  said  it  is  enough  for 
yon  to  bear  the  mortification  of  the  temporary 
insult — we  will  share  with  you  the  loss  of  prop- 
erty. Under  this  impression  much  money  was 
collected,  the  greater  part  of  which  went  to  re- 
lieve oppressed  Republican  printers — it  has  aU 
been  charged  to  me.  I  never  asked,  nor  would 
I  have  received  a  cent  of  this  gratuity,  could  I 
have  avoided  it  without  insulting  the  benevo- 
lent views  of  the  good  man  (Gen.  Stevens 
Thompson  Mason,  deceased)  who  set  the  sub- 
scription on  foot.  That  good  man  gave  me  a 
list  of  those  to  whom  he  considered  me  beholden, 
and  the  amount ;  while  the  thing  was  fresh  in 
every  one's  mind  I  made  a  compliment,  which 
he  considered  ample,  and  more  than  ample,  to 
every  one  of  those  on  that  list  that  was  within 
my  reach ;  to  those  few  that  remain  on  that  list 
uncompensated,  I  feel  beholden  and  much  in- 
debted. As  the  thing  has  grown  old,  and  as  I 
have  come  in  contact  with  those  gentlemen,  I 
have  felt  myself  in  an  embarrassed,  awkward 
situation,  from  which  I  wished  to  be  relieved  by 
being  able  to  say  to  them,  the  public  have  re- 
stored your  money — here  it  is — it  is  yours,  not 
mine.  Judging  other  men  to  have  feelings  like 
myself,  I  am  at  a  loss  how  to  get  rid  of  the  ob- 
ligation I  feel,  in  any  other  way  than  the  resto- 
ration of  their  money  when  it  comes  in  a  way 
they  cannot  refuse  it.  SVom  this  source  my 
anxiety  for  the  restoration  of  the  money  unjust- 
ly taken  from  me,  arises  more  than  any  other ; 
and  on  every  review  of  the  subject,  I  am  bound 
to  say  that  I  have  been  more  cruelly  treated  by 
the  neglect  of  a  duty  to  which  my  friends  had 
pledged  themselves,  when  they  declared  me  in- 
nocent and  patriotic,  than  by  enemies  who 
thought  me  guilty,  and  found  me  goading  them 
in  their  progress  toward  the  destruction  lof  the 
liberty  and  republicanism  of  this  country.  As 
if  to  make  their  cruelty  more  insupportable,  ;in- 
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suit  is  added  to  the  injury,  by  daily  insinuations 
that  I  am  bound  by  gratitude  to  stand  by  those 
who  call  themselves  Republicans,  in  all  their 
projects,  right  or  wrong.  Before  I  was  elected 
a  member  of  Congress  from  the  State  of  Ken- 
tucky, I  sent  to  a  member  of  this  House,  who 
had  promised  me  to  bring  it  forward,  a  petition 
to  be  laid  before  the  House  of  Eepresentatives 
for  redress  ia  this  case.  He  returned  the  peti- 
tion to  my  son  in  a  letter,  which  I  have  in  my 
hand — ^in  which  he  says,  "I  am  sorry  and 
ashamed  that  I  have  not  presented  the  petition. 
I  have  not  wrote  to  your  father,  and  confess  I 
am  ashamed ;  pray  you,  the  first  time  you  write 
to  Colonel  Lyon,  do  endeavor  to  make  an  ex- 
cuse for  me."  Such  I  believe  was  the  impres- 
sion of  most  of  those  I  had  acted  with  in  the 
reign  of  terror,  as  we  called  it ;  but  that  impres- 
sion has  been  wearing  ofi',  it  seems,  while  my 
feelings  have  been  every  day  increasing  in  their 
poignancy  at  their  neglect  of  a  duty,  to  which 
they  had  solemnly  pledged  themselves,  while 
they  were  struggling  with  their  adversaries  for 
pre-eminence  and  power.  Happily  the  awful 
silence  which  surrounded  this  extraordinai'y 
business  has  been  broken.  I  consider  this  a 
prelude  to  investigation  and  a  correct  issue ; 
and,  let  the  event  of  the  vote  now  about  to  be 
taken  be  what  it  may,  I  shall  not  despair. 

I  shall  at  this  time  say  no  more  on  this  sub- 
ject than  to  declare  I  wish  not  to  have  my  case 
singled  out  for  reparation.  I  wish  the  inves- 
tigation general;  the  provision  for  remunera- 
tion general,  to  all  who  sufifered  under  the  lash 
of  that  unconstitutional  sedition  law. 

Mr.  Sawtee's  amendment  was  negatived 
without  a  division. 

Mr.  Ross  rose  to  propose  another  amendment 
to  the  resolution.  It  was  a  fact,  he  said,  well 
known  in  almost  every  part  of  the  United 
States,  that  the  people  in  the  district  from 
which  he  had  just  been  returned,  had  suffered  as 
much  in  the  cause  of  democracy  as  that  of  any 
other ;  that  they  had  presented  as  firm  a  barrier 
to  Federal  oppression,  and  perhaps  had  as  just 
claims  as  any  other  people  in  the  United  States 
to  remuneration  for  losses  in  the  cause.  It  was 
well  known  that  at  the  time  that  high-handed 
measures  were  taken  in  this  country,  an  insur- 
rection had  taken  place  in  Pennsylvania,  com- 
monly known  by  the  name  of  the  Hot- water 
Insurrection ;  that  it  occurred  in  consequence 
of  the  oppression  of  the  law  for  the  collection 
of  a  direct  tax.  Many  persons  who  had  opposed 
the  law,  under  the  idea  of  its  being  unconstitu- 
tional, were  prosecuted,  punished,  and  some 
of  them,  in  consequence  of  those  prosecutions 
and  the  sentence  resulting  from  them,  expired 
in  prison.  To  some  who  remained  after  the 
aspect  of  the  affairs  of  the  country  was  changed, 
mercy  was  extended  by  the  United  States; 
but  to  those  whose  prosecutions  and  convic- 
tions were  of  an  earlier  date,  lenity  was  not 
extended;  they  were  compelled  to  pay  their 
fines  before  they  could  be  relieved  from  impris- 
onment.   Mr.  E.  declared  his  object  in  rising 


to  be,  to  move  to  amend  the  resolution  in  such 
a  way  as  to  iastvuct  the  committee  to  inquire 
whether  any,  and  if  any,  what  compensation 
and  remuneration  should  he  made  to  the  per- 
sons who  suffered  and  were  punished  in  conse- 
quence of  an  act  to  lay  and  collect  a  direct  tax 
in  the  United  States. 

Mr.  Dana  said  the  gentleman's  amendment 
contemplated  remunerating  those  who  suffered 
by  their  opposition  to  a  statute.  He  would 
propose  an  amendment  to  inquire  into  the  pro- 
priety, of  renmnerating  those  who  had  suffered 
by  their  submission  (not  by  their  opposition)  to 
the  several  acts  respecting  the  embargo,  cer- 
tainly so  much  more  meritorious  conduct  than 
that  of  opposition.  As  respected  the  whole  of 
this  subject,  he  said  he  was  very  free  to  declare 
that  as  regarded  those  who  had  been  prosecut- 
ed at  common  law  in  the  State  of  Connecticut, 
who  had  certainly  been  at  very  considerable 
expense,  their  defence  perhaps  having  cost  them 
several  thousand  dollars,  yet,  on  the  principle 
of  correct  legislation,  he  had  not  the  least  idea 
of  remunerating  them.  Where  shall  we  stop, 
said  Mr.  D.,  if  we  tread  back  on  the  steps  of 
each  other  ?  We  shall  have  opportunity  enough 
for  censure  in  reviewing  our  conduct.  Perhaps 
it  might  he  as  well  to  draw  the  veil  of  oblivion 
over  past  transactions,  and  learn  'from  experi- 
ence to  err  no  more. 

Mr.  Johnson  said,  that  however  much  the 
act  laying  a  direct  tax  was  disapproved,  and 
arose  from  measures  which  were  improper,  yet 
he  had  never  deemed  it  an  unconstitutional  law, 
as  he  had  the  sedition  law.  He  should  there- 
fore vote  against  the  amendment  and  for  the 
resolution, 

Mr.  Gaedeniee  suggested  to  the  gentleman 
from  Pennsylvania,  since  he  had  brought  the 
subject  before  the  House,  the  propriety  of  going 
the  whole  length  of  his  principle.  To  my 
mind  it  is  vei^  clear,  said  he,  that  if  those  who 
oppose  the  law  are  to  be  remunerated,  for  what 
it  cost  them  in  consequence  of  prosecution,  you 
must  go  only  on  the  principle  that  the  direct 
tax  never  ought  to  have  been  laid  at  all.  If 
the  law  was  right,  it  was  improper  to  oppose 
it.  If  it  was  improper,  perhaps  according  to 
modern  democracy,  it  might  be  proper  to  op- 
pose it  by  force.  That,  to  my  mind,  is  a  very 
dangerous  doctrine  for  legislators  to  broach; 
it  is  a  doctrine  to  which  I  myself  can  never 
agree,  for  it  is  making  Government  a  nullity. 
The  suggestion  which  I  wish  to  make  is  this  : 
that  if  those  men  who  suffered  in  the  Hot- 
water  Insurrection  are  to  be  remunerated,  it  is 
no  more  than  fair  that  those  should  be  remuner- 
ated *ho  have  quietly  paid  this  tax.  They 
were  at  least  respectful  to  the  laws.  The  com- 
mittee therefore  ought  to  be  instructed  to  inquire 
into  the  propriety  of  repaying  to  the  several 
contributors  in  the  various  States  the  direct 
tax,  collected  from  them,  unless  there  be  some- 
thing so  admirable,  so  lovely,  so  worthy  of  en- 
couragement in  insurrection,  that  those  con- 
cerned in  it  have  peculiar  claims  to  encourage- 
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ment  by  Govermnent.  If  that  be  the  case,  the 
gentleman  stopped  at  the  proper  point.  If 
there  was  nothing  in  inguiTection,  however, 
which  the  Legislature  would  feel  it  proper  to 
cherish,  the  gentleman  should  either  go  the 
whole  length  of  his  principle  or  not  touch  it 
at  all. 

Ml-.  Ross  said  he  had  not  undertaken  to  state 
any  principle  at  all.  His  object  was  to  refer 
the  subject  to  a  committee  to  decide  upon.  He 
had  not  said  that  he  considered  the  original  res- 
olution to  contain  a  correct  principle ;  it  was 
a  point  left  for  the  committee  to  consider  and 
for  the  House  to  determine  on.  But  if  it  was 
a  correct  principle  that  those  who  suffered 
under  the  sedition  law  should  be  remunerated, 
he  said  he  had  no  hesitation  in  saying  that  his 
constituents,  who  had  suffered  as  materially 
and  as  much  as  any  for  the  democratic  interest 
in  this  country,  should  be  placed  on  the  same 
ground  as  those  who  were  asking  for  the 
favor  of  the  House  for  no  better  reason ;  and 
when  the  gentleman  calls  upon  me,  said  Mr. 
E.,  to  go  the  whole  length  of  a  principle  which 
he  states,  it  is  calling  upon  me  to  do  that  which- 
is  consequent  on  a  principle  which  I  have  not 
assumed.  The  gentleman  from  Kentucky  con- 
ceives that  there  is  a  difference  between  the 
oases  alluded  to  in  my  amendment  and  the  cases 
arising  under  the  sedition  law.  "Where  is  the 
difference,  sir  ?  In  both  cases  they  were  laws 
of  the  United  States :  in  both  cases  the  judges 
of  the  courts  of  the  United  States  were  author- 
ized to  proceed.  In  neither  of  the  cases  did 
they  decide  the  law  unconstitutional.  K,  then, 
persons  were  punished  by  the  sedition  law 
in  its  full  operation,  carried  into  effect  by  the 
constituted  authorities,  where,  I  ask,  is  the  dis- 
tinction between  that  and  any  other  law  ?  To 
all  the  purposes  of  legality,  that  law  is  as  much 
legal  as  that  under  which  the  direct  tax  was 
instituted.  Whether  the  law  uider  which  a 
direct  tax  was  collected,  was  constitutional  or 
not,  has  it  not  as  equally  received  the  disappro- 
bation of  the  Eepublioans  of  the  United  States 
as  the  sedition  law?  If  then  it  was  the  ob- 
ject of  the  democratic  party  to  rid  the  coun- 
try of  such  a  law  as  much  as  of  the  sedition 
law,  I  ask  whether  those  who  suffered  under 
each  law  have  hot  equal  claims?  There  can 
be  no  legal  claim  upon  the  House  under  either 
law ;  but  we  know  that  it  was  the  hardy  yeo- 
manry who  presented  a  fti'm  phalanx  to  the 
irresistible  torrent  of  injurious  laws  of  the 
Federal  Administration,  and  who  gave  the  pres- 
ent party  the  ascendency,  and  many  of  them 
have  not,  as  the  gentleman  from  Kentucky  has 
been,  compensated  for  their  suffering  by  a  long 
continuance  in  an  honorable  and  lucrative  office 
which  he  enjoys  by  the  confidence  of  his  con- 
stituents. 

Mr.  Potter  declared  himself  atalossto  know 
whether  the  House  was  sitting  here  as  a  branch 
of  the  Legislature  to  pass  laws,  or  as  a  body  to 
remunerate  those  concerned  in  the  violation  of 
them.    The  House  sit  here  to  make  laws  and 


not  to  encourage  those  who  resisted  thera ;  but 
if  they  determined  to  give  premiums  for  the 
violations  of  laws,  they  had  better  depart  home 
at  once. 

Mr.  Bhea  wished  the  House  to  get  rid  of  this 
motion  and  the  amendment  as  speedUy  as  pos- 
sible. If  the  House  were  to  go  on  as  it  had 
commenced  the  session,  the  whole  time  of  the 
House  would  be  spent  about  nothing,  discussing 
propositions  which  could  not  possibly  produce 
good  to  the  nation.  He  therefore  moved  to 
postpone  the  whole  subject  indefinitely. 

Mr.  Macon  said  he  had  been  in  hopes  when 
this  motion  had  been  made,  that  it  would  be 
one  of  the  happy  days  of  the  House ;  that  the 
question  proposed  would  occupy  the  whole  day 
in  debate,  and  that  all  would  agree  in  it  at  last. 
As  to  comparing  this  case  with  that  of  the  di- 
rect tax,  it  was  notorious  that  the  discussion  on 
the  sedition  law  and  the  public  opinion  also 
took  a  very  different  turn  from  that  which  it 
took  on  any  other  law.  The  whole  discussion 
(said  Mr.  M.)  as  weU  as  I  recollect,  turned  upon 
the  constitutionality  of  the  law.  Then,  if  it  is 
stiU  believed  that  the  law  was  unconstitntional, 
I  leave  it  to  gentlemen  to  say  whether  it  can  be 
viewed  in  the  same  light  as  a  law,  the  constitu- 
tionality of  which  is  not  disputed.  In  the  one 
case,  trials  took  place  for  speaking  and  writing ; 
in  the  other  case  for  opposing  the  execution  of 
a  law.  I  wish  this  question  to  be  settled  for 
this  reason :  In  all  governments  where  liberty 
and  freedom  have  existed,  parties  also  have  had 
existence.  Thinking  honestly  produces  parties. 
That  those  gentlemen  who  were  in  power  when 
the  sedition  law  was  passed,  should  step  a  little 
too  far,  was  not  so  much  to  be  wondered  at  as 
that  those  who  came  after  them  should  do  so ; 
because  they  w^re  making  the  first  experiment 
of  the  instrument.  I  then  believed,  and  do  still 
believe,  that  the  law  was  unconstitntional. 
Taking  up  this  question,  the  original  resolution 
of  my  coUeague  is  that  remuneration  should  bo 
made  to  those  people  who  suffered  under  it ; 
but  seeing  that  th#  question  with  respect  to  the 
constitutionality  of  the  law  had  always  been 
matter  of  dispute,  it  proposes  that  a  committee 
shall  inquire  into  the  subject.  The  House  is 
no  farther  committed  by  passing  this  resolution, 
than  to  consent  to  the  inquiry  being  made.  I 
submit  it  to  the  candor  and  reflection  of  gen- 
tlemen of  all  parties,  whether  this  thing,  in  a 
national  point  of  view,  can  produce  any  evil — 
on  the  contrary,  may  it  not  produce  good  ?  All 
that  has  been  said  about  the  direct  tax  laws  can 
have  no  other  effect  'than  to  draw  off  the  attenr 
tion  of  the  House  from  the  true  question  before 
them.  The  question  on  this  law,  in  my  mind, 
is  a  different  one  from  any  other  law  which  has 
been  passed.  I  feel  no  hesitation  in  acknowl- 
edging that  it  is  my  opinion  that  all  the  suffer- 
ers ought  to  be  remunerated,  both  those  who 
suffered  under  the  sedition  law,  and  those  who 
suffered  under  the  common  law.  It  is  the  bus- 
iness of  all  parties  to  settle  amicably  as  they 
can  any  subject  of  contenticxn  between,  persona 
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of  different  political  persuasions.  If  this  first 
resolution  should  be  referred  to  a  committee, 
and  they  report  that  the  law  was  unconstitu- 
tional, I  will  venture  to  pronounce  that  no  ma- 
jority wiU  ever  again  make  a  law  of  that  kind. 
If,  sir,  the  sufferers  \mder  the  sedition  law  did 
suffer  contrary  to  the  constitution,  ought  not 
their  expenses  to  be  reimbursed?  On  the  sub- 
ject of  contribution,  I  know  that  that  party  to 
which  I  was  attached,  did  contribute,  and  did 
consider  it  an  honorable  cause.  I  was  willing 
(and  there  are  gentlemen  in  this  House  who 
know  it)  to  open  my  purse  when  a  man  of  a 
very  different  political  creed  from  myself,  Peter 
Porcupine,  was  oppressed.  I  care  not  of  what 
party  a  man  be,  that  is  oppressed.  I  can  prove 
that  the  party  opposed  to  me  in  politics  have 
also  subscribed.  It  is  aU  no  more  than  the 
subscriptions  for  printing  speeches  which  are 
occasionally  made  in  the  House,  in  which  gen- 
tlemen of  all  parties  unite.  Suppose  that  the 
whole  fine  in  any  particular  case  had  been  paid 
by  individual  subscription,  what  has  the  Gov- 
ernment to  do  with  that  ?  "Will  it  be  contended, 
because  an  old  soldier  who  received  a  pension 
also  received  individual  contributions,  that  the 
pension  should  be  taken  from  him,  or  that  the 
Government  is  thereby  acquitted  of  what  it 
owed  him?  Surely  not;  the  Government  has 
nothing  to  do  with  transactions  between  indi- 
viduals. As  to  the  particular  gentleman  brought 
into  this  discussion,  I  believe  that  every  man 
that  contributed  any  thing  towards  paying  the 
fine  levied  on  him,  was  remunerated  to  his  sat- 
isfaction. I  have  thought  proper  to  state  these 
opinions  of  mine,  and  to  avow  myself  in  favor 
of  reimbursing  the  sufferers.  But  before  I  sit 
down,  I  must  say  that  my  opinion  of  modern 
democracy  is  very  different  from  that  of  the 
gentleman  from  New  York.  I  consider  it  as 
neither  leading  to  insurrection,  rebellion,  nor  any 
such  thing.  I  believe  that  the  true  principle  of 
every  modern  democrat,  is,  that  the  law  consti- 
tutionally made  is  supreme,  and  is  to  be  obeyed ; 
that  it  has' nothing  to  do  with  riots,  rebellion, 
and  insurrection.  I  know  very  well,  and  shall 
not  deny  it,  that  there  are  times  when  insur- 
rection is  a  holy  thing,  but  it  is  not  peculiarly 
attributable  to  democracy.  With  us,  election 
puts  eveiy  thing  to  rights ;  and  on  them  every 
man  of  pure  democratic  principles  depends.  It 
is  doubtful  whether  the  question  of  the  consti- 
tutionality of  the  sedition  law  can  be  settled  in 
a  more  easy  way,  and  in  a  mode  less  liable  to 
irritation,  than  that  proposed  by  my  colleague. 
If  the  committee  report  as  I  wish,  it  is  well ;  if 
not,  it  settles  the  question  forever;  and  it  is 
surely  desirable  that  the  question  should  be  set- 
tled. However  gentlemen  may  differ,  as  to  the 
principle  proposed  to  be  investigated,  they 
might  with  propriety  vote  for  the  inquiry,  as  it 
is  the  ordinary  course  of  every  day.  I  do  not 
consider  this  as  proposing  to  give  a  premium  to 
violators  of  the  laws.  I  know  that  much  de- 
pends in  this  world  on  names ;  and  that  if  you 
give  any  man  or  thing  a  bad  name,  whether 


merited  or  not,  it  is  difficult  to  get  rid  of  it.  I 
hope  the  House  will  not  be  deterred  fi'om  this 
inquiry  by  any  name  attempted  to  be  given  to 
it.  It  is  proper  that  this  question  should  be  set- 
tled ;  and  if  considered  now,  it  will  be  settled 
by  a  body  which  did  not  partake  of  the  heats 
of  those  times,  and  when,  to  say  the  least  of  it, 
there  is  a  little  division  in  the  great  parties  of 
the  nation ;  and  it  seems  to  me  that  the  gentle- 
man who  moved  it  has  been  fortunate  in  the 
selection  of  his  time.  Eight  years  have  elapsed, 
a  new  Presi4#nt  is  just  inducted,  and  the  ques- 
tion is  now  brought  up  for  our  decision.  I  am 
sorry  that  any  member  of  this  House  should 
make  a  motion  with  no  other  view  but  for  pro- 
crastination. I  do  not  believe  that  my  col- 
league who  made  this  motion  is  more  in  the 
habit  of  procrastinating  the  public  business  than 
other  members  of  the  House;  and  I  was  in 
hopes  that  there  would  have  been  no  dissentient 
voice  to  his  motion.  He  only  asks  of  you  to 
let  the  inquiry  be  made.  He  does  not  ask  a 
single  member  of  the  House  to  commit  himself 
upon  the  question,  but  merely  asks  that  a  com- 
mittee may  be  permitted  to  inquire  into  it ;  and 
this,  it  seems  to  me,  is  no  extraordinary  request. 
I  hope  that  the  resolution,  without  being  tram- 
melled with  any  extraneous  matter,  wUl  be 


Mr.  Key  said  he  should  vote  for  indefinite 
postponement  of  the  resolution.  What  good 
purpose  could  its  adoption  answer,  unless  the 
House  had  the  power  to  take  money  from  the 
Treasury  of  the  United  States  for  the  purpose 
of  remunerating  any  person  who  had  suffered? 
Had  Congress  that  power?  He  apprehended 
not.  He  could  see  no  such  power  amongst 
those  delegated  to  Congress.  The  gentleman 
from  BTorth  Carolina  admitted  the  House  were 
under  no  obligation  to  remunerate  the  sufferers ; 
and  if  the  gentleman  would  turn  to  the  rules 
laid  down  for  the  definition  of  the  powers  of 
Congress,  he  would  see  that  there  was  no  au- 
thority to  draw  money  from  the  Treasury  for 
this  purpose.  Under  that  view  of  the  constitu- 
tion, Mr.  K.  said  he  must  vote  for  indefinite 
postponement. 

Mr.  Macon  asked  under  what  clause  of  the 
constitution  Captam  Murray  and  others  had 
been  remunerated  ?  Under  what  clause  money 
paid  into  the  Treasury  had  been  returned  in 
various  instances  ?  The  right  to  take,  gave  the 
right  to  return  that  which  was  taken.  In  many 
instances  this  principle  had  been  practised  on. 
There  was  no  law  to  authorize  the  punishment 
of  a  man  for  robbing  the  mail ;  but  it  was  de- 
rived from  the  power  of  establishing  post  roads. 
The  power  of  refunding  money  was  one  which 
had  been  often  exercised. 

Mr.  GrAEDENiEE  was  in  favor  of  an  inquiry. 
It  was  not  only  proper  that  an  inquiry  should 
be  made,  but  it  was  the  bounden  duty  of  the 
House  to  make  it.  A  member  of  the  House  in 
his  place  had  stated  facts  which  if  true  undoubt- 
edly entitled  him  to  their  interference.  Our 
duty  (said  Mr.  G.)  is  imperative.    The  case  of 
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the  gentleman  does  not  rest  upon  the  question 
whether  the  sedition  law  was  constitutional  or 
unconstitutional,  but  upon  the  fact  that  he  was 
not  a  proper  object  for  the  exercise  of  that  law. 
For,  if  the  statement  made  be  correct,  he  was 
punished  for  uttering  a  creed  which  would  not 
be  improper  for  every  member  of  the  House ; 
and  I  wiU  say  that  subsequent  events  have 
shown  the  sincerity  with  which  the  gentleman 
did  make  it ;  that  he  had  kept  his  promise  most 
religiously ;  that  it  was  not  applicable  to  those 
men,  or  that  time,  any  more  than  to  the  pres- 
ent, but  was  a  creed  on  which  he  practised 
before  and  ever  since,  so  far  as  his  political 
course  is  known  to  me.  It  is  a  case  in  which 
the  privileges  of  the  members  of  this  House  are 
materially  concerned.  If  under  the  sedition 
law  for  a  letter  written  by  a  member  of  this 
House  to  his  constituents,  giving  his  view  of 
public  measures,  he  has  been  punished,  it  con- 
cerns the  safety  of  this  House  that  complete 
and  perfect  remuneration  should  be  made.  It 
is  as  important  that  every  member  should  be 
permitted  to  speak  freely  to  his  constituents,  as 
that  he  should  without  restraint  address  the 
Chair  of  the  House.  It  was  a  cascj  therefore, 
which  never  ought  to  have  been  the  subject  of 
a  judicial  investigation,  much  less  considered  as 
a  .crime.  The  .gentleman  at  the  time  followed 
the  dictates  of  his  conscience.  To  his  con- 
science and  his  God  alone  should  he  be  respon- 
sible. Sir,  should  we  refuse  an  inquiry  into 
this  case,  when  we  know  that  the  fine  of  James 
Thompson  Oallender,  for  one  of  the  most  atro- 
cious libels  ever  written  in  the, United  States, 
was,  remitted?  When  we  know  that  it  was 
remitted  by  the  President,  of  the  United  States, 
after  the  money  had  been  received  by  the  prop- 
er receiving  officer  of  the  United  States,  when 
it  had  passed  out  of  the  hands  of  James  Thomp- 
son Oallender  into  the  hands  of  the  officer  of 
Government,  and  was,  to  all  intents  and  pur- 
poses,,, in  the  Treasury  of  the  United  States,  be- 
cause there  is  no  such  thing  as  a  treasury  in 
which  money  is.  actually  deposited— for  a  libel, 
too,  in  which  the  great  Father  of  his  Country 
was  treated  with  a  shameless  indignity,  which 
could  not  but  have  gone  to  the  heart  of  every 
man  ?  "When  the  President  of  the  United  States 
was  in  that  libel  called  a  hoary-headed  incendi- 
ary, should  that  fine  be  returned,  and  shall  a 
gentleman  in  this  House  be  fined  and  impris- 
oned for  that  which  was  nqt  even  improper.  ? 
Shall  we  not  restore  to  him  .that  which  others 
have  been  suffered  to  retain,  and  fpr  which  we 
have  not  brought  to  question  him  who  restored 
it  after  it,  was  in  possession  of  the,  receiving 
officer  of  the  United  States— in  fact,  after,  it 
was  in  the  Treasury  ?  ,  Let  us  not  be  guilty  of 
this  inconsistency. ,  If  the  sedition  law  has  gone 
to  the  tomb  of  the  Capubts,  and  I  believe  it 
has,  I  am  not  one  who  wlshes'to  bear  up  against 
the  people's  voice ;  the  Government  i?  .theirs, 
and  when  they  speak  we  obey,.  If  under  that 
law  the  Government  has  received  money  for  an 
act  which  really,  if  the  statement  of  the  gentle- 


man be  true,  could  scarcely  be,,  considered  an 
offence  within  the  purview  of  tlat  law,,  will  you 
not  give  it  back  to  him  ?  Either  ^ve  ba0k  the 
money  in  the  case,  or  take  measures  to  recover 
that  money  which  was  given  back  in  the  other, 
lam  not  for  making  fish  of  one  and  flesh' of 
another.  Whilst  on  this  subject  I  will  declare 
that  I  never  did  consider  the  sedition  law  as 
unconstitutional.  Congress  were  competent  to 
pass  it.  But,  that  parties  will  sometimes  in  the 
ardor  of  their  course  exceed  the  limits  of  discre- 
tion, and  do  violence  to  the  milder  feeling  of 
the  community  in  which  tkey  Hve,  has  been 
proved  in  the  Adams  Administration,  and  in 
that  which  has  lately  disappeared;  and  when 
they  have  cooled  down,  it  is  but  rendering  jus- 
tice to  the  sense  of  the  country  to  acknowledge 
their  errors.  No,  sir,  I  am  satisfied  that  all  pros- 
ecutions for  libels  on  the  Government  should 
be  at  least  very  hesitatingly  sustained.  Ton 
cannot  draw  a  precise  line  by  which  you  shall 
limit  the  right  of  investigation.  The  two  things 
are  so  blended  together  that  you  cannot  sepa- 
rate them.  You  must  either  make  the  Govern- 
ment supreme  or  the  people  suprerpe.  I  am 
for  the  latter.  As  Dr.  Johnsoi;  makes  Lord 
Chesterfield  say,  liberty  and  licentiousness  are 
blended  like  the  colors  in  the  rainbow;  it  is 
impossible  to  tell  where  one  ends  and  the  other 
begins.  Licentiousness  is  a  speck  on  the  ej^e  of 
the  political  body,  which  you  can  never  touch 
without  injuring  the  eye  itself.  I  hope  and 
trust  that  with  this  investigation  will  be  ison- 
nected  an  inquiry  into  the  proseougions  at  com- 
mon law  in  Connecticut.  I  have  seen  in  the 
State  of  New  York,  but  not  under  the  present 
Administration,  a  defendant  coming -into:  court,  ( 
beting  only,  to  be  permitted  to  prove  that 
what  he  had  said  was  true;  I  have  seen  also  an 
Attorney-General  rise  to ,  prevent  it:  I  have 
seen  the  truth  smothered  on  the  trial  by  men 
who  were .  as  clamorous  against  the  sedition 
law  as  any  loud-mouthed  patriot  in  the  country. 
I  have  seen  them  briuging,  almost  to  the  block 
the  victim  who  may  only  wish  to  prove  the  truth 
of  what  he  said-^which ;  was  denied  him*  I 
mention  this  to  show  that  where  parties  are  con- 
tending against  each  other,  where  there,  is  a 
majority  on  one  hand  and  a  minority  on  the 
other,  that  which  appears  on  paper  proper  for 
the  protection  of  the  Government,  turns  out  to 
be  for  the  oppression  of  the  minority.  In  Hie 
nature  of  parties  it  cannot  be  otherwise.  There- 
fore, in  my  opinion,  the  Government  of  the 
United  States  cannot  render  a  greater  service 
than  by  declaring  it  will  not  be  accessary  4o 
any  dimunition  of  the  rights' of  the  citizen; 
that  free  investigation  shall  in  all  cases  be  per- 
mitted. Mr.  G.  made  some  further  observa- 
tions on  the  particular  case  of  Mr.  Lyon,  and 
concluded  by  expressing  his,  hope'  that  the  reso- 
lution would  pass. 

The  question  that  the  resolution  be  postponed 
indefinitely,  was  decided  by  yeas  and  nays- 
yeas  69,  nays  50. 
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MoKDAY,  May  29. 
.  Several  otlier  members,  to  yiit :  from  Massa- 
chusetts,  Oeokajbd  Odok  ;  and  from  Pemisyl- 
vania,  Benjamin  Sat  and  John  Smilik,  ap- 
peared, produced  their  credentials,,  were  quali- 
fied, and  took  their  seats. 


Webnesdat,  May  31. 

Julian  Potdeas  appeared,  produced  his  cre- 
dentials, was  -qualified,  and  took  his  seat,  as  the 
Delegate  for  the  Territory  of  Orleaps. 

Mr.  MoKJM  presented  a  petition  of  thirty-five 
American  citizens  confined  at  Carthagena,  in 
South  America,  under  sentence  of  slavery,  stat- 
ing that,  through  means  of  falsehood  and  de- 
ception, they  were  induced  to  engage  in  the 
unlawful  expedition  of  Miranda,  fitted  out  from 
the  city  of  New  York,  in  the  year  one  thousand 
eight  hundred  and  six,  and  that  they  were  cap- 
tured hy  the  Spaniards,  and  condemned  to 
slavery,  and  praying  that  Congress  wiU  take 
their  distressing  case  into  consideration,  and  ef- 
fect their  release  and  return  to  their  native 
country. — ^Referred  to  Mr.  MoKiM,  Mr.  Sat, 
Mr.  Emott,  Mr.  Eoaue,  and  Mr.  Coohean,  to 
examine  the  matter  thereof,  and  report  the 
same,  with  their  opinion  thereupon,  to  the 
House. 


MoNDAT,  June  5. 

Two  other  members,  to  wit :  Ezektel  Whit- 
man, from  Massachusetts,  and  Bichaed  Wykn, 
from  South  Carolina,  appeared,  produced  their 
credentials,  were  qualified,  and  took  their  seats 
in  the  House. 

A  message  from  the  Senate  informed  the 
House  that  the  Senate,  having  been  informed 
of  the  death  of  the  Honorable  Feanois  Mai- 
bone,  one  of  the  Senators  from  the  State  of 
Khode  Island,  have  directed  the  same  to  be 
communicated  to  this  House. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  Pottee, 

Sesohed,  unanimously,  That  this  House  will 
attend  the  funeral  of  Feanois  Malbone,  Es- 
quire, late  a  member  of  the  Senate  of  the  United 
States. 

Sesohed,  unanimously.  That  this  House  do 
wear  mourning  on  the  left  arm  for  the  space  of 
one  month,  in  testimony  of  their  respect  for  the 
memory  of  the  deceased. 


TuESDAT,  June  6. 
Another  member,  to  wit,  Wilson  0.  Nioho- 
lAS,  from  Virginia,  appeared,  produced  his  cre- 
dentials, was  quaJifled,  and  took  his  seat  in  the 
House. 


Wednesdat,  June  7. 
Another  member,  to  wit,   Eeastits  Eoot, 
from  New  York,  appeared,  produced  his  cre- 
dentials, was  qualified,  and  took  his  seat  in  the 
House. 


Feidat,  June  9. 
Another,  member,  to  wit,  Nicholas  VaS 
Dtke,  from  Delaware,  appeared,  produced  his 
credentials,  was  qualified,  and  took  his,  seat  in 
the  House. 


MoNDAT,  June  12. 
Mississippi  Territory. 

The  Spbakee  presented  a  petition  enclosed  to 
him  from  a  number  of  inhabitants  of  the  dis- 
trict east  of  Btearl  river,  in  the  Mississippi  Ter- 
ritory, praying  for  the  division  of  the  Terri- 
tory. 

Mr.  PoiNDEXTEE  movcd  that  the  petition  lie 
on  the  table.  It  would  perhaps  be  disrespect- 
ful to  the  petitioners  to  reject  it,  although  its 
contents  would  merit  that  course.  There  were 
three  parties  who  must,  by  the  ordinance  for 
the  government  of  the  Territory,  consent  before 
the  Territory  of  the  Mississippi  could  be  divided. 
One  party  was  the  Mississippi  Territory,  the 
other  the  State  of  Geoi-gia,  and  the  third  the 
United  States.  Neither  of  these  parties  had 
consented.  There  was,  therefore,  an  absolute 
interdiction  to  all  legislation  on  the  subject; 
and  the  House  could,  with  as  much  propriety, 
refer  a  petition  from  a  State  to  be  exempt  from 
general  taxation,  or  to  recede  from  the  Union, 
as  to  refer  this  petition. 

Mr.  Bttewell  said  he  felt  himself  bound  to 
oppose  the  motion  for  its  lying  on  the  table. 
If  the  request  was  wholly  improper,  the  report 
of  a  committee  to  that  effect  would  settle  the 
question  at  once. 

Mr.  Bibb  was  in  favor  of  the  motion ;  though, 
had  a  motion  been  made  to  reject  it,  he  should 
have  voted  against  it. 

Mr.  Maoon  was  in  favor  of  a  reference  of  the 
petition.  No  harm  could  arise  from  an  inquiry 
into  it. 

Mr.  Tbottp  admitted  the  correctness  of  the 
remarks  of  the  delegate  from  the  Territory,  but 
wished  the  petition  to  be  referred  to  a  commit- 
tee for  the  purpose  of  an  inquiry  as  well  into 
the  amount  of  population  in  that  country  as  in- 
to its  quality ;  whether  it  was  lawful  or  unlawful. 
There  were  certain  facts  connected  with  this 
subject,  perhaps  not  generally  known  to  the 
House.  In  the  course  of  last  year,  he  had  un- 
derstood that  a  great  many  persons,  amounting 
to  perhaps  three  or  four  thousand,  had  crossed 
the  Tennessee  river,  and  fixed  themselves  on  its 
banks,  not  only  contrary  to  law,  but  the  impres- 
sion was  that  they  had  set  out  in  defiance  of 
the  law,  and  had  even  gone  so  far  as  to  organize 
themselves  into  military  associations  for  the 
purpose. 

Mr.  PoiNDEXTEE  obscrvcd  that  there  had  been 
a  settlement  contrary  to  the  existing  law  on 
Tennessee  near  about  a  year  ago ;  but  that  they 
were  ordered  to  be  driven  off  by  the  military 
force,  except  they  would  take  permission  to  re- 
side as  tenants  at  wiU.  Some  had  done  so,  and 
some  had  been  driven  off. 

Mr.  Teoup  said  he  knew  that  orders  had 
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been  given  to  remove  therti ,  but  of  their  re- 
moval and  dispersion  he  had  not  heard.  He 
said  he  had  further  understood  that  there  were, 
in  the  county  of  Madison  alone,  two  or  three 
thousand  intruders,  and  many  of  them  settled 
on  Indian  lands,  whose  owners  they  excited  to 
hostilities.  There  was  another  fact,  of  which  the 
House  might  keep  possession.  Among  these  in- 
truders was  one  of  the  name  of  Harrison,  he 
believed,  who  claimed  under  what  was  called 
the  Tennessee  Yazoo  claims,  and  who  settled  on 
the  land  with  his  retainers,  and  deliberately  be- 
gan to  apportion  it  among  them.  Whether  he 
had  been  dispossessed,  Mr.  T.  said  he  did  not 
know.  It  was  absolutely  necessary  to  ascertain 
the  situation  of  that  country,  and  therefore  he 
should  vote  for  the  reference  of  the  petition  to 
a  committee. 

The  petition  was  ordered  to  lie  on  the  table 
—67  to  27. 


Tuesday,  June  13. 
Miranda's  Exhihition. 

The  House  went  into  Committee  of  the 
Whole  on  the  following  resolution,  reported  by 
the  committee  appointed  to  consider  the  peti- 
tion of  thirty-six  citizens  concerned  in  Miran- 
da's expedition,  and  now  confined  in  the  vaults 
of  Cai'thagena,  South  America : 

"  Resolved,  That  the  President  of  the  United  States 
be  requested  to  adopt  the  most  immediate  and  effica- 
cious means  in  his  power  to  obtain  the  liberation  of 
the  prisoners,  if  it  shall  appear  to  his  satisfaction 
that  they  were  involuntarily  drawn  into  the  unlaw- 
ful enterprise  in  which  they  were  engaged ;  and  that 
—  dollars  be  appropriated  for  that  purpose." 

Mr.  MoKiM  observed,  that  he  believed  nothing 
further  would  be  necessary  for  the  attainment 
of  this  object  than  an  application  by  the  Gov- 
ernment of  the  United  States ;  he  then  moved 
to  fill  the  blank  in  the  resolution  with  such  a 
sum  ($3,500)  as  would  defray  the  expense  of 
sending  a  vessel  there  and  clothing  the  prisoners 
previous  to  their  return. 

Mr.  Randolph  said  he  believed  there  would 
be  no  better  time  than  on  this  motion  to  express 
the  disapprobation  which  he  felt  of  the  report ; 
for  he  was  unwUling  in  his  representative  ca- 
pacity, to  give  one  cent  of  the  public  money  for 
bringing  back  into  the  bosom  of  the  body  poli- 
tic these  unfortunate  but  guilty  men.  He  knew 
how  invidious  a  task  it  was  to  appear  to  lean 
to  the  side  of  inhumanity  ;  he  knew  how  very 
natural  it  was  for  the  mind  of  man  to  relent 
after  the  commission  of  a  crime,  and  to  see 
nothing  in  a  culprit  but  his  misfortunes,  for- 
getting his  guilt ;  but  tlwre  were  occasion^  and 
he  took  this  to  be  one,  where  to  lean  apparently 
to  the  side  of  humanity  is  an  act  of  as  great  in- 
justice and  cruelty  to  society  as  the  Legislature 
can  commit.  What  were  the  House  about  to 
do  ?  To  make  an  appropriation  of  money  for 
an  extraordinary  purpose  of  foreign  intercourse. 
Was  not  the  President  of  the  United  States  al- 
ready invested  with  power  to  negotiate  with 


the  Spanish  Government  on  this,  as  well  as  with 
any  other  Government  on  any  subject  ?  Was 
the  President  of  the  United  States  presumed  to 
have  turned  a  deaf  ear  to  the  cries  of  our  suffer- 
ing countrymen  in  captivity  in  aforeigtt  nation? 
Mr.  E.  said  this  was  not  like  a  question  of  re- 
deeming our  countrymen  from  slavery  in  Bar- 
bary  or  Tripoli ;  but  it  was  a  question  whether 
this  Government  would  lend  its  countenance  to 
that  class  of  men  who  were  concerned  in  the 
expeditions  of  Miranda  and  Aaron  Burr.  He 
for  one  said,  that  he  would  not  consent  to  it ; 
and  that  those  persons  who,  above  the  dull  pur- 
suits of  civil  life,  had  enlisted  under  these 
leaders,  might  take  for  him,  however  he  might 
feel  for  their  situation  as  men,  the  lot  which 
they  themselves  had  selected.  He  said  he  con- 
sidered them  as  voluntarily  expatriated  from 
this  country,  and  among  the  articles  of  com- 
merce and  manufacture,  which  it  might  be  con- 
templated to  encourage  by  bounty  and  premiums, 
he  confessed  for  one,  that  the  importation  of 
such  citizens  as  these  was  not  an  article  of  traf- 
fic which  would  meet  with  any  encouragement 
from  him.  So  far  from  being  afraid  of  any  ill 
consequences  resulting  from  the  sparseness  of 
our  population,  he  was  afraid  that  our  popula- 
tion, (and  experience  has  tested  the  fact,)  sparse 
as  it  was  in  number,  in  quality  was  redundant. 
We  have  been  told,  said  Mr.  R.,  and  I  believe 
it,  that  but  the  other  day  the  Foreign  OflBce  in 
Great  Britain  cast  its  eyes  on  Colonel  Burr,  and 
that  they  either  did  commit  him — I  understand 
that  he  was  committed  and  stood  so  for  some 
time,  and  was  only  released  on  condition  of 
quitting  the  country — that  they  either  did  com- 
mit or  threaten  to  imprison  that  unfortunate 
man.  I  want  to  know,  sir,  if  he  had  stood  so 
committed,  in  what  respect  his  case,  in  a  politi- 
cal point  of  view,  would  have  stood  contradis- 
tinguished from  that  of  these  petitioners  ?  I 
can  see  no  difference  but  such  as,  in  my 
mind,  would  have  operated  to  his  advantage. 
There  is  an  equality  of  guilt,  but  on  his  part  a 
superiority  of  intellectual  character  which  would 
have  rendered  him,  if  there  is  to  be  an  acces- 
sion to  the  State  by  bringing  back  to  its  bosom 
those  who  have  voluntarily  thrown  themselves 
out  of  the  protection  of  the  country,  a  morff 
valuable  acquisition,  or  rather  a  less  valuable 
loss,  than  these  unfortunate  men. 

It  appears  to  me,  sir,  that  in  passing  this  res- 
olution we  shall  hold  up  a  premium  to  vice ; 
for,  if  this  proposition  be  agreed  to,  when  some 
new  Miranda  or  Burr  comes  forward  with  his 
project,  he  wiU  teU  his  conspirators  that  they 
will  have  nothmg  more  to  do,  should  the  matter 
turn  out  adversely,  than  to  put  up  a  face  and 
tell  Congress  that  they  were  involuntarily  drawn 
into  it.  An  extraordinary  mode,  to  be  sure,  of 
volunteering  to  go  against  their  wiU.  These 
involuntary  volunteers  will  be  told  they  will 
have  nothing  to  do  but  throw  the  whole  weight 
of  the  blame  on  the  original  mover  of  the  ex- 
pedition, and  Congress  will  tax  their  fellow- 
creatures^ — who,  poor  souls,  had  not  enlarged 
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and  liberal  minds,  and  were  content  vith  tbe 
dull  pursuits  of  civil  life — for  redeejning  them, 
clothing  them,  and  bringing  them  back  again  to 
society.  ,  I  wish  the  committee  to  take  the 
thing  into  (consideration.  As  men  and  Chris- 
tians our  conduct  is  to  be  governed  by  one  rule; 
as  representatives  of  the  people  other  consider- 
ations are  proper.  There  is,  in  the  proposed 
intei;ference»  no  justice;  there  may  be  much 
mercy,  but  it  is  a  mercy  which  carries  cruelty, 
if,  not,  deliberate,  the  most  pernicious  of  all  pos- 
sible- species  of  cruelty,  along  with  it.  Suppose 
these  men  had  been  arrested  and  tried  in  this 
country,  what  would  have  been  their  lot?  It 
is  difficult  for  me  to  say.  I  am  no  lawyer ;  but 
I  suppose,  imder  the  mild  institutions  in  some 
of  our  States,  they  would  have  been  condemned 
to  hard  labor  for  life.  In  what  do  they  di6fer, 
to  their  advantage  from  other  felons  ?  In  noth- 
ing. Who  would  step  forward  to  rescue  them 
from  that  punishment  due  to  their  crime  if  con- 
victed by  our  own  courts  ?  Kobody.  Every- 
body would  have  said  that  they  deserved  it. 
Now,  on  the  contrary,  having  escaped  the  hand 
of  justice,  in  this  country,  and  faUen  into  the 
grasp  of  the  strong  hand  of  power  in  another 
country,  we  are  not  contented  to  let  them  reap 
what.they  have  sown;  we  are  not  contented  to 
leave  them  in  the  hands  of  justice.  I  believe 
that  there, exists  a  proper  disposition  in  the 
Executiye  to  interfere,  where  Aiaerican  citizens 
are  wrongfully, treated  abroad.  And,  shall  we 
come  forward  and  open  the  public  purse,  and 
assume  on  ourMk-es  the  responsibility  of  that 
act  which  the  President  refuses  to  do,  and  thus 
share  among  us  the  imputation,  such  as  it  may 
be,  which  society  chooses  to  cast  upon  us  in 
consequence  of  it,  instead  of  letting  it  fall  singly 
and  individually  upon  him,  in  case  he  chooses 
to  incur  it  ?  No,  sir.  I  have  no  disposition  to 
pass  this  resolution  to  take  the  responsibility 
upon  myself.  In  short,  I  should  have  been 
glad,  if  instead  of  telling  us  that  these  men  are 
unfortunate  and  miserable,  (for  who  are  so  un- 
fortunate and  miserable  as  the  truly  guilty?) 
that  the  members  of  that  committee,  or  the  re- 
spectable chairman  himself,  had  come  forward 
and  shown  the  claim  of  these  petitioners  to  the 
peculiar  patronage  of  the  country.  So  far  from 
any  disposition  to  bring  them  back,  I  would 
allow  a  drawback  or  bounty  on  the  exportation 
of  every  man  of  simUar  principles. 

Mr.  Emott  said,  that  as  he  had  .been  a  mem- 
ber of  the  committee  whose  report  was  now 
under  consideration,  he  felt  the  propriety  of 
making  a  few  observations  to  show  the  expedi- 
ency of  adopting  the  resolution.  In  order  to 
obtain  the  release  of  these  miserable  and  de- 
luded men,  it  was  necessary  that  the  Govern- 
ment should  interfere,  because  the  Spanish  Gov- 
ernment never  would  release  them  till  such 
application  was  made.  The  only  money  neces- 
sary to  be  paid  was  not  to  the  Spanish  Govern- 
ment, but  to  defray  the  expense  of  bringmg  back 
the  prisoners.  It  was  not  to  buy  their  liberty, 
but  to  employ  a  person  to  go  there  to  request  it. 


It  had  been  said  that  the  President  had  power 
to  attempt  the  release  of  these  persons  without 
any ,  resolution  of  the  House.  Mr.  E.  said  he 
would  not  enter  into  that  consideration.  He 
knew,  if  the  President  had  the  power,  that  he 
had  not  chosen  to  exercise  it ;  and  if  the  House 
could  find  from  the  statement  of  the  situation 
of  these  men  that  they  ought  to  be  relieved, 
they  should  not  refrain  from  expressing  their 
opinion,  merely  because  the  President  had  the 
power  and  would  not  exercise  it. 

It  might  ba  necessary,  Mr.  E.  said,  to  call  to 
the  minds  or  the  committee  the  situation  of 
these  men.  They  were  persons  employed  by 
Miranda,  in  his  expedition,  who,  he  undertook 
to  say,  did  not  know  that  they  were  going  on 
any  expedition  contrary  to  the  laws  of  the 
country.  When  taken,  they  had  been  tried  by 
the  Spaniards  on  a  charge  of  piracy,  and  con- 
demned to  lie  in  a  dungeon  for  a  term  of  years. 
They  prayed  the  Congress  for  its  interposition 
in  their  behalf. 

It  had  been  said  that  these  men  knowingly 
engaged  in  this  expedition.  Mr.  E.  said  he  be- 
lieved that  they  did  not ;  but,  admitting,  for  a 
moment,  that  this  was  the  case;  that  they  did 
know  the  pursuit  on  which  they  were  entering, 
they  should  not,  for  that  reason  alone,  be  suffer- 
ed to  lie  in  prison.  Let  it  be  understood,  said 
Mr.  E.,  that  this  expedition,  whatever  it  waSj 
was  carried  on,  in  the  face  of  day,  in  the  city 
of  New  York,  and  that  equipments  of  the  ves- 
sels and  enlistments  were  made  without  inter- 
ruption in  the  face  of  day.  And  would  these 
persons  believe  that  they  were  going  on  an  un- 
lawful expedition?  They  might  have  enlisted 
from  the  best  motives ;  and,  supposing  that  they 
had  enlisted  under  the  knowledge  that  they 
were  going  on  an  expedition,  yet  seeing  that  it 
was  carried  on  in  open  day  without  interrup- 
tion from  the  Government,  he  much'  doubted 
whether  these  poor  men  ought  to  be  suffered  to 
lie  in  prison. 

But,  putting  motives  aside,  these  men  declare 
that  they  did  not  understand  the  nature  of  the 
service  for  which  they  were  engaged ;  and  this 
statement  the  committee  who  made  the  report 
had  brought  themselves  to  believe.  Let  it  be 
recollected  that  these  unfortunate  individuals 
were  lying  in  prison ;  and,  although  they  had, 
by  some  means,  forwarded  a  petition  here,  they 
could  not  attend  in  person  to  urge  their  claim 
to  relief  by  proofs  presented  to  the  House.,  The 
persons  who  procured  these  men  to  go  on  this 
expedition  certainly  would  not  be  very  wUling 
to  come  forward  and  give  testimony;  because, 
by  so  doing,  they  might  criminate  themselves 
and  render  themselves  liable  to  the  operation 
of  the  laws  of  their  country.  Considering  that 
these  persons  were  removed  thousands  of  miles 
from  ns,  that  they  were  unfriended,  and  that 
the  persons  who  alone  could  prove  that  their 
intent  was  innocent,  would  not  come  forward 
for  fear  of  criminating  themselves,  he  thought 
these  men  were  entitled  to  commiseration,  and 
he  believed  that  it  was  in  his  power  to  show 
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two  or  three  circumstances  which  would  con- 
vince the  House  that  they  had  no  knowledge  of 
the  nature  of  this  expedition.  The  first  circum- 
stance was  the  extreme  improhability  that  these 
men  would  have  engaged  in  this  expedition,  if 
the  nature  of  it  had  been  explained.  Had  Mr. 
Smith  or  General  Miranda  gone  to  these  men 
and  said,  "  we  are  going  on  an  expedition 
against  the  laws  of  the  country,  and,  if  taken, 
you  will  be  punished  under  the  laws  of  one 
country  or  the  other,"  it  is  extremely  improbable 
that  they  would  have  engaged.  It  is  not  likely 
that  Miranda  or  Mr.  Smith  avowed  their  pur- 
poses, and  told  them  that  they  were  going  on 
an  expedition  hostile  in  its  nature,  and  against 
the  laws  of  the  country,  because  its  object  was 
to  revolutionize  a  nation  in  amity  with  the 
United  States.  It  is  impossible  that  these  men 
should  have  known  the  nature  of  the  erpedi- 
'  tion,  when  it  was  not  known  to  the  Govern- 
ment here,  however  public.  This  circumstance, 
to  me,  is  conclusive,  to  show  that  these  young 
men  did  not  know  it.  There  might  have  been 
persons  who  did ;  if  you  please,  Mr.  Ogden,  who 
furnished  the  ship,  or  others,  but  it  is  impossible 
to  believe,  that  these  men,  who  were  mere  sol- 
diers for  carrying  on  the  expedition,  knew  the 
nature  of  it.  I  am  convinced  that  these  per- 
sons, all  privates — for  the  ofiBicers  were  executed 
— did  not  know  why  they  did  enlist,  or  that 
the  corps  was  for  the  purpose  to  vrhioh  it  was 
actually  designed. 

I  have  said,  and  perhaps  every  person  here 
knows,  that  the  whole  of  the  business  was  car- 
ried on  in  the  face  of  day.  Here  were  General 
Miranda  and  Mr.  Smith  coming  to  the  seat  of 
Government,  and  back  to  Jfew  York,  procuring 
clothes,  enlisting  men.  _  Can  it  be  conceived 
that  all  this  could  have  been  carried  on,  if  Gen- 
eral Miranda  had  not  meant  to  conceal  it  from 
the  Government?  But  it  is  in  my  power  to 
furnish  something  more  than  mere  conjecture 
on  this  subject.  The  committee  will  recollect 
that  a  greater  part  of  this  transaction  took  place 
at  New  York.  There  the  men  were  to  ren- 
dezvous, there  the  vessel  was  furnished,  and 
to  that  State  most  of  the  young  men  who  are 
now  in  South  America  did  belong.  In  that  State 
this  matter  was  the  subject  of  judicial  investi- 
gation. Mr.  Smith  and  Mr.  Ogden.  were  in- 
dicted. I  wiUread  a  part  of  the  evidence  given 
on  the  trial,  which  will  satisfy  any  one,  at  least 
it  has  satisfied  me,  that  these  men  had  no  hand 
in  it.  Mr.  Fink,  who  was  produced  as  evidence 
on  the  part  of  the  Government  to  convict  Mr. 
Smith,  was  the  person  who  was  intrusted  with 
enlistments. 

On  the  same  trial  there  was  one  of  the  per- 
sons who  has  actually  enlisted  who  deposed 
that  the  same  information  which  Peter  Eose 
received^  was  given  to  others.  This  man  also 
was  a  private  in  the  expedition,  and  swears  that 
the  person  who  employed  him  told  him  that  he 
was  to  be  employed  in  the  service  of  the  Govern- 
ment ;  that  he  was  to  be  carried  to  Washington 
by  water  and  thence  to  New  Orleans.  The  men 


who  now  petition  Congress  are  persons  who  are 
placed  precisely  in  the  same  situation.  We 
find,  in  the  course  of  the  trial,  that  the  person 
employed  to  enlist  the  men,  declares  that  the 
person  employing  him  refused  te  tell  him  for 
what  purpose  they  were  to  be  enlisted,  and,  of 
course,  he  could  not  inform  those  whom  he  en-r 
listed. 

Mr.  E.  said  he  had  already  rema(ked  the  ex- 
treme diflSculty  under  which  these  persons  la- 
bored, that  they  were  at  a  distance  of  several 
thousand  miles  from  this  country,  incarcerated, 
and  friendless.  He  had  satisfied  his  mind  that 
they  had  engaged  in  this  business  unknowingly 
and  unwillingly — and,  what  was  now  ashed  of 
the  Government?  That  they  should  expend 
large  sums  of  money  for  the  purpose  of  buying 
them  out?  No.  All  that  the  Spanish  Gov- 
ernment wanted,  he  undertook  to  say,  was, 
that  a  request  should  be  made  by  the  Govern- 
ment of  this  country  for  those  men;  and  all  the 
money  required  for  this  service,  was  money 
enough  to  send  an  agent  there  and  facilitate  his 
return. 

Nothing  had  been  said  by  him,  Mr.  E.  re- 
marked, of  the  peculiar  sufferings  of  these  men ; 
but  there  were  representations  eijough,  to  show 
that  they  were  chained  naked  in  a  dungeon, 
without  clothing,  and  without  wood.  Some 
had  died  and  others  must  die.  He  hoped,  there- 
fore, for  the  reasons  which  he  had  given,  that 
the  committee  would  be  satisfied  that  these 
men  were  not  guilty  of  crime.  If  not  guilty, 
he  hoped  there  could  be  nojipubt  that  they 
were  a  proper  subject  for  the  interference  of 
the  Government. 

Mr.  BACoif  observed  that  the  conclusion 
which  the  gentleman  from  Virginia  (Mr.  Kait- 
dolph)  had  drawn,  rested  upon  the  idea  that 
the  men  were  guUty.  If  they  were  gmlty, 
they  certainly  should  not  receive  the  benefit  of 
the  interposition  of  the  Government  of  the 
United  States.  They  had  no  claim  on  the 
United  States  when  considered  as  criminals,  or 
as  men  who  had  voluntarily  engaged  in  this 
service.  The  report  of  the  committee  did  not 
state  this  to  be  the  case.  I  acknowledge,  said 
Mr.  B.,  that  they  are  guilty  in  some  respects,  hav- 
ing innocently  transgressed  the  laws.  If  they 
are  guilty  in  the  eye  of  justice,  I  contend  they 
ought  not  to  have  relief.  The  report  of  the 
committee  states,  that,  under  a  persuasion  that 
the  facts  set  forth  by  the  petitLeners  were  true, 
they  were  induced  to  submit  this  resolution. 
The  committee  had  evidence,  which  they 
deemed  competent,  to  prove  that  these  men 
were  not  guilty  men.  In  what  respect,  then, 
are  they  to  be  compared  to  Aaron  Burr  ?  No 
man  will  say  that  he  did  not  proceed  on  his  expe- 
dition with  his  eyes  open,  or  that  he  could  plead 
ignorance.  The  fact  in  relation  to  these  men 
appears  to  be  that  they  were  inveigled  ;  that 
their  offence  was  involuntary,  not  as  respected 
engaging  in  what  they  thought  the  service  of 
the  IJnited  States,  but  as  to  going  abroad,  for 
against  their  consent  they  were  forced  into  the 
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service.  Therefore,  with  great  truth,  it  might 
be  said  that  they  were  scourged  to  the  service. 
If  this  -was  the  fact,  as  the  committee  appear  to 
have  believed,  I  ask,  in  what  their  case  differs 
from  that  of  men  taken  captives  by  the  Alger- 
ines  ?  Those  men  taken  by  the  Algerines  are 
engaged  in  lawful  commerce ;  these  poor  men 
are  engaged  in  an  unlawful  act,  but  not  knowing 
it  to  be  unlawful,  and  believing  it  to  be  correct, 
they  are  as  innocent,  in  fact,  as  those  who  act 
innocently.  The  gentleman  says,  suppose  they 
were  to  return  to  their  country,  would  they  not 
be  punished?  If  the  facts,  as  they  state  them, 
are  correct,  as  I  believe  them  to  be,  I  do  not  be- 
lieve that  they  would  be  punished.  The  law 
does  not  punish  a  man  because  he  does  not  act, 
but  for  the  quo  animo  with  which  he  does  it. 

Mr.  Tatloe  said  if  he  could  view  this  subject 
in  the  light  in  which  it  had  been  viewed  by 
most  of  its  advocates,  and  particularly  by  the 
gentleman  from  North  Carolina,  (Mr.  Peaeson,) 
he  should  think  it  was  the  duty  of  this  Govern- 
ment to  make  exertion  for  the  release  of  these 
people;  but  even  then  he 'should  inquire 
whether  any  exertion  in  their  favor  would  not 
rather  do  them  an  injury  than  a  service ;  for  it 
would  be  recollected  that  every  gentleman  who 
had  spoken  seemed  to  consider  the  mercy  which 
was  asked  to  depend  upon  and  to  be  bestowed 
by  the  United  States.  Were  I  a  Spaniard,  and 
attended  the  debate  in  this  House,  I  should 
think  that  gentlemen  in  favor  of  the  resolution 
contemplated  an  infraction  of  the  rights  of  the 
nation  before  whose  courts,  and  by  whose  laws, 
these  men  were  condemne'd.  These  fine  ap- 
peals to  mercy  and  hmnanity  would  apply  well 
before  the  power  possessing  the  right  to  bestow 
mercy,  but  are  not  applicable  to  the  feelings 
proper  to  be  exercised  on  this  occasion  by  this 
House.  I  say  that  it  is  one  of  the  attributes  of 
Government  to  punish  those  who  have  infringed 
or  broken  the  laws  of  the  country.  These 
people  have  been  condemned  by  a  Spanish  tri- 
bunal; it  is  by  that  Government  alone  that 
mercy  is  to  be  shown ;  and  an  exertion  by  this 
House  in  attempting  to  bestow  mercy  upon 
these  people  is  an  infringement  of  that  right. 
I  challenge  gentlemen  to  show  me  an  instance 
in  the  annals  of  diplomacy  of  a  like  nature  with 
this  proposition.  I  recollect  one  instance,  but 
I  have  heard  no  gentleman  propose  to  go  so 
far.  Oliver  Cromwell,  when  a  member  of  the 
British  Commonwealth,  was  imprisoned  by  the 
inquisition,  ordered  his  admirals  to  draw  up 
before  the  harbor  and  demand  his  release.  This 
is  the  only  case  I  have  met  vrith  in  the  course  of 
my  reading,  of  an  attempt  by  one  nation  to  re- 
lieve criminals  condemned  by  another  nation 
under  its  own  laws.  If  this  view  be  a  just  one, 
it  certainly  becomes  a  matter  of  great  delicacy. 
If  this  Grovernment  had  never  been  by  the  most 
secret  whisper  implicated  (unjustly,  as  I  firmly 
believe)  in  this  transaction,  still  it  would  have 
been  a  subject  of  the  greatest  delicacy  for  the 
Government  of  the  United  States  to  interfere. 
"What  wiU  the  Government  of  Spain,  Junta, 
Vol.  rv.— 10 


King,  or  Governors  of  Spanish  provinces  to 
whom  you  apply,  say  to  you  on  this  subject? 
"Why  they  will  say — "  We  have  long  saspected, 
we  have  heard  from  your  own  quarter,  that  you 
were  implicated  in  this  expedition;  you  now 
give  us  proof;  you  have  come  forward  in  an 
unprecedented  manner  and  interfered  in  a  case 
with  which  you  have  no  business,  a  case  which 
is  fully  embraced  by  the  sovereignty  which  we 
ourselves  exercise  over  our  own  courts."  Will 
it  not  at  once  be  inferred  that  these  assertions 
throughout  the  United  States  had  been  true, 
and  that  this  Government  was  implicated  'or 
concerned,  or,  to  use  the  words  of  yesterday, 
that  this  Government  had  connived  at  such  an 
expedition  ?  You  wiU  hut  render  the  sufferings 
of  these  people  more  rigorous.  It  is  not  to  be 
conceived,  although  the  gentleman  from  Mas- 
sachusetts and  others  have  acquitted  the  Gov- 
ernment of  participation,  that  the  Spanish  Gov- 
ernment wiU  do  so  also.  Why,  even  in  our  cool 
and  calm  situation,  you  see  that  suspicion  of  the 
connivance  of  the  Administration  is  not  yet 
quite  done  away — and  do  you  suppose,  sir,  that 
the  Spaniards,  against  whom  repeated  expedi- 
tions have  been  made,  at  a  distance  from  those 
sources  whence  conviction  might  flash  upon 
their  minds,  will  foi-m  the  same  opinion  of  the 
subject  that  we  do  ?  Fear  forms  a  bias  on  their 
mind ;  and  we  form  a  conviction  on  the  side  on 
which  we  feel  interested. 

Gentlemen,  in  order  to  induce  us  to  grant 
pardon  to  these  men,  which  we  have  no 
power  to  do,  have  told  us  that  they  are  inno- 
cent; because,  forsooth,  they  themselves  have 
said  so.  I  recoUect,  sir,  once  in  a  conversation 
with  a  most  eminent  barrister  in  the  State  in 
which  I  live,  who  had  often  performed  the  duty 
of  counsellor  and  advocate  in  our  State,  he  in- 
formed me  that  in  a  practice  of  thirty  years,  in 
the  course  of  which  he  had  been  concerned  in 
the  cases  of  many  culprits,  on  many,  nay,  on  all 
occasions,he  put  this  plain  question  to  his  client; 
"I  am  your  counsel ;  it  is  necessary  for  me,  in 
order  to  make  the  best  possible  defence  of  your 
cause,  to  make  the  best  statement  in  your  favor, 
to  know  whether  you  are  guilty  or  not."  He 
declared  that  he  had  never  yet  met  with  a  man 
who  acknowledged  that  he  was  guilty.  I  believe 
that  this  disposition  to  appear  innocent,  is  in- 
herent in  human  nature.  It  is  natural  for  these 
men  to  say  that  they  are  not  guilty ;  they  said 
so  to  the  court  before  whom  they  were  tried. 
"Why  were  they  not  liberated?  why  was  not 
that  mercy  which  is  so  pathetically  called  for 
bestowed  on  them  by  that  tribunal  before  whom 
the  case  was  examined  ?  K  they  are  the  im- 
maculate and  almost  sainted  victims  which  they 
are  described  to  be,  why  did  not  the  com-t 
which  heard  the  testimony  on  both  sides  of  the 
question  bestow  that  clemency  asked  of  us  ?  I 
should  presume,  that  when  all  the  circumstances 
came  out  before  the  court,  they  were  not  favor- 
able to  the  petitioners;  and  it  is  a  respect  due 
from  this  Government  to  the  acts  of  that  Gov- 
ernment that  such  a  construction  should  be  put 
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upon  this  matter.  If  we  are  to  distrust  the  acts 
«f  the  Spaniard,  because,  as  we  are  told,  he  is 
vindictive  and  cruel,  he  might  justly  say  that 
we  have  not  done  to  others  as  we  would  be 
done  by. 

We  should  place  the  President  of  the  United 
States  in  a  very  unpleasant  situation  indeed  by 
requiring  him  to  demand  these  men,  if  we  would 
not  also  be  willing  to  go  to  war  for  them.  As 
our  navy  is  now  afloat  I  would  propose  as  an 
amendment  to  the  project,  if  gentlemen  are  se- 
rious in  their  determination  to  rescue  these 
men,  that  our  fleet  shall  sail  before  Carthagena 
and  compel  the  Spanish  Governor  or  Junta  to 
give  them  up.  This  is  the  only  mode  of  inter- 
fering with  a  matter  of  this  kind,  which  is 
sanctioned  by  precedent,  as  I  have  before 
stated. 

It  would  seem,  sir,  as  if  the  passing  scenes  of 
this  world  were  entirely  forgotten.  The  British 
Government  has  been  suspected  of  having  con- 
nived at  this  expedition  as  well  as  the  Govern- 
ment of  the  United  States.  They  have  received 
Miranda  into  their  bosom ;  and  on  the  examina- 
tion on  the  trial  of  Sir  Home  Popham,  it  did 
appear  that  he  had  received  orders  to  sail  for  a 
particular  port  of  that  continent  to  create  a  di- 
version of  an  attack  expected  to  "be  made  in 
another  part  of  it.  But  what  have  the  British 
Government  done  on  the  subject  ?  Have  they 
not  considered  it  a  delicate  one?  Have  they 
not  in  their  conduct  given  us  the  most  sound 
and  wholesome  advice  on  the  subject?  Al- 
though I  believe  these  men  were  employed  to 
answer  a  purpose  all-important  to  her,  yet  she 
has  not  extended  towards  these  sufferers  in  her 
own  cause  that  clemency  which  is  asked  at  our 
hands.  These  men  who  were  suffering  in  her 
employ,  demonstrably  acting  in  furtherance  of 
her  interest,  have  not  met  with  the  clemency 
of  the  Government ;  and  the  case  is  more  strong 
when  it  is  recollected  that  since  the  capture  of 
these  men,  although  previously  at  war  with 
Spain,  Great  Britain  was  not  only  at  peace  but 
in  alliance  with  that  nation.  "With  all  these 
favorable  circumstances,  when  but  a  hint  from 
ithe  British  Ministry  in  favor  of  these  people 
might  have  released  them,  yet  being  so  delicate 
a  subject  that  it  has  not  been  touched  by  them, 
shall  we,  who  have  been  crusading  and  exerting 
every  nerve  for  the  releasement  of  our  seamen, 
and  with  all  our  efforts  have  been  unsuccessful, 
shall  we  start  on  a  fresh  crusade  for  these  men, 
■when  the  efforts  of  the  Government  in  the 
other  cause,  in  so  noble,  so  just,  and  so  humane 
a  cause,  have  as  yet  proved  unavailing  ?  Shall 
we  engage  in  a  contest  for  these  people,  who 
are  acknowledged  justly  to  be  in  the  power  and 
under  the  sentence  of  the  courts  of  another  na- 
tion, whilst  the  honest  American  tar,  guiltless 
of  harm,  is  writhing  under  the  lash  of  every 
boatswain  on  board  a  man-of-war  ?  If  you  will 
go  on  and  reform  the  whole  world,  begin  with 
one  grievance  first ;  to  use  a  homely  phrase,  do 
mot  put  too  many  irons  in  the  fire. 

Sir,  if  the  Spanish  nation  has  any  feeling  for 


its  sovereignty,  it  would  spurn  your  request. 
Only  suppose  that  nation  to  possess  the  same 
feelings  which  actuate  every  breast  in  this 
House;  which  actuate  the  American  people. 
Suppose  the  claim  of  Mr.  Burr  to  citizenship  in 
Britain,  on  the  ground  of  once  a  subject  always 
a  subject,  had  been  recognized  by  the  British 
Government.  Suppose  that  he  was  suffering 
in  chains  in  some  of  your  prisons,  and  because 
they  had  heard  that  Mr.  Burr  might  have  been 
innocent,  the  British  Government  had  asked 
his  release,  would  not  the  people  of  America 
have  spurned  the  request  as  an  indignity  to  the 
nation  ?  And  may  we  not  suppose  that  these 
proud  Spaniards,  as  they  are  called,  may  have 
feelings  of  a  like  nature  ?  I  believe,  sir,  that 
the  course  proposed  would  only  add  rigor  to 
their  sufferings,  weight  to  their  chains. 

Mr.  LivEEMOKE  asked  if  the  committee  which 
made  this  report  had  not  before  it  evidence 
that  certain  British  subjects  concerned  in  Mi- 
randa's expedition  had  been  liberated  on  the 
application  of  some  officers  of  that  nation  ?  If 
they  had  it  would  be  a  feir  answer  to  the  elo- 
quent speech  of  the  gentleman  from  South  Car- 
olina. 

Mr.  Eakdolph  said  he  did  not  think  that  the 
information  asked  for  by  the  gentleman  was  at 
all  material  to  this  case.  It  was  a  matter  of  no 
consequence  at  all,  as  respected  the  statement 
made  by  the  gentleman  from  South  Carolina  on 
(he  had  no  doubt)  very  good  grounds.  What, 
said  Mr.  E.,  has  been  the  situation  of  Great 
Britain  in  relation  to  Spain  ?  Great  Britain,  at 
the  time  the  expedition  was  undertaken,  was 
an  enemy  of  Spain — was  at  actual  war  with 
Spain — and  therefore  inasnbjectofGreat Britain 
it  might  have  been  highly  meritorious  to  annoy 
Spain,  either  at  home  or  in  her  colonies  to  the 
utmost  extent  in  his  power,  without  any  direct 
authority  from  his  Government.  Subsequently 
to  that  time,  however.  Great  Britain  has  become 
the  ally  of  Spain  in  consequence  of  the  revolu- 
tion ;  and  at  that  time  Great  Britain  obtained 
from  persons  exercising  the  authority  of  govern- 
ment in  Spain  the  release  of  these  prisoners, 
which  it  is  perfectly  natural  Spain  should 
then  have  granted.  But  suppose,  instead  of 
that  change  having  taken  place  in  the  relations 
between  Great  Britain  and  Spain,  Bonaparte 
had  quietly  succeeded  in  putting  King  Joseph  on 
the  throne  of  Spain  and  the  Indies,  and  applica- 
tions had  then  been  made ;  or  suppose  that  the 
application  had  been  deferred  until  now,  and  the 
power  of  the  House  of  Bonaparte  was  as  com- 
plete over  the  colonies  in  South  America  as  we 
have  every  reason  to  believe  it  is  over  the  Eu- 
ropean possessions  of  the  mother  country, 
would  the  British  subjects  in  that  case  have 
been  released  ?  It  is  an  unfortunate  circum- 
stance that  no  question  can  be  agitated  in  this 
House  and  tried  upon  its  own  merits;  that 
every  thing  which  is,  has  been,  or  may  be, 
is  to  be  lugged  in  on  the  question  before  us,  to 
the  total  exclusion  of  the  merits  of  the  case,  and 
in  this  way,  instead  of  a  session  of  three  and 
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six  months  for  doing  the  business  of  the  nation, 
if  every  question  is  to  he  tried  in  the  manner  in 
which  it  appears  to  me  this  has  been,  we  may 
sit  to  all  eternity  and  never  get  through  it. 

I  lay  no  claim  to  greater  precision  than  other 
men ;  but  really  I  cannot  perceive  what  kind 
of  relation,  what  kind  of  connection  exists  be- 
tween most  of  what  I  have  heard  on  this  sub- 
ject, and  the  true  merits  of  the  case.  Gentle- 
men get  up  and  abuse  the  Spanish  Government 
and  people,  and  what  then  ?  Why,  it  appears 
all  this  is  preliminary  to  our  making  an  humble 
request  of  this  Government  and  people  that 
they  shall  grant  us  a  particular  boon.  To  be 
sure,  sir,  aU  this  time  we  do  plaster  ourselves 
unmercifully — ^we  lay  it  on  with  a  trowel — and 
gentlemen  seem  to  think  that  if  we  sufllciently 
plaster  ourselves,  our  President,  and  people, 
and  be-devil  every  other  Government  and 
people,  it  is  sufficient  to  illuminate  every 
question.  And  this  is  the  style  in  which  we 
speak  to  Governments  perfectly  independent  of 
us ! — ^A  very  wise  mean,  to  be  sure,  of  inducing 
them  to  grant  the  pardon  of  these  people  as  a 
favor  to  us.  Sir,  it  would  be  a  strange  specta- 
cle, to  be  sure,  when  this  Minister  that  is  to  be, 
this  sort  of  anomalous  messenger  whom  you 
are  going  to  send,  I  know  not  exactly  to  whom ; 
whether  to  the  Junta,  or  persons  exercising  the 
power  of  government  in  the  provinces,  or  to 
the  Government  in  Europe;  when  this  Minister 
goes  to  Oarthagena  or  elsewhere,  if  he  should 
carry  to  the  Viceroy  along  with  his  credentials 
a  file  of  papers  containing  the  debates  on  this 
question.  Why,  sir,  like  Sir  Francis  Wrong- 
head,  we  appear  all  to  have  turned  round.  My 
honorable  friend,  the  gentleman  from  South 
Carolina,  (Mr.  Tatlok,)  spoke  of  the  crimes  of 
these  men.  Gentlemen  on  the  other  sid.e,  who 
wish  them  to  be  pardoned,  teE  you  of  nothing 
but  of  their  innocence,  and  the  injustice  of  those 
who  condemn  them  and  now  have  them  under 
punishment.  Two  more  such  advocates  as  have 
appeared  in  favor  of  this  proposition  would 
damn  the  best  cause  ever  brought  before  any 
House  or  any  court  in  Christendom.  The  gen- 
tleman from  New  York,  (Mr.  Emott,)  who 
spoke  yesterday,  certainly  very  pertinently,  and 
very  handsomely,  tells  the  House  that  in  this 
case  no  other  money  than  that  of  the  United 
States,  will  be  received ;  that  with  a  sort  of 
Castilian  fastidiousness,  those  persons  acting  for 
the  Government  of  Spain  will  not  touch  any 
money  which  shall  not  be  offered  in  the  quality 
of  public  money.  I  believe  no  such  thing ;  and 
moreover,  I  wish  it  to  be  distinctly  understood 
that  the  question  of  money  is  not  the  question 
with  me  ;  and  that  to  suppose  it  necessary  for 
the  Government  of  the  United  States  to  inter- 
fere for  the  purpose  of  raising  so  pitiful  a  sum 
as  $3,500  for  the  relief  of  these  unfortunate  men, 
whose  sitnation  I  most  seriously  deplore,  is  a 
libel  upon  the  charity  of  this  country.  I  believe, 
notwithstanding  the  public  impression  on  this 
subject  against  the  petitioners,  that  the  money 
could  be  raised  in  half  an  hour  in  any  town  in 


the  United  States.  I  believe  it  might  be  raised 
in  that  time  in  the  city  of  Washington.  It  is 
not  a  question  of  the  amount  of  money  wanted ; 
it  is,  whether  the  Government  of  the  United 
States  shall  lend  its  countenance  to  persons  situ- 
ated as  these  unfortunate  people  ai-e  ?  Sir,  had 
we  at  that  time  been  at  war  with  Spain,  as 
Great  Britain,  something  might  be  said  in  favor 
of  these  persons.  But  we  were  not  at  war 
with  Spain,  and  these  men  knew  it ;  and  I  be- 
lieve they  knew  at  least  as  well  as  I  know,  that 
when  a  man  is*recruited  for  puhlic  service,  as 
they  say  they  thought  to  be  their  case,  he  is 
immediately  taken  before  a  justice  of  the  peace 
and  sworn.  This  part  of  the  ceremony,  however, 
is  not  stated  to  have  taken  place.  To  be  sure, 
sir,  the  gentleman  from  New  York  (Mr.  Em- 
ott) said,  I  believe,  every  thing  that  could  be 
said  in  favor  of  those  unfortunate  people,  and 
really  almost  convinced  me  that  we  ought  to 
make  this  interference;  but  unfortunately  for 
him  and  for  his  cause,  other  advocates  rose  up 
in  its  favor  and  placed  the  subject  in  a  situation 
not  only  as  respects  the  majority  of  this  House, 
but  as  respects  that  Government  with  whom 
intercession  is  to  be  made,  which  will  complete- 
ly foreclose  any  attempt  at  relieving  the  suffer- 
ers. It  is  not  possible  that  the  majority  of  this 
House,  or  that  the  Spanish  Government,  can 
be  affected  in  any  other  manner  than  with  dis- 
gust and  indignation  at  such  stuff.  The  gentle- 
man from  New  York  told  us  that  these  were 
ardent  young  men,  who  were  anxious  to  go  to 
Caraccas  for  the  purpose,  I  think,  of  correcting 
the  despotism  which  existsd  in  that  country; 
or  otherwise,  political  Quixotes.  This,  I  take 
it,  will  operate  little  in  their  favor  with  the 
Spanish  Government,  however  it  may  in  ours. 
I  confess  I  feel  very  little  sympathy  for  those 
who,  overlooking  their  own  country,  and  the 
abuses  in  their  own  Government,  go  in  search 
of  political  adversaries  abroad — ^go  a  tilting 
against  political  despotisms  for  the  relief,  I  sup- 
pose, of  distressed  damsels  compelled  to  live 
under  them. 

The  question  was  now  taken,  and  the  votes 
being  affirmative  62,  negative  61,  the  Speakbs 
voted  in  the  negative — ^the  votes  then  being 
equal,  the  question  was  lost. 

Monday,  June  19. 
The  Batture  at  New  Orleans. 

The  House  proceeded  to  consider  the  resolu- 
tion submitted  by  Mr.  Maoon,  on  the  sixteenth 
instant,  in  the  words  following,  to  wit : 

"  Resolved,  That  so  mnoh  of  the  message  of  the 
President  of  the  United  States  of  the  seventh  of 
March,  one  thousand  eight  hundred  and  eight,  as  re- 
lates to  the  batture  in  the  suburbs  of  St.  Mary's,  ad- 
joining New  Orleans,  and  the  documents  accompa- 
nying it,  together  with  the  petitions  of  Edward  Liv- 
ingston, and  the  petitions  of  the  citizens  of  New  Or- 
leans on  the  same  subject,  and  the  documents  which 
accompanied  the  same,  be  referred  to  the  Attorney- 
General  of  the  United  States,  and  that  he  be  instruct- 
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ed  to  receive  and  collect  such  other  testimony  as  may 
be  necessary  to  ascertain  the  title  of  the  United  States 
to  the  before-mentioned  batture,  and  that  he  be  di- 
rected to  report  to  this  House,  at  the  next  session  of 
Congress,  his  opinion  as  to  the  validity  of  the  claim 
of  the  United  States  to  the  said  battore." 

,  Mr.  BuRWELL  thought  that  this  was  not  the 
proper  course  to  pursue;  but  that  the  course 
recommended  at  the  last  session  was  the  one, 
viz ;  to  give  the  petitioners  the  right  of  appeal 
from  the  decision  of  the  Orleans  court  to  the 
Supreme  Court,  or  to  give  the  United  States 
the  same  right,  should  the  decision  he  against 
them.  He  could  see  no  advantage  In  the  pro- 
crastination now  proposed,  nor  any  injury  to  the 
United  States  or  the  city  of  New  Orleans,  in 
the  course  which  he  advocated.  He  doubted, 
although  the  letter  of  the  law  of  1807  might 
cover  this  case,  whether  it  was  ever  intended 
that  that  law  should  operate  as  this  had  done. 
My  intention,  said  he,  in  voting  for  it,  was  that 
it  should  apply  exclusively  to  the  Western  lands, 
commonly  called  the  Yazoo  lands,  and  such 
other  lands  as  were  occupied  by  hundreds  who 
might  be  formidable  from  their  numbers.  To 
undertake  jurisdiction  on  questions  of  property 
is  taking  upon  ourselves  the  functions  of  another 
department  of  the  Judiciary.  The  case  involves 
important  points  of  law — and  let  me  ask,  wheth- 
er the  gentlemen  in  this  House  are  so  well  read 
in  law  as  to  be  able  to  decide  such  an  important 
point  as  this  ?  It  does  appear  to  me  that  on  all 
the  questions  of  private  property  arising  in  the 
United  States,  where  the  question  of  right  is 
not  to  be  brought  before  this  House,  we  ought 
to  consult  the  convenience  of  the  parties  by 
promoting  dispatch.  On  the  question  whether 
this  property  belong  to  the  United  States  or  to 
the  petitioners  I  am  completely  ignorant.  Nor 
would  I  have  it  inferred  that  I  believe  the  pe- 
titioner to  have  a  right  to  the  property ;  J  take 
it  that  the  claim  of  the  United  States  must  be 
good,  or  the  inhabitants  of  Orleans  would  not 
be  so  zealous  in  the  support  of  it. 

Mr.  PoTDEAs  asked  for  the  reading  of  a  letter 
which  he  had  received  from  the  Governor  of 
Orleans  Territory,  which  was  accordingly  read. 
The  letter  states,  that  if  it  were  possible  that 
the  committee  to  whom  Mr.  Livingston's  claim 
was  referred  could  now  visit  New  Orleans,  they 
would  be  convinced  that  the  batture,  now  cov- 
ered with  water,  was  in  fact  the  bed  of  the 
river,  and,  therefore,  could  not  be  private  prop- 
erty. Mr.  P.  stated  the  history  of  this  piece  of 
alluvion  at  some  length,  and  the  circumstances 
under  which  it  had  dways  been  deemed  public 
property. 

Mr.  Sheffet  said  that  before  passing  this 
resolution,  gentlemen  ought  to  ascertain  what 
the  Attorney-General  could  do  in  this  case. 
He  could  not  compel  the  attendance  of  witness- 
es, or  collect  testimony  of  circumstances  which 
occurred  a  hundred  years  ago ;  and  unless  he 
could  do  this,  it  was  impossible  he  could  exam- 
ine the  title,  for  testimony  as  to  facts  was  es- 
sential to  enable  him  to  form  a  correct  opinion. 


What  influence  could  the  opinion  of  the  Attor- 
ney-General have  ?    Was  the  right  of  the  citizen 
to  fall  prostrate  before  such  an  ex  parte  opinion 
or  statement  as  that  might  be  ?      If  it  was  not 
to  have  influence,  why  thus  evade  a  decision  on 
the  prayer  of  the  petitioner?      If  it  was  to 
have  any  influence,  it  must  be  a  pernicious  one, 
because  founded  on  ex  parte  testimony.   Would 
the  House  go  into  the  merits  of  the  case  on  this 
opinion,  when   obtained  without  affording  an 
opportunity  to  the  party  interested  to  prove 
that  the  law  was  not  correctly  expounded  nor 
the  facts  correctly  stated?      Surely   not.     If 
they  did  not,  if  they  heard  opinions  on  both 
sides,  they  converted  this  House  into  a  judiciary 
tribunal.     Was  this  body  calculated  for  that 
branch    of  Government  ?      No ;  this,   Mr.   S. 
said,  is  a  Government  of  departments,  each  of 
which  ought  to  be  kept  separate.     What,  sir  I 
is  this  a  question  of  right  between  the  United 
States  and  an  individual,  and  we  are  about  to 
take  it  into  our  own  hands,  to  wrest  it  from  the 
constitutional    authority,   and  decide  it    our- 
selves ?     I  hope  we  shall  not ;  and,  therefore,  I 
atn  against  this  proposition.     What  does   the 
Attorney-General  state  in  his  report?      Aware 
of  the  impropriety  of  his  deciding,  he  teUs  you 
— what?      That  the  usual  course,  where  the 
rights  of  the  United  States  have  been  involved, 
has  been  to  appoint  commissioners  to  hear  and 
decide.     Here  the  Attorney-General  tells  yon 
it  is  not  proper  for  him  to  decide.     And  I 
should  never  wish  to  see  the  case  in  which  the 
Attorney-General's  opinion  is  to  give  authority 
for  dispossessing  an  individual  of  his  property ; 
for  if  it  can  be  done  in  one  case  it  may  be  in 
every  case.      Any  individual  may  be  driven 
from  his  property  by  military  force,  and  then 
his  title  be  decided  by  an  Ul-shapen,  one-sided 
statement  and  opinion  of  the  Attorney-General. 
Against  such  a  decision  I  do  protest.      Is  it  be- 
cause you  have  power  on  your  side,  sir,  that 
you  wUl  not  submit  to  a  judicial  decision  of  this 
question?    If  there  be  a  controversy  about  a 
right,  there  ought  to  be  a  judicial  decision. 

I,  sir,  have  been  unable  to  see  how  an  indi- 
vidual having  property,  in  which  he  was  put 
in  possession  in  1804  or  '5  by  a  judicial  decision, 
could  be  disposed  of  it  by  the  act  of  1807,  the 
operation  of  which  was  limited  to  acts  done 
hereafter,  that  is,  after  the  passing  of  that  act 
in  1807.  That  law  too  speaks  of  "lands  ceded 
to  the  United  States."  Was  the  batture  ceded 
to  the  United  States?  I  say  not,  because  it  was 
private  property  before  the  United  States  pos- 
sessed the  sovereignty  of  the  country.  By  the 
treaty  of  1803  with  the  Government  of  the 
United  States,  the  rights,  and  property  of  the 
inhabitants  of  Louisiana  was  secured  to  them. 
What  then  is  the  inference  from  this  state  of 
the  case  ?  That  the  United  States  got  posses- 
sion illegally,  in  defiance  of  judicial  authority. 
I  am  sorry  to  see  that  the  judicial  authority 
has  been  set  at  defiance,  and  the  Presidential 
mandate  carried  into  effect  at  the  point  of  the 
bayonet,  right  or  wroug.    This  was  the  case. 
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Those  who  were  put  in  possession  were  ousted 
by  military  force.  Let  me  not  he  understood 
as  throwing  odium  on  the  Executive ;  far  from 
it.  I  believe  the  Executive  acted  conscientious- 
ly, but  upon  an  expa/rte  statement.  The  Pres- 
ident was  never  told  that  the  case  had  been 
judicially  investigated.  Those  facts  were  taken 
for  granted,  on  the  other  hand,  which  did  not 
exist,  and  those  which  formed  the  foundation 
of  the  true  merits  of  the  case,  were  withheld. 

Mr.  PoTDEAs  spoke  at  some  length  in  reply 
to  Mr.  Shkffbt,  and  in  defence  of  the  title  of 
the  United  States.  The  batture  had  many  years 
ago  been  considered  as  public  property,  and  no 
one  who  examined  the  circumstances  of  the 
case  could  for  a  moment  doubt  it.  He  said  that 
it  had  never  been  claimed  as  private  flroperty 
until  after  it  came  into  the  possession  of  the 
United  States.  He  hoped  the  rights  of  the  pub- 
lic and  of  the  people  of  New  Orleans  would  not 
be  trampled  upon  to  grant  the  petitioner  his 
prayer. 

Mr.  Maoou  said  that  he  was  himself  in  favor 
of  giving  the  right  of  the  United  States  to  the 
property  to  the  people  or  corporation  of  New 
Orleans,  and  letting  them  and  the  individual 
contest  it.  There  was  nothing  hew,  however, 
in  the  reference  of  a  subject  to  the  Head  of  a 
Department,  whose  opinion  would  have  no  more 
weight  than  reason,  and  so  far  only  ought  it  to 
have  weight.  Mr.  M.  said  he  had  no  more  de- 
sire to  interfere  with  the  judiciary  than  either 
of  the  gentlemen  who  had  spoken.  If  provi- 
sion was  made  for  trying  this  case,  must  it  not 
be  extended  to  all  others  ?  In  order  to  do  jus- 
tice, it  must  be  done  to  all.  Had  not  a  special 
court  been  refused  in  relation  to  a  property  of 
much  greater  value  than  this  ?  Before  Congress 
made  a  special  court  for  a  certain  case,  they 
ought  to  look  at  the  consequences.  It  was  de- 
parting from  the  general  system  of  the  nation 
to  appoint  a  court  for  a  special  case.  Perhaps 
there  was  something  in  this  case  which  differed 
from  other  cases:  but  he  doubted  whether  it 
would  warrant  the  appointment  of  a  special 
court.  Mr.  M.  said  he  saw  no  other  way  of 
treating  this  subject  but  by  letting  it  go  before 
the  courts  already  organized.  If  the  right  was 
in  the  petitioner,  he  the  consequences  what  it 
might,  the  city  of  New  Orleans  had  no  right  to 
take  it  away  from  him. 

Mr.  Teotip  observed  that  this  case  was  prob- 
ably one  which  would  fall  under  the  old  max- 
im nullum  tempus  ocmrrit  regi  or  reipvhlim. 
It  'appeared  to  him  that  there  was  a  constitu- 
tional diflBculty  in  this  case,  wiich  did  not  ap- 
pear to  have  suggested  itself  to  the  mind  of  any 
gentleman.  First,  has  the  United  States  a 
claim,  either  real  or  disputed,  to  this  territory? 
Whether  disputed  or  otherwise,  provided  the 
claim  be  asserted  on  its  part,  the  question  is, 
has  the  Congress  of  the  United  States  a  power 
to  decide  the  validity  of  that  claim  ?  And  if  it 
has  is  it  proper  so  to  decide  it?  What  is  the 
subject-matter  in  dispute  ?  Public  property ; 
and  what  species  ?  Landed.  Then  the  question 


results,  has  Congress  a  right,  in  order  to  deter- 
mine its  title,  to  refer  it  to  any  tribunal  what- 
ever? I  contend  not;  the  right  to  public  prop- 
erty was  originally  in  the  people  of  this  coun- 
try ;  they  could  never  be  divested  of  their  great 
public  right  to  the  landed  property  of  the  na- 
tion, but  by  their  express  consent.  They  did 
give  that  right  to  the  Congress  of  the  United 
States,  in  declaring  that  it  should  have  power 
to  dispose  of  and  make  all  needfal  rules  and 
regulations  concerning  public  territory.  Would, 
it  have  had  that  power,  if  this  i-ight  had  not 
been  expressly  delegated  ?  I  know  that,  under 
the  old  Articles  of  Confederation,  Congress  did 
undertake  to  legislate  as  to  property;  but  it 
was  always  questionable  whether  they  had  a 
right  to  do  so — and  this  was  not  the  only  point 
on  which  Congress  did  exercise  powers  which 
were  brought  into  question.  The  right  to  de- 
termine claims  to  public  property  is  not  only 
guarantied  exclusively  to  Congress  by  the  con- 
stitution, hut  the  practice  has  been  invariably 
pursuant  to  it ;  it  was  so  in  1807.  The  Gov- 
ernment not  only  asserted  its  right  in  the  first 
instance,  but  asserted  its  power  to  enforce  the 
right  at  the  point  of  the  bayonet.  If  the  public 
have  always  been  in  possession  of  a  certain  prop- 
erty, the  man  who  enters  on  it  without  their 
consent  is  a  trespasser  on  that  property.  Upon 
this  view  of  the  subject,  there  is  a.  constitu- 
tional difficulty  on  which  the  House  should  de- 
cide, before  it  entertains  a  motion  for  delegat- 
ing a  power  to  decide  this  questLon  to  any  tri- 
bunal or  commission  whatever. 

Mr.  BoTD  said,  admitting  all  the  gentleman 
had  said  to  be  true,  his  observations  did  not 
apply  to  this  case.  He  had  spoken  of  the  right 
to  public  property.  The  question  now  was, 
whether  this  was  public  property  or  not;  if  it 
were  certainly  public  property,  on  which  ground 
the  gentleman  rested  his  argument,  there  could 
be  no  question  on  the  subject.  It  was  asked 
only  before  they  decided  between  the  individ- 
ual and  the  United  States  on  the  right  to  land, 
not  confessedly  public  property,  but  claimed  as 
such,  that  fair  investigation  should  be  had. 
Mr.  B.  disclaimed  the  power  of  deciding  judici- 
ally upon  the  subject ;  it  was  a  right  which  he 
had  never  thought  of  this  House  claiming.  A 
delay  of  justice  was  a  denial  of  it.  The  indi- 
vidual petitioning  had  been  in  possession  of  the 
property ;  it  had  been  taken  from  him  by  force, 
and  he  now  asked  a  trial  of  his  title  before 
a  competent  court— and  this  opportunity,  Mr. 
B.  said,  he  ought  to  have  as  speedily  as  pos- 

Mr.  Eandolph  said  he  should  vote  against 
that  report  He  said  it  was  no  part  of  his  in- 
tention to  deliver  any  opinion  on  the  merits  of 
the  claim,  although  he  had  devoted  not  a  little 
of  his  time  to  the  study  of  that  question,  for 
two  reasons:  first,  that  it  would  be  a  prejudi- 
eated  opinion,  inasmuch  as  that  was  not  the 
question  which  the  House  were  called  upon  to 
decide  even  if  it  were  competent  to  decide  it. 
I  am  extremely  sorry,  said  he  that  the  law  of 
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1807  has  been  brought  into  view  of  this  House 
by  my  friends  from  North  Carolina  and  Geor- 
gia, and  for  this  reason  :  that  that  law  has  no 
bearing  at  all  on  the  present  question.  Its 
object  was  wholly  different  from  that  to  which 
it  has  been  misapplied.  What,  sir,  was  the  ob- 
ject of  that  law  ?  To  defend  against  a  con- 
spiracy, I  may  properly  term  it — against  the 
lawless  violence  of  confederated  associations,  a 
vast  property.  How  has  it  been  applied  1  Not 
to  a  great  public  property,  but  to  a  speck  of 
land,  to  which,  as  I  understand  it,  a  single  in- 
dividual, or  at  most  three  or  four,  put  in  a 
claim.  Such  an  application  as  that  of  the  law 
in  question  was  never  intended  by  the  Legisla- 
ture ;  and,  if  applied  to  such  a  property  as  the 
batture,  and  to  the  case  of  a  single  individual, 
may  be  applied  to  the  property  of  every  man 
in  society.  What  is  the  doctrine  of  my  friend 
from  Georgia?  That  the  public  are  always 
supposed  to  be  in  possession  of  the  national 
domain.  True,  sir,  and  it  is  also  true  that 
those  who  enter  upon  it  and  endeavor  to  appro- 
priate it  to  themselves,  are  trespassers,  and  as 
such,  may  be  resisted  by  force.  But  that  is  not 
the  case  in  the  present  question — very  far  from 
it — for  the  public  never  had  been  in  possession 
of  the  property  in  question. 

Without  attempting  to  enter  into  the  merits 
of  the  real  title  to  the  land  in  question,  let  us 
take  it  on  the  ground  of  the  right  of  the  citizen. 
A  citizen  comes  before  this  House,  and  com- 
plains that  he  is  dispossessed  of  his  common 
right  by  arbitrary  power.  If,  after  a  cause  has 
been  heard  by  a  court,  and  a  citizen,  put  in  pos- 
session of  a  property,  by  a  decree  of  that  court, 
he  is  dispossessed  of  it  by  military  violence, 
where,  if  not  before  this  House,  is  he  to  prefer 
his  claim  for  redress?  There  is  no  court  before 
which  he  can  go,  because  the  court  which  is 
the  last  resort  in  this  case  has  already  unavail- 
ingly  given  its  decision.  There  is  no  court  of 
appeal,  no  superior  tribunal,  and  if  there  were, 
and  a  decree  of  the  Supreme  Court  obtained  in 
his  favor  on  the  appeal,  what  is  any  decree  to 
avail  against  armed  men — against  muskets  and 
bayonets?  But  this  is  not  the  only  reason 
why  I  am  sorry  that  the  act  of  1807  has  been 
brought  in  to  apply  to  this  case.  It  is  because, 
if  this  House  can  be  once  prevailed  upon  to 
consider  this  case  as  analogous  to  the  Yazoo 
case,  many  most  injurious  consequences  must 
follow  therefrom.  The  first  is,  that  that  odious 
and  supremely  infamous  claim  will  be  put  upon 
a  ground  which  it  is  by  no  means  entitled  to 
occupy ;  and  I  entreat  my  friend  from  Georgia, 
and  those  whose  minds  are  unalterably  made 
up  on  the  Yazoo  question,  not  to  give  their 
enemies  such  a  prize  as  they  must  have  on  us, 
if  we  agree  to  confound  the  Yazoo  claim  with 
that  before  the  House.  There  is  no  sort  of 
analogy  between  them.  On  the  other  hand, 
sir,  supposing  the  right  to  be  in  the  United 
States,  I  beg  gentlemen  not  to  create  so  forcible 
an  interest  against  the  rights  of  the  United 
States  as  will  infallibly  be  embodied  against  it 


if  we  confound  the  two.  I  have  no  idea  of 
giving  the  Yazoo  men  such  a  handle.  Again, 
let  us  suppose,  if  we  can  suppose  it,  that  the 
right  is  in  the  petitioner ;  may  it  not,  suppos- 
ing a  great  majority  of  the  House  to  be  against 
the  Yazoo  claim — we  do  not  know  how  they 
are  disposed — may  it  not  create  an  unjust  bias 
against  the  petitioner?  So  that  in  whatever 
aspect  we  view  it,  it  is  not  only  impolitic,  but, 
what  is  worse,  extremely  unjust  to  attempt  to 
identify  the  two  cases.  And,  sir,  it  is  a  matter 
of  curious  speculation,  that  while  the  act  of 
1807  has  been  brought  into  operation  in  the 
case  of  a  solitary  individual  and  a  little  speck 
of  property  to  which  it  was  not  intended  to 
apply,  even  supposing  the  case  in  question  to 
to  have  arisen  subsequently  to  the  passage  of 
that  act ;  that,  although  it  has  been  misapplied 
in  this  case,  it  has  not  been  applied  to  the  case 
to  which  it  was  intended  to  apply,  and  for 
which  it  was  enacted ;  for,  if  I  understood  my 
friend  from  Georgia  a  few  days  ago,  some  hun- 
dreds or  thousands  of  intruders  have  set  them- 
selves down  on  the  public  lands,  and  the  public 
force  has  never  been  employed  against  them. 
On  the  contrary,  the  artillery  of  Government 
has  been  brought  into  play  against  a  single  in- 
dividual. It  was,  indeed,  said  that  these  intru- 
ders had  agreed  to  remain  as  tenants  at  will ; 
but,  let  them  remain  tUI  they  are  sufficiently 
strong,  and  they  will  give  you  another  chapter 
in  the  history  of  Wyoming ;  for,  after  they  are 
sufficiently  strong  to  hold  territory,  although 
the  arm  of  Government  has  been  applied  suc- 
cessfully to  oust  a  single  individual  put  in  pos- 
session by  a  decree  of  a  court,  you  wiU  find  it 
nerveless  to  expel  these  men. 

With  regard  to  the  doctrine  nullum  tempits 
oceurrit  reipublicm,  it  is  a  dangerous  doctrine,  if 
carried  to  the  extent  to  which  I  apprehend  my 
friend  from  Georgia  would  carry  it.  I  venture 
to  say  that  the  abuse  of  that  doctrine  in  the 
celebrated  case  of  Sir  John  Lowther  and  the 
Duke  of  Portland,  which  created  one  general 
sentiment  of  indignation  in  the  British  nation 
— an  attempt  under  that  maxim  to  deprive  a 
subject,  hostile  to  the  Court,  of  property  of 
which  he  had  been  long  in  possession,  for  the 
purpose  of  transferring  it  to  a  minion  of  the 
Court — that  case,  with  aU  its  aggravated  enor- 
mities, does  not  come  up  to  the  case  before  the 
House ;  and  I  speak  without  reference  to  the 
question  whether  the  petitioner  has  a  right  or 
not  to  the  property  in  this  case.  The  question 
of  right  is  not  before  the  House,  and  that  ques- 
tion, decide  which  way  you  will,  can  have  no 
sort  of  weight  in  the  vote  which  the  House 
ought  to  give.  The  question  is  this:  Having 
been  long  in  possession  of  a  piece  of  land,  the 
title  deeds  destroyed,  records  burnt,  and  pos- 
session the  only  title  you  have  to  show,  an  at- 
tempt is  made  to  dispossess  yon  of  the  property ; 
a  decree  of  court  confirms  your  right ;  if  the 
individual,  under  these  circumstances,  can  be 
turned  out  of  possession  by  main  force  and 
strength,  and  that,  too,  military  force,  there  is 
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an  end  in  the  right  to  property  of  eveiy  man 
in  the  country.  Sir,  I  have  been  astonished, 
and  grieved  and  mortified,  to  see  so  little  sensa- 
tion created  in  this  nation  by  the  procedure  in 
question.  It  strikes  at  the  root  of  every  thing 
dear  to  freemen.  There  is  an  end  of  their 
rights. 

What,  then,  is  this  case?  An  individual 
comes  before  ns,  and  says,  that  after  having  been 
put  in  possession  of  a  piece  of  land,  (I  speak 
not  of  the  validity  of  his  title ;  it  is  not  con- 
cerned in, this  question,)  he  was  dispossessed  by 
military  force  of  this  property.  These  two  facts 
I  do  not  understand  any  member  of  this  House 
to  deny.  And  what  does  he  claim  ?  He  claims 
of  you,  as  the  guardians  of  the  rights  of  every 
man  in  society,  justice.  And  where  do  you 
send  him  ?  To  the  Attorney-General.  I  will 
suppose  that  in  the  Lowther  and  Portland  case, 
the  Duke  of  Portland  had  been  referred  to  the 
Attorney-General.  Would  the  English  nation 
have  endured  it?  No,  sir.  Much  less  would 
they  have  endured,  military  as  the  nation  is  be- 
coming by  the  introduction  of  large  standing 
armies,  that  he  should  have  been  dispossessed 
of  his  property  by  an  armed  military  force,  at 
the  flat  of  the  Crown.  The  question  is,  what 
should  be  done  ?  Sir,  what  should  not  be  done  is 
perfectly  clear.  It  ought  not  to  be  done  that 
the  petitioner  should  be  sent  to  the  Attorney- 
General,  who  has  already  given  an  opinion  on 
his  claim,  though  that  is  very  immaterial, 
which  opinion  it  seems  we  cannot  find.  If  1 
understand  any  thing  of  this  Government, 
however,  it  ought  to  be  on  record,  and  this  re- 
turn of  non  est  inventtis  ought  not  to  have  been 
received.  All  that  we  have  to  do,  it  appears 
to  me,  is  to  make  a  provision,  in  the  nature  of 
a  declaratory  law,  not  amending  the  act  of  1807, 
but,  declaring  what  the  law  is ;  and  we  ought 
to  quiet  the  rights,  and  the  mind  too,  of  every 
man  in  society,  by  declaring  that,  by  the  act  of 
1807,  it  was  not  intended  to  authorize  the  Pres- 
ident of  the  United  States  to  interpose  the 
bayonet  between  the  courts  of  justice  and  the 
individual.  This  power  never  has  been  given, 
never  was  intended  to  be  given. 

Mr.  Gold  said  that  this  was  one  of  the  most 
important  subjects  that  had  ever  been  brought 
before  the  House.  He  did  not  mean  to  enter  into 
the  merits  of  the  case.  The  gentleman  from 
Yirginia  had  very  clearly  expressed  all  those 
sentiments  which  every  man  must  feel  on  hear- 
ing the  history  of  this  case ;  and  as  regarded 
the  ground  taken,-  of  nullum  tempvs  occurrit, 
the  gentleman  had  repelled  it  very  properly — 
and  indeed  in  that  country  whence  the  maxim 
had  been  derived,  whenever  it  was  attempted 
to  be  put  in  force  against  ancient  possessions, 
it  had  been  executed  with  great  diflBoulty.  It 
is  in  the  very  teeth  of  Magna  Charta,  which 
says  that  a  freeman  shall  not  be  dispossessed 
of  his  freehold  without  a  better  right  is  ascer- 
tained. There  are  a  variety  of  forms  by  which 
the  right  is  guarded.  If  I,  said  Mr.  G.,  under- 
stood the  gentleman  from  Georgia,  (Mr.  Teoup,) 


he  considers  it  a  sacrifice  of  the  rights  of  the 
United  States  to  permit  a  decision  on  its  prop- 
erty to  pass  into  the  hands  of  third  persons. 
Even  in  England  the  prerogative  is  not  carried 
so  far.  The  Crown  has  frequently  consented 
that  the  right  of  Government  should  pass  into 
the  hands  of  third  persons,  viz:  of  commis- 
sioners, for  the  purpose  of  investigation. 

I  will  not  trouble  the  House  with  lengthy  re- 
marks on  this  subject.  ■  I  can  hardly  advert  to 
it  without  feeling  all  that  has  been  much  more 
eloquently  expressed  by  the  gentleman  from 
Virginia  than  it  is  in  my  power  to  express  it. 
Let  gentlehien  look  around  and  see  if  they  can 
find  a  precedent  for  this  transaction.  And 
when  we  consider  it,  every  man's  feelings  must 
be  operated  upon  top  strongly  to  permit  him  to 
argue.  The  course  suggested  by  the  gentleman 
from  Virginia  must  prevail,  or  we  no  longer 
live  under  a  Government  of  laws,  and  those 
principles  on  which  it  is  founded  are  destroyed. 
The  man  ousted  must  be  put  in  possession, 
must  be  restored  to  the  possession  of  the  prop- 
erty which  the  hand  of  violence  has  wrested 
from  him ;  and  I  hope  that  a  proposition  to 
this  effect  in  a  proper  shape  wiU  be  presented. 

Mr.  Gholson  said  he  thought  it  would  better 
become  the  character  of  this  assembly  to  dis- 
cuss every  subject  with  calmness  and  delibera- 
tion, and  on  its  own  merits,  than  to  endeavor  to 
influence  the  decision  by  an  appeal  to  the  pas- 
sions. It  was  important  that  such  a  course 
should  be  pursued,  whether  with  reference  to  a 
great  political  principle  or  to  the  interest  of  the 
individual  whose  rights  were  said  to  have  been 
''wantonly  prostrated  at  the  Executive  will.  I 
(said  Mr.  G.)  have  been  early  taught,  and  the 
doctrine  has  grown  with  my  years,  that  the 
right  of  property  is  not  one  of  the  least  con- 
sideration in  a  free  constitution.  It  is  of  a 
nature  so  sacredly  inviolable  that,  when  clearly 
ascertained,  I  would  never  encroach  upon  it 
by  any  means  but  through  the  regular  consti- 
tuted authority.  It  would  have  been  under  this 
impression  that,  had  I  been  a  member  of  the 
Legislature  when  the  law  of  1807  was  intro- 
duced into  the  statute  book,  I  should  have  been 
opposed  to  it.  But  receiving  all  the  sanctions 
of  a  law,  and  as  such  containing  a  rule  of  con- 
duct in  certain  specified  cases,  what  was  the 
Executive  to  do  ?  Was  he  to  set  at"  defiance 
the  law  of  the  land?  A  doctrine  like  this  can 
never  be  contended  for.  It  seems,  however, 
that  to  satisfy  gentlemen  the  President  should 
have  refused"  to  carry  this  law  into  execution, 
which  I  acknowledge  does  usurp  judicial  author- 
ity.— [Mr.  Eandolph  said  that  his  ground  was 
that  the  President  had  not  executed  the  law. 
If  a  law  were  ever  so  unconstitutional,  the  Pres- 
ident having  signed  it,  it  would  become  his 
duty  to  carry  it  into  effect.  But  he  denied  that 
he  had  carried  it  into  effect.]  Upon  that  point, 
continued  Mr.  G.,  my  coUeagne  and  I  are  at 
issue.  I  rise  not  to  discuss  the  merits  of  the 
claim,  which  I  have  no  disposition  to  do.  I  rise 
to  defend  the  late  President  of  the  United  States, 
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to  endeavor,  to  the  extent  of  my  feeble  powers, 
to  place  this  question  in  a  proper  point  of  view. 
If  the  President  of  the  United  States  has  gone 
beyond  the  letter  of  the  law,  which  itself  tends 
to  encroach  on  the  rights  of  the  citizen,  I  would 
be  the  last  person  to  justify  him  in  thus  tres- 
passing on  the  dearest  rights  of  a  freeman.  But  it 
is  very  easy  to  show  that  he  has  not  exceeded 
the  express  provisions  of  the  law  in  question. 

The  act  of  1807  contains  two  clauses  having 
a  bearing  on  the  subject ;  the  first  ascertaining 
the  character  of  the  persons  to  be  ousted,  and 
the  second  providing  the  means  of  ousting 
them.  The  President  is  authorized  to  exercise 
this  power,  either  where  property  was  pre- 
viously in  possession.  In  which  case  he  is  to 
give  notice,  or  where  it  was  subsequently  en- 
tered on,  in  which  case  he  is  not  required  to 
give  notice.  It  is  easy  to  show  that  this  is  one 
of  the  cases  contemplated  by  that  act.  It  is 
well  known  that  the  feudal  law  did  exist  in 
Louisiana,  previous  to  its  acquisition  by  the 
United  States,  and  that  by  that  law  alluvion 
does  accrue  to  the  Grown.  Now,  if  the  feudal 
law  did  exist,  and  by  that  law  alluvion  did 
accrue  to  the  Crown  of  France,  does  it  not  fol- 
low that  the  same  right  did  accrue  to  the  United 
States  by  the  deed  of  cession  from  France,  who 
owned  the  territory  ?  If  the  claimant  was  in 
possession  when  this  act  passed,  it  became  the 
duty  of  the  President  of  the  United  States  to 
give  him  three  months'  notice  previous  to  his 
removal ;  if  not,  no  such  notice  was  necessary. 
On  this  point  I  need  only  refer  to  the  fact  that 
it  was  not  so  early  as  the  passage  of  the  act, 
indeed  not  till  the  23d  of  May,  that  the  claim- 
ants came  into  possession.  They  were  quieted 
in  possession,  so  far  as  the  rights  of  the  United 
States  were  not  concerned,  on  the  23d  of  ilav, 
1807.  _  ' 

The  decision  of  the  corporation  court  of  New 
Orleans  is  relied  on  as  giving  a  title  to  the  peti- 
tioner. That  that  decision  did  at  all  affect,  in 
the  remotest  possible  degree,  the  right  of  the 
United  States,  is  a  position  which  no  man  ac- 
quainted with  the  principles  of  law  will  contend 
for.  The  decision  cannot  affect  the  right  of  the 
United  States,  because  it  was  not  contested  or 
defended  before  that  court. 

It  is  said  that  the  feudal  law  does  not  exist 
in  France.  From  time  immemorial  it  has  ex- 
isted aU  over  Europe.  That  it  exists  at  this 
time  in  this  country  there  can  be  no  doubt.  The 
right  to  lands  is  allodial,  but  is  inherent  in  the 
Government.  Is  it  denied  that  the  Govern- 
ment can  take  property  from  an  individual, 
ruaking  him  compensation  therefor  ?  If  the 
right  to  land  be  indefeasible,  could  the  Govern- 
ment run  a  road  through  it  ?  It  certamly  could 
not.  I  wish  it  to  be  distinctly  understood  that 
I  do  not  attempt  to  say  where  the  real  right  to 
the  property  in  question  does  reside.  But  I  do 
say,  that,  according  to  the  treaty  of  cession,  it 
did  become  the  Government  of  the  United 
States  to  exercise  the  power  which  the  Presi- 
dent under  the  law  of  1807  did  make  use  of. 


If  there  has  been  any  violation  of  right,  it 
was  in  the  passage  of  the  law  under  which  the 
President  acted.  It  was  such  a  one  as,  under 
present  persuasion,  I  could  not  have  voted  for, 
even  to  remove  a  Yazoo  purchaser.  I  would 
even  give  to  such  a  one  his  right  to  a  fair  trial. 
I  would  not  have  agreed  to  pass  it,  for  a  reason 
given  a  day  or  two  ago,  that  the  right  to  trial 
by  jury  is  inalienable ;  it  is  a  right  which  de- 
scends to  us  with  our  other  birth-rights ;  it  is 
one  without  which  liberty  is  but  a  name.  It 
was  an  unfortunate  circumstance  that  such  a 
law  did  pass.  But  if  the  Legislature  thought 
proper  to  enact  such  a  law,  let  them  not,  in 
the  name  of  the  great  God,  throw  the  blame 
on  their  instrument,  on  the  President,  who 
was  innocent  of  fault,  and  bound  to  carry 
the  statute  into  effect.  There  is  undoubted 
proof  that  the  President  only  acted  in  pursu- 
ance of  the  statute.  The  retroactive  part  of 
the  statute  is  the  most  horrible  feature  in  it. 

But  it  is  said  that  this  is  an  extreme  case, 
that  this  small  spot  was  selected  as  the  object  of 
Executive  vengeance.  I  am  informed  that  in 
almost  every  instance  of  intrusion  on  the  pub- 
lic lands,  settlement  was  made  by  individual 
claimants.  I  would  rather  give  up  fifty  times 
the  value  of  land  of  the  United  States  than  to 
encroach  against  law  on  that  of  any  individual. 
It  was  not  the  execution  of  the  law  which  en- 
croached on  the  rights  of  the  citizen,  but  the 
law  itself.  I  would  ask,  how  can  it  be  con- 
tended to  the  contrary  ?  Who  was  in  posses- 
sion of  the  land  when  the  law  passed  ?  It  had 
been  used  as  public  property,  and  had  every 
requisite  to  that  character ;  and  as  such,  when 
any  one  took  possession  of  it,  the  President 
would  not  have  done  his  duty  under  the  act  of 
1807,  had  he  not  caused  them  to  be  removed. 


Monday,  June  26. 
Nbn^Tntercourse. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  Smttje,  the  House  resumed 
the  consideration  of  the  report  of  the  Committee 
of  the  Whole,  on  the  biU  from  the  Senate,  to 
revive  and  amend  certain  parts  of  the  act  inter- 
dicting commercial  intercourse. 

Ml-.  Dana  said  the  amendment  moved  to  the 
amendment  of  the  gentleman  from  Virginia  (Mr. 
Sheffey)  went  to  give  a  construction  to  the 
bill  which  would  operate  as  a  complete  exclu- 
sion of  the  vessels  of  both  powers  until  a  satis- 
factory adjustment  of  all  existing  differences 
shall  have  taken  place.  What,  said  Mr.  D.,  is 
the  situation  in  which  we  are  now  placed?  On 
what  principle  is  it  that  British  ships  were  first 
excluded  and  on  which  their  exclusion  was  con- 
firmed by  the  non-intercourse  law  ?  They  were 
originally  excluded  by  the  proclamation  of  the 
President  of  the  United  States  in  consequence 
of  the  attack  on  the  Chesapeake.  The  Pres- 
ident of  the  United  States  now  in  ofiBce  has  de- 
clared his  acceptance  of  the  proffered  terms  of 
satisfaction  for  that  outrage.  And,  after  that, 
is  it  proposed  that  we  shall  continue  the  meas- 
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ure  of  hostility  when  the  cause  alone  which  led 
to  it  is  completely  done  away  ?  I  should  sup- 
pose that  in  the  very  act  of  adjustment,  which 
took  place  between  the  British  Minister  and 
the  American  Secretary,  it  is  implied  that  we 
should  do  nothing  further  on  this  subject.  The 
President  of  the  IJmted  States  has  accepted  the 
satisfaction  offered ;  ho  has  declared  those 
terms,  when  performed,  to  be  satisfactory. 
And  are  gentlemen  considering  the  restoration 
of  the  seamen  taken  from  the  Chesapeake  as  a 
reason  why  we  should  continue  the  interdict  ? 
If  we  examine  this  subject  fairly,  the  great 
principle  of  reparation  was  disavowed  of  the 
claim  to  search  our  armed  vessels,  and  a  hom- 
age to  our  rights.  That  matter  must  be  deem- 
ed to  be  settled,  if  the  President  of  the  United 
States  had  authority  to  settle  it.  If  the  Pres- 
ident had  not  power  to  settle  it,  this  furnishes 
strong  evidence  that  the  vote  of  approbation  of 
his  conduct  was  a  proper  proposition. 

As  to  the  interdiction  by  the  non-intercourse 
act,  I  apprehend  that  was  founded  on  the  viola- 
tion of  our  neutral  rights  by  the  belligerent 
powers,  the  President  of  the  United  States 
being  authorized  to  renew  trade  whenever  the 
edicts  violating  our  lawful  commerce  should  be 
revoked.  Whether  or  not  the  President  has 
done  right  in  accepting  the  assurance  instead  of 
the  fact,  gentlemen  have  considered  it  unneces- 
sary for  them  to  express  any  opinion  upon  it. 
If  there  be  no  edict  affecting  our  lawful  com- 
merce in  force  by  one  belligerent,  the  interdict 
is  at  an  end  in  point  of  fact  in  relation  to  that  one. 
The  question  of  the  affair  of  the  Chesapeake  is 
settled,  if  the  President  had  power  to  settle  it ; 
and  as  to  the  other  cause  of  interdiction,  the 
President  has  declared  that  the  British  orders 
wiU  have  been  revoked  on  the  10th  of  June. 
Has  the  President  acted  correctly  or  not?  If 
he  has  acted  correctly  in  taking  the  assurance 
for  the  fact,  the  very  principle  of  the  non-inter- 
course is  at  an  end  as  respects  one  of  the  belli- 
gerents, and  there  can  be  no  ground  for  the  ex- 
clusion of  British  armed  vessels. 

Mr.  Tatloe  said  he  thought  the  gentleman 
from  Connecticut  used  the  word  hostility  in  re- 
lation to  this  measure  of  including  British  arm- 
ed vessels  from  the  United  States.  Now,  I  be- 
lieve, sir,  said  Mr.  T.,  that  if  we  go  to  the  opin- 
ions entertained,  not  by  the  President  of  the 
United  States,  but  entertained  and  expressed  in 
the  very  foundation  of  the  arrangement  which 
was  made,  it  will  be  found  that  the  very  hostil- 
ity intended  to  be  produced  by  the  President's 
proclamation  ceased  at  the  moment  when  we 
passed  the  non-intercourse  act  in  which  we 
excluded  the  vessels  of  both  the  belligerents. 
The  hostility  was  in  the  admission  of  the  arm- 
ed vessels  of  one,  and  excluding  those  of  the 
other.  It  ceased  by  the  non-intercourse  law, 
and  so  satisfactory  was  this  law  of  the  last  ses- 
sion, that  it  was  the  very  foundation  on  which 
the  overture  was  made  which  ended  so  much 
to  the  satisfaction  of  this  nation.  So  that,  in 
fact,  when  we  perpetuate  the  order  of  things 


produced  by  that  act,  we  do  not  perpetuate  the 
state  of  things  produced  by  the  interdictory 
proclamation  of  the  late  President.  It  was 
matter  of  satisfaction  to  the  British  Govern- 
ment, as  expressed  by  their  Minister  here,  that 
the  quality  of  hostility  in  the  exclusion  of  her 
vessels  was  taken  away  by  the  non-intercourse 
law.  Have  we  promised,  in  the  negotiation 
which  has  taken  place,  that  we  will  commit  an 
act  of  hostility  against  Prance  for  the  boon 
which  we  have  received  from  the  hand  of  Great 
Britain  ?  No^  sir ;  and  yet,  if  we  take  the  defi- 
nition of  Mr.  Canning,  as  to  excluding  the  ves- 
sels of  one  belligerent  and  receiving  those  of 
the  othei',  according  to  the  mode  proposed  by 
the  amendment,  without  the  sentence  moved  to 
be  admitted  to  it,  it  will  in  fact  be  agreeing  to 
go  to  war  with  France.  According  to  the  opin- 
ion of  Britain,  promulgated  not  only  to  this 
Government  but  to  the  world  according  to  the 
demonstration  made  by  the  British  Government, 
you  will  undertake  a  measure  of  active  hostil- 
ity against  France  ;  for  what  ?  For  any  great 
boon  that  this  Government  has  received  from 
the  hands  of  Great  Britain  ?  No,  sir.  If  all  the 
promises  were  falflUed  to  their  full  extent,  we 
should  then  receive  but  justice  at  her  hands. 
It  was  acknowledged,  too,  in  the  discussion 
which  took  place,  that  any  nation,  particularly 
a  neutral  nation,  has  a  right  to  exclude  the  arm- 
ed vessels  of  both  belligerents  ;  but  that,  on  the 
contrary,  the  state  now  proposed  to  be  produc- 
ed, the  exclusion  of  one  and  admission  of  the 
other,  is  an  act  of  hostOity  of  the  party  exclud- 
ed. As  I  would  not  be  compelled  by  the  utmost 
iU  usage  by  either  belligerent  to  take  part  with 
the  other  against  that  one,  neither  will  I  take  a 
consent  or  refusal  from  one  or  the  other  to  do 
us  justice  as  a  motive  for  alliance,  or  a  war 
which  shaU  compromit  our  neutrality.  I  now 
speak  of  both,  for  both  have  used  us  as  iU  as 
was  in  their  power.  As  kicks  and  cuffs  have 
not  compelled  us  to  take  part  with  them,  neither 
shall  caresses  or  fawning,  for  we  will  mete  out 
an  equal  measure  of  justice  to  both.  I  consid- 
er the  state  of  things  produced  by  the  non-in- 
tercourse as  totally  distinct  from  that  produced 
by  the  proclamation  of  our  late  illustrious  Pres- 
ident. 

Mr.  FisK. — It  was  my  intention  not  to  have 
troubled  the  House  with  any  remarks  on  the 
bill  now  under  consideration.  I  could  readily 
have  reconciled  it  to  my  feelings  to  have  given 
a  silent  vote  in  favor  of  the  bill,  had  not  so 
many  and  various  objections  been  made  against 
it.  But  as  it  seems  to  be  objectionable,  and 
susceptible  of  so  many  amendments,  in  the 
opinion  of  so  many  gentlemen,  the  House  will 
indulge  me,  while  I  offer  the  reasons  which  wiE 
govern  my  vote. 

This  bill  for  which  we  were  convened,  has, 
during  the  time  we  have  been  here,  received  as 
yet  but  a  small  portion  of  our  attention ;  and  it 
is  so  important  that  upon  its  passage,  and  the 
principles  it  shall  embrace,  may  depend  the 
destinies  of  our  country.    It  deserves  our  im- 
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mediate  and  most  serious  attention.  I  hope  it 
may  be  coolly  and  dispassionately  examined, 
and  treated  according  to  its  real  importance. 
Its  principles  have  been  carefully  and  scrupu- 
lously investigated  by  the  committee  who  re- 
ported it,  or  a  bill  similar  in  its  provisions, 
•of  which  committee  I  had  the  honor  to  be  a 
member. 

The  language  is  plain  ;  public  ships  are  not 
interdicted.  There  is  but  one  question  to  be 
decided  in  disposing  of  this  biU,  and  that  is  re- 
specting public  ships  ;  for  I  believe  all  will 
agree  to  renew  the  non-intercourse  act  as  re- 
spects France.  The  question  is,  what  regula- 
tion shall  we  make  respecting  public  ships,  and 
one  of  three  courses  is  to  be  pursued  ?  Shall 
we  exclude  both,  admit  both,  or  discriminate  ? 

There  are  many  who  would  be  willing  to  ex- 
clude the  armed  ships  of  every  foreign  power 
from  our  harbors  and  waters.  And  consider- 
ing what  we  have  suffered  by  admitting  them, 
it  may  be  well  questioned  whether  it  would  not 
be  the  best  policy  of  this  nation  to  interdict 
them  by  a  permanent  law.  Yet  many  gentle- 
men object  to  this,  as  being  inexpedient  at  this 
period.  It  is  said,  and  it  is  the  principal  argu- 
ment urged  against  it,  that  it  might  embarrass 
our  impending  negotiations  with  Great  Britain 
to  interdict  her  public  ships  by  this  act.  As  I 
feel  as  much  disposed,  for  an  amicable  adjust- 
ment of  our  differences  with  that  nation  as  any 
member  of  this  House,  and  would  be  as  im- 
willing  to  embarrass  the  negotiation,  I  would 
not  insist  on  this  interdiction. 

It  is  also  said  that  England  has  made  repa- 
ration, or  agreed  to  make  reparation,  for  the 
aggression  which  caused  the  interdiction  of  her 
public  ships,  and  that  as  the  cause  no  longer 
exists  the  interdiction  should  cease.  Be  it  so  ; 
and  may  we  never  have  fresh  cause  to  renew  it ! 

But,  say  gentlemen,  we  must  not  now  recede 
from  the  ground  we  have  taken  with  respect  to 
France,  we  must  discriminate.  Let  us  for  a 
moment  view  the  ground  we  have  taken — ^not 
only  as  relates  to  France,  but  England  also. 

We  are  not  at  war  with  either  of  the  belliger- 
ents. Our  Ministers  at  their  respective  Courts 
are  endeavoring  to  negotiate,  and  by  negotia- 
tion to  obtain  redress  for  the  injuries  of  which 
we  complain,  and  whatever  precautionary  meas- 
ures we  might  adopt  would  not  be  deemed  a 
violation  of  our  neutral  character,  so  long  as 
those  measures  were  equally  applicable  to  both 
the  belligerents.  We  could  not  be  deemed  to 
"have  taken  part  with  either  to  the  prejudice  of 
the  other,  while  no  other  was  benefited  by  our 
measures.  While  British  public  ships  were  in- 
terdicted, and  our  embargo  existed,  an  offer  was 
made  to  both  the  belligerents  to  resume  our 
trade — ^the  same  equal  terms  were  tendered  to 
both.  The  nation  refusing  is  left  without  a 
cause  of  complaint  against  us,  for  resuming  our 
trade  with  the  nation  accepting  the  offer. 

Before  either  nation  does  accept,  America 
changes  her  position.  The  embargo  is  aban- 
doned, and  a  general  interdiction  of  the  public 


ships  of  England  and  France,  and  a  non-inter- 
course with  these  nations  and  their  depend- 
encies, is  substituted.    By  this  non-intercourse 
act,  the  particular  interdiction  is  merged  in  a 
general  regulation.     This  was  to  exist  until  the 
end  of  the  next  session  of  Congress  only.     This 
was  virtually  saying,  that  the  proclamation  in- 
terdicting British  public  vessels  from  our  wa- 
ters for  a  particular  aggression  shall  be  revoked  ; 
and  a  general  municipal  regulation,  over  which 
the  President  shall  have  no  control,  shall  be 
substituted  in  its  stead.    It  was  then,  in  order 
to  preserve  our  neutral  character,  necessary 
that  this  rule  should  embrace  both  the  belliger- 
ents.   It  may  be  said,  and  has  indeed  been  fre- 
quently said,  that  the  reason  of  extending  this 
restriction  to  France,  was  her  having  burnt  our 
vessels  and  imprisoned  our  seamen.     But  never, 
at  lesist  in  the  history  of  diplomacy,  have  cause 
and  effect  been  more  distant  and  unconnected. 
France,  on  the  high  seas,  burns  our  vessels,  and 
in  her  own  territories  imprisons  our  seamen. 
We,  at  the  distance  of  three  thousand  miles,  in- 
terdict our  ports  and  waters  to  her  public  ships, 
which  do  not  or  dare  not  come  within  five 
hundred  leagues  of  the  line  of  our  interdicted 
territory,  and  this  is  to  retaliate  for  the  aggres- 
sion.    Can  this  interdiction  be  defended  on  this 
ground  ?    It  cannot.     There  must  have  existed 
some  other  reason.     It  was  to  preserve  our  re- 
lations with  the  belligerents  in  that  state  that 
should  be  consistent  with  our  professions   of 
neutrality. 

Had  the  interdiction  been  confined  to  British 
vessels  by  this  law,  what  would  Great  Britain 
have  said  to  this  discrimination  ?  In  vain  might 
w«  have  told  her  that  we  meant  to  preserve  our 
neutral  character,  and  not  to  take  a  part  with 
her  enemies  in  the  war  against  her.  Our  acts 
would  have  been  directly  opposed  to  our  pro- 
fessions. With  this  discriminating,  permanent, 
municipal  law,  could  we  expect  Great  Britain 
to  treat  with  us  as  a  neutral  ?  If  we  did,  we 
should  be  disappointed.  If,  then,  it  be  inex- 
pedient to  make  this  discrimination  against 
Great  Britain,  how  is  it  less  so,  when  directed 
against  France  ?  We  are  to  admit  British  and 
exclude  the  French.  And,  are  we  to  endeavor 
to  negotiate,  as  neutrals,  with  France,  upon  this 
ground,  with  any  reasonable  prospect  of  suc- 
cess? It  is  desirable  that  the  commercial  inter- 
course between  this  country  and  France  should 
be  restored.  Peace  and  free  trade  is  the  inter- 
est and  the  object  of  America.  While  we  throw 
wide  open  the  door  of  negotiation  to  England, 
why  should  we  shut. it  against  France ?  While 
we  facilitate  negotiations  with  the  British,  why 
should  we  embarrass  and  prevent  the  same  with 
the  French  ?  I  wish  to  leave  the  Executive  and 
treaty-making  powers  of  our  Government  free 
and  unshackled,  to  enter  on  negotiation  with 
both  these  Governments,  under  every  advan- 
tage of  success  which  we  can  give.  On  what 
ground  can  this  discrimination  be  defended? 
You  adopt  this  measure.  Our  Minister  at  Paris 
is  requested  to  explain  it.    Is  there  any  advo- 
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cate  for  this  discrimination  in  this  House,  -who 
can  conceive  the  grounds  upon  which  our  Min- 
ister or  our  Government  are  to  justify  this 
measure  with  our  relations  of  neutrality  ?    It 
cannot  he  defended.    I  am  not  for  yielding  to 
either  nation,  hut,  let  our  conduct  he  consistent, 
impartial,  and  defensihle.-    If  then,  we  are.  to 
he  involved  in  a  war  with  either,  the  resources 
of  the  country  and  the  hearts  of  our  citizens 
will  support  the  Government,  and  we  need  not 
he  afraid  of  the  world.    But  those  men,  or  that 
Administration  that  will,  upon  a  mere  useless, 
punctilious  point  of  etiquette,  commit  the  peace 
and  happiness  of  this  country  to  the  ravages  of 
war,  will  meet  the  indignation,  and  feel  the 
vengeance  of  the  intelligent  citizens  of  the  coun- 
try.     This  temerity  would  meet  its  merited 
punishment.    The  people  of  America  can  see, 
and  will  judge  for  themselves  ;  they  can  readily 
discern  the  difiference  hetween  shadow  and  suh- 
stance  ;    they  are  neither  to  he   deceived  or 
trifled  with,  especially  on  suhjects  of  such  im- 
mense moment  to  their  liherties  and  happiness. 
Mr.  Btjbwbll  said  he  deemed  it  in  some  de- 
gree his  duty  to  make  some  remarks  on  the  hill 
hefore  the  House.    He  intended  to  vote  against 
hoth  the  amendments  proposed  to  the  hill.    I 
think  (said  Mr.  B.)  that  if  my  colleague  who 
moved  the  first  amendment,  (Mr.  Sheffkt,)  had 
taken  that  view  of  this  subject  which  might 
have  been  presented  to  his  mind,  he  would  not 
have  found  such  error  in  the  course  proposed  to 
he  pursued.     He  seems  to  have  taken  another 
ground,  when  hy  the  clearest  demonstration  it 
might  have  heen  shown  that  the  system  pro- 
posed is  one  of  impartiality  to  the  belligerent 
powers  of  Europe.    It  wiU  he  recollected  hy 
gentlemen  of  this  House,  that  at  the  time  the 
exclusion  of  French  armed  ships  took  place,  it 
was  upon  the  express  ground  that  the  British 
Government  objected  to  come  to  an  accommo- 
dation with  us,  because  we  excluded  her  vessels 
and  nominally  admitted  those  of  her  enemy. 
On  that  ground  I  venture  to  say  that  the  exclu- 
sion took  place ;  because,  at  the  time  that  it  took 
place,  it  was  considered  a  measure  absolutely 
favoring  Great  Britain,  yet  not  injuring  France 
by  a  nominal  prohibition  of  the  entrance  of  her 
vessels.    It  was  stated  that  there  was  not  per- 
haps in  the  course  of  a  year  a  single  French 
public  armed  vessel  in  the  harbors  of  the  Unit- 
ed States.    Have  we  any  French  frigates  now 
in  our  seas  ?    None.    Is  there  any  probability 
that  there  will  be  any  ?    No,  sir ;  for  France 
having  now  lost  her  West  India  Islands,  if  her 
vessels  are  freely  admitted,  it  is  probable  that 
there  would  not,  in  the  course  of  five  years,  be 
a  single  French  vessel  within  our  waters.     As 
the  exclusion   would  be   perfectly  nominal,   I 
would  not  adopt  any  thing  to  prevent  a  settle- 
ment of  our  differences  with  France.    I  am  not 
now  sanguine  in  my  belief  that  we  shall  settle 
our  differences  with  her ;  for  every  one  acquaint- 
ed with  that  Government  knows,  I  fear,  that  it 
is  not  to  be  diverted  from  its  object  hy  any  ar- 
rangement we  may  make.     But  I  would  do 


away  every  possible  justification  that  could  be 
urged  by  France  for  not  meeting  our  overtures 
for  peace.  This  conduct  would  produce  at 
home  more  union  among  our  citizens ;  and,  when 
our  rights  are  attacked  without  a  pretence  for 
their  infraction,  there  can  be  but  one  sentiment 
in  the  nation.  I  have  always  determined  to  ad- 
mit British  vessels  as  far  as  my  vote  would  go ; 
and  should  the  House  determine  to  exclude 
French  vessels  I  should  still  vote  for  the  admis- 
sion of  English  vessels,  because  their  former  ex- 
clusion hasjjeen  so  artfully  managed  by  the 
British  Government,  and  the  doctrine  has  been 
so  admitted  by  the  presses  in  this  country,  as 
to  give  rise  to  the  most  unjustifiable  conduct 
ever  pursued  by  one  nation  towards  another. 
As  to  the  idea  advanced  by  the  gentleman  from 
South  Carolina,  (Mr.  Tatloe,)  that,  if  we  do 
admit  them  to  take  possession  of  our  waters, 
they  will  take  advantage  of  the  privilege  to  our 
injury  in  negotiation,  it  has  no  force  with  me, 
for  this  plain  reason ;  that,  although  the  exclu- 
sion of  them  from  our  waters  was  not  carried 
into  execution  by  physical  force,  yet  they  did 
not  enter  our  waters,  which  they  might  have 
done,  in  defiance  of  the  proclamation.  And 
why  did  they  not?  Because,  I  presume,  they 
had  no  desire  to  rouse  the  indignation  of  this 
nation  by  an  open  violation  of  the  laws  of  the 
land. 

If,  sir,  you  wish  to  gain  the  advantage  of 
union  at  home,  take  away  every  pretext  for  the 
violation  of  your  rights.  Let  me  ask  if  it  be 
not  better  to  admit  them?  By  so  doing  you 
give  up  a  principle  which  does  not  benefit  you, 
and  receive  an  accession  of  physical  strength  by 
union  at  home.  I  do  not  say  that  every  one 
will  he  satisfied,  because  I  have  no  doubt  Eng- 
land has  agents  in  the  country,  hut  so  few  in 
number  as  to  he  unworthy  of  notice.  If  Great 
Britain,  on  the  other  hand,  attacks  us  when  we 
have  taken  away  every  possible  ground  of  colli- 
sion and  violates  her  promise,  the  people  in  every 
part  of  the  country  will  be  satisfied  that  her 
deliberate  object  is  to  destroy  our  commerce. 
We  should  have  no  more  of  those  party  divi- 
sions which  have  distracted  us  for  some  months 

It  cannot  he  said  that  we  are  hound  by  any 
part  of  the  negotiation  to  admit  English  vessels. 
I  have  seen  nothing  of  the  kind,  if  it  exist ;  and 
I  call  upon  gentlemen  to  point  it  out.  Why  do 
it  then?  It  may  be  considered  a  concession; 
and  certainly  manifests  that  disposition  which 
we  feel  to  settle  all  the  points  of  difference  in 
agitation  betwixt  us.  And  here  I  beg  leave  to 
say  that,  according  to  the  most  explicit  declara- 
tions of  the  British  Minister,  you  would  not 
give  the  smallest  umbrage  by  pursuing  that 
course.  On  this  subject  Mr.  B.  quoted  a  speech 
of  Mr.  Stevens  in  the  British  Parliament.  If 
we  were  to  be  governed  by  reference  to  expres- 
sions which  existed  in  that  country  of  our  par- 
tiality to  France,  it  did  appear  to  him  that  this 
speech  was  entitled  to  weight,  because  it  justi- 
fied the  course  proposed  by  the  bUl,  and  stated 
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a  position  which  the  British  Government  ad- 
mitted was  all  that  could  be  required  from  a 
neutral  State.  From  this  speech  it  appeared 
that  placing  the  two  belligerents  on  an  equal 
footing  was  all  that  was  required.  Did  not  this 
biU  completely  come  up  to  their  wishes  ?  Did 
it  not  interdict  all  trade  with  France  under  the 
most  severe  and  heavy  penalties  ?  Mr.  B.  said 
he  did  not  wish  it  to  be  understood  that  he 
would  shape  his  conduct  by  the  wishes  of  the 
British  Ministry ;  but,  as  it  had  been  said  that 
the  bill  was  somew^hat  hostile  to  that  country, 
he  had  quoted  the  speech  of  a  ministerial  mem- 
ber to  show  that  no  such  inference  could  be 
drawn.  The  same  person,  in  his  speech,  also 
states,  said  Mr.  B.,  that  tlie  reason  why  our 
offer  in  August  last  was  not  accepted,  was,  that, 
if  it  had  been  accepted,  such  was  the  situation 
of  the  law,  that  a  commerce  might  always  be 
carried  on  with  the  enemy ;  that,  through  the 
ports  in  Europe,  her  enemy  might  be  as  effi- 
ciently supplied  as  if  the  embargo  did  not  exist 
in  relation  to  him.  But,  sir,  what  is  now  the 
state  of  things  ?  If  it  is  possible  to  operate  on 
France  by  commercial  restrictions,  let  me  ask 
if  this  bill  will  not  accomplish  that  object  ?  Let 
me  ask  if  an  American  vessel  under  it  can  go 
to  any  port  of  France?  It  not  only  cuts  off 
direct  intercourse,  but  prohibits  the  importa- 
tion of  the  products  of  France ;  and  any  attempt 
to  carry  on  a  oii-cuitous  commerce  must  be  in- 
effectual, inasmuch  as  the  produce  will  be  lia- 
able  to  seizure  when  it  comes  into  the  ports  of 
the  United  States. 

If,  according  to  the  ideas  of  the  British  Gov- 
ernment itself;  this  state  of  things  be  a  sufficient 
resistance  to  France,  let  me  ask  of  gentlemen 
how  they  can  infer  a  partiality  to  France  ?  What 
more  can  you  do  ?  If  you  exclude  the  armed 
vessels  of  France,  though  it  may  display  a  dis- 
position to  injure  her,  I  defy  any  gentleman  to 
show  that  it  can,  in  the  smallest  degree,  coerce 
or  affect  her.  Let  me  call  the  attention  of  gen- 
tlemen to  the  present  situation  of  Europe.  If 
accounts  lately  received  are  to  be  credited,  we 
may  calculate  on  the  universal  control  of  the 
French  Emperor  over  the  ports  of  Europe.  Is 
it  to  our  advantage  to  be  excluded  from  the 
trade  of  the  continent?  Is  it  not  known  that 
all  the  surplus  product  of  the  agriculture  of  this 
country  finds  its  vent  on  the  Continent  of  Eu- 
rope ?  Is  it  not  known  that,  of  the  whole  of 
our  tobacco,  seven  out  of  eight  parts  are  con- 
sumed on  the  continent?  That  of  our  cotton, 
at  least  one-half  finds  its  market  there  ?  Does 
not  flour  find  a  gi-eat  proportion  of  its  consump- 
tion on  the  continent  ?  This  cannot  be  denied. 
Then,  let  me  ask  of  gentlemen,  whether  it  be  so 
much  to  our  advantage  to  exclude  this  trade ; 
and,  if  not,  why  we  should  take  a  step  which 
can  do  France  no  injury,  but  which  may,  and 
probably  would,  be  made  a  pretext  for  cutting 
off  so  valuable  a  part  of  our  trade  ?  "With  re- 
spect to  partiality  to  France,  let  me  call  upon 
the  gentleman  from  Virginia,  or  any  other,  to 
show  if,  from  the  conduct  of  the  United  States, 


and  such  thing  can  be  inferred.  Look  at  our 
relative  situation.  Have  we  opened  our  ports 
to  her  traders  ?  Have  we  renewed  commercial 
intercourse  with  her  ?  Let  me  ask,  which  have 
we  placed  in  the  best  sitviation,  France  or  Eng- 
land ?  Every  gentleman  must  answer — England. 
Whilst  she  gets  all  our  commerce,  her  enemy  is 
wholly  excluded  from  any  participation  in  it. 

Another  argument  has  been  used  against  dis- 
crimination, viz:  that  France  has  no  public 
armed  ships.  If  this  is  the  case,  gentlemen 
need  not  be  alarmed  ;  for,  if  they  cannot  come 
here,  we  need  not  be  afraid  of  their  resentment, 
because  we  will  not  admit  them.  But  we 
know  that  her  cruisers  can  steal  out  of  their 
ports,  go  into  foreign  seas,  and  destroy  our  trade 
in  spite  of  the  ships  of  Great  Britain.  If  an 
American  vessel  has  British  property  on  board, 
or  has  been  spoken  by  a  British  cruiser,  a 
French  public  armed  vessel  is  bound  to  make 
prize  of  her.  This  being  the  case,  let  us  for  a 
moment  consider  the  subject  as  respects  our- 
selves. Our  feelings  ought  to  be  for  ourselves 
and  our  country.  Here  is  a  nation  having  pub- 
lic ships,  having  a  right  to  come  into  your  ports. 
Does  it  comport  with  our  honor  and  dignity  to 
admit  into  our  ports  and  harbors  the  very 
vessels  destroying  our  commerce  ?  Not  to  go 
into  an  inquiry  what  has  been  the  fact  hereto- 
fore, but  what  ^ay  be  now — if  yon  pass  a  law 
that  a  French  frigate  may  come  into  your  waters 
and'  partake  of  your  hospitalities,  where  is  the 
obligation  that  it  may  not  take  advantage  of 
the  opportunity  to  make  its  prey  more  sure  by 
watching  it  in  port  and  then  going  out  and  en- 
trapping it  ?  If,  from  the  intoxication  of  the 
man  who  rules  the  destinies  of  the  nations  of 
Em'ope,  he  does  not  feel  disposed  to  treat 'with 
us  on  terms  of  reciprocity,  that  circumstance 
should  have  no  effect  on  our  measures.  But 
the  question  on  that  point  is  no  doubt  already 
settled;  time  sufficient  has  been  allowed  for 
the  vessel  to  go  and  receive  an  answer  to  the 
instruction  sent  to  our  Minister.  I  certainly 
would  so  far  respect  myself  as  to  fulfil  what  I 
conceive  to  be  good  faith  toward  both,  without 
respect  to  the  wish  or  dictation  of  either. 

As  to  the  amount  of  produce  sent  to  the 
continent,  it  cannot  be  great.  Some  few  may 
have  adventured  there  on  desperate  voyages ; 
but  that  there  is  much  property  in  jeopardy,  I 
cannot  believe,  for  France  is  known  to  be,  in 
respect  to  mercantile  property,  the  lion's  den, 
easy  of  access,  but  impossible  to  return.  Those, 
therefore,  who  have  risked  their  property  must 
have  been  extremely  rash. 

If  the  French  Government  would  do  ns  j  ustice, 
I  should  be  glad ;  if  not,  we  must  abide  by  lie 
consequences.  We  must  not  do  improper 
things  because  they  will  not  do  us  justice.  It 
is  proper  that  we  should  assert  what  we  con- 
ceive to  be  our  rights.  I  believe,  however, 
that  the  question  of  peace  with  France  will  not 
turn  on  this  bill.  I  believe  the  point  to  be  al- 
ready settled.  If  it  be  not,  and  the  exclusion 
of  French  armed  vessels  would  be  an  impedi- 
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ment  to  it,  the  same  objection  ■would  be  valid 
against  the  whole  bill. 

Mr.  Holland  asked  the  indulgence  of  the 
House,  whilst  he  stated  a  few  reasons  why  he 
should  vote  for  the  amendment  under  considera- 
tion. It  had  been  asked  whether  it  was  con- 
sistent with  the  honor  of  this  nation  to  admit 
French  ships  vrithin  our  waters.  Mr.  H.  said 
he  would  answer,  that,  as  things  now  stood,  he 
did  not  consider  it  consistent  with  our  honor 
and  dignity  so  to  do ;  and  the  reason  why  was, 
that  that  Government  had  done  sundry  injurious 
acts  towards  this  nation  for  which  it  had  not 
made  reparation,  nor  even  intimated  an  inten- 
tion of  doing  so.  He  therefore  answered  that 
it  was  inconsistent  to  admit  the  vessels  of  France 
within  our  waters.  It  was  in  consequence  of 
injuries  which  they  had  done,  according  to  my 
conception,  that  I  voted  for  their  exclusion.  I 
was  not  influenced  to  vote  for  the  prohibition 
of  the  ships  of  France  from  coming  into  our 
waters  by  any  desire  to  produce  an  equality  in 
our  relations  with  the  belligerents.  It  was  no 
impression  of  that  kind  that  influenced  my  vote ; 
and  yet  I  voted  that  French  ships  of  war  should 
not  come  into  our  waters.  It  was  not  the 
opinions  of  editors  of  newspapers,  or  the  clamors 
of  individuals,  that  influenced  my  vote,  and  I 
hope  they  never  will.  I  think  that  every  gen- 
tleman, on  taking  his  seat  in  this  House,  should 
consider  himself  beyond  suspicion.  The  only 
question  for  consideration  of  the  members  of  this 
House,  when  a  measure  is  presented  to  them,  is 
the  expediency  of  it ;  and  on  that  ground  alone 
I  voted  for  the  exclusion  of  French  ^hips  or  of 
British  ships.  I  was  chiefly  influenced  to  vote 
for  the  exclusion  of  British  armed  ships  by  the 
variety  of  acts  committed  in  our  waters,  and 
the  great  disposition  which  she  had  shown  to 
commit  the  most  wanton  acts  of  treachery.  I 
can  say  for  myself  that  my  conduct  was  only 
partially  influenced  by  the  acts  of  British  oflB- 
cers  vrithin  our  waters;  I  had  in  view  a  variety 
of  other  acts  committed  against  the  rights  of 
the  people  of  this  country.  Supposing  the 
affair  of  the  Chesapeake  to  have  been  author- 
ized, I  never  wish  to  see  the  British  ships  of 
war  within  our  waters,  till  they  recede  from  the 
right  of  impressment.  I  wish  the  British 
Government  to  know  that  it  was  the  deter- 
mination of  the  major  part  of  the  citizens  of 
the  United  States  to  resist  her  till  she  surren- 
dered that  right.  I  think  it  was  a  sacrifice  of 
the  dignity  of  the  United  States  to  receive 
British  vessels  so  long  as  they  committed  those 
acts.  It  was  therefore  that  I  voted  to  exclude 
them. 

It  is  said,  by  the  gentleman  last  up,  that  we 
are  at  peace  with  Great  Britain.  Does  it  fol- 
low, from  that,  that  they  are  entitled  to  all  the 
rights  of  hospitality  that  one  nation  could  possi- 
bly show  to  another  3  Certainly  not.  We  ought 
yet  to  holdup  some  indication  that  we  are  not 
perfectly  reconciled  to  them.  When  they  aban- 
don the  outrageous  principles  which  govern  that 
natiou  with  respect  to  neutrals;  when  they 


abandon  the  practice  of  impressment ;  when 
they  make  restitution  for  spoliations  of  our 
trade ;  we  will  hold  the  hand  of  fellowship  to 
them.  It  is  not  enough  for  me  to  hear  the 
British  Minister  say  that  an  Envoy  Extraordi- 
nary is  to  come  out  and  settle  all  differences.  I 
have  heard  something  like  this  long  ago.  I 
heard  that  a  Minister  was  to  be  sent  out  to  make 
reparation  for  the  affair  of  the  Chesapeake. 
We  have  experience  on  this  subject.  Have  we 
forgot  that  every  thing  which  accompanied  that 
mission  was  ^idence  that  the  British  Govern- 
ment was  not  sincere,  and  that  it  did  not  intend 
to  accommodate?  When  I  see  an  abandon- 
ment by  Great  Britain  of  the  principles  destruc- 
tive to  neutrality,  I  can  consent  to  admit  that 
nation  to  the  rights  of  hospitality. 

Mr.  Johnson  observed,  that,  to  say  any  thing 
on  this  subject,  after  the  tinle  which  had  been 
aldready  consumed,  and  the  speeches  which 
had  been  made,  was  contrary  to  a  rule  which 
he  had  laid  down  for  his  own  conduct.  But 
his  excuse  would  be  found  in  the  introduction 
into  the  House  of  a  proposition,  which,  it  was 
said,  proposed  to  place  us  on  a  neutral  ground. 
Nothing,  said  Mr.  J.,  is  dearer  to  me  than  neu- 
trality as  to  our  foreign  relations ;  but,  the  biU 
submitted  to  the  House  by  the  committee  of 
which  I  had  the  honor  to  constitute  one,  and 
which  is  the  same  with  that  now  before 
us,  so  far  from  being  in  hostility  to  Great 
Britain,  and  partiality  to  France,  I  contend,  is 
a  concession  to  Great  Britain,  at  the  same  time 
that  I  admit  that  it  is  not  hostility  to  France. 
The  admission  of  the  belligerent  vessels  into 
our  waters,  so  far  from  being  hostility  to  Great 
Britain,  is  concession.  I  bottom  the  remark 
upon  the  fact,  that,  at  this  moment,  as  many 
and  as  heavy  causes  of  complaint  exist  unset- 
tled between  this  Government  and  Great 
Britain,  as  between  this  Government  and  that 
of  France.  If  then,  the  same  causes  exist  to 
exclude  from  our  waters  the  vessels  of  both,  I 
ask  whether  the  admission  of  both  will  not 
be  an  actual  benefit  and  concession  to  Great 
Britain,  and  a  nominal  benefit  to  France  ?  And, 
still,  it  is  to  go  forth  to  the  nation  that  we  are 
about  to  commit  an  act  which  will  sink  the 
nation,  from  the  elevated  situation  in  which  it 
is  now  placed  by  our  former  measures !  I  hope 
that  we  shall  continue  to  convince  the  world 
that  the  United  States  of  America  are  incapa- 
ble of  other  than  neutral  conduct.  Is  it  a  fact, 
that  greater  injuries  exist  from  France  than 
from  Great  Britain  ?  What  injuries  have  been 
received  from  France  ?  Have  they  been  com- 
mitted within  our  waters?  Has  our  hospitality 
been  violated  and  our  officers  insulted  in  our 
very  ports  by  the  vessels  of  France  8  or  is  her 
hostility  merely  commercial?  It  is  of  the  lat- 
ter description.  Is  it  not  admitted  that  we  may 
lawfuUy  exclude  or  admit  the  vessels  of  both 
belligerents  ?  If  you  admit  the  vessels  of  one 
nation  with  whom  you  have  cause  of  difference, 
and  exclude  those  of  another  nation  with  whom 
you  have  only  the  same  cause  of  difference,  I 
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ask  whether  you  do  not  commit  the  dignity  of 
the  nation,  and  jeopardize  its  peace  ? 

I  will  put  this  question  to  gentlemen  :  what 
has  Britain  done  which  would  require  a  dis- 
crimination as  to  her  public  vessels  ?  She  has 
rescinded  ]jer  Orders  in  Council.  And  what 
have  we  done  In  return  ?  Have  we  done 
nothing?  Has  Great  Britain  held  out  the  hand 
of  friendship,  and  have  we  refused  to  meet 
her  ?  Has  she  withdrawn  her  Orders  in  Council, 
and  have  we  insisted  on  a  continuance  of  our 
commercial  restrictions  ?  I  have  understood  that 
she  has  done  nothing  but  rescinded  her  Orders 
in  Council,  and  we  have  renewed  Intercourse 
with  her  therefore.  I  am  more  astonished  at 
the  proposal  to  discriminate,  when  we  see  that, 
at  this  moment,  orders  are  in  existence  blockad- 
ing countries  to  which  your  merchants  have, 
long  ago,  taken  out  clearances,  in  violation  of 
stipulations  which  Britain  had  proposed  to  us. 
When  she  has  violated  our  rights,  I  am  more 
astonished  that  gentlemen  should  wish  to  go 
beyond  this  letter  of  the  law.  And,  let  the 
consequence  be  what  it  may,  it  would  result 
to  the  benefit  of  this  nation  that  we  should  not 
be  influenced  by  idle  fears  of  imaginary  dan- 
gers. My  better  judgment  tells  me  we  should 
exclude  the  armed  vessels  of  both  nations ;  but 
the  general  sentiment  appears  to  be  against  it. 
It  is  asked  of  us,  why  admit  the  vessels  of 
France,  whilst  injuries  which  she  has  done  us 
are  unatoned  for  ?  And,  I  ask,  sir,  why,  then, 
admit  the  vessels  of  England  standing  in  the 
same  relation  to  us?  I  only  make  these  re- 
marks as  going  to  show  that  we  ought  to  be 
strictly  neutral.  If,  sir,  you  wish  to  take  part 
in  the  broils  of  Europe,  embody  your  mren,  and 
send  them  over  to  the  disposal  of  England  at 
once,  and  let  her  send  them  to  Spain  or  Austria. 
But,  if  you  would  remain  neutral,  either  admit 
or  exclude  the  armed  vessels,  as  you  would 
armies,  of  both  belligerents. 

I  had  thought,  sir,  not  only  from  the  acts  of 
our  Government,  but  from  conversing  with 
gentlemen,  that  we  hailed  the  present  as  an 
auspicious  moment,  as  a  political  jubilee ;  I  had 
thought  that  we  had  been  on  the  verge  of  war 
with  the  two  most  powerful  nations  of  the 
earth,  but  that  our  situation  was  changed,  and 
that,  at  the  samp  moment  we  now  offer  the 
only  asylum  to  the  victims  of  European  wars. 
And  are  you  now  about  again  to  jeopardize  the 
peace  of  this  nation,  without  any  cause  what- 
ever? 

The  exclusion  of  French  and  British  armed 
vessels  at  the  last  session,  may  be  taken  on  this 
ground.  _  It  was  a  defensive  war,  not  only  for 
the  injuries  we  had  received,  but  in  expectation 
of  actual  hostility.  Has  it  occurred?  No,  sir. 
Would  you  have  excluded  British  vessels  since 
1793,  for  taking  the  vessels  engaged  in  your 
lawfiol  trade,  and  for  Impressing  your  seamen  ? 
You  did  not  do  it;  and  it  was  not  for  that 
alone  that  you  did  it  at  the  last  session,  but  for 
other  causes,  which  have  nearly  or  quite  disap- 
peared. 


I  have  done,  sir.  I  shall  not  vote  for  any 
proposition  which  makes  a  difference  between 
France  and  Great  Britain ;  not  that  I  am  afraid 
of  the  conscripts  of  Napoleon,  or  the  navy  of 
George  III.  But  I  cannot  consent  to  adopt  a 
course  which  will  again  obscure  with  clouds 
our  political  horizon. 

Mr.  Smilib  said,  that  if  he  now  took  up  five 
minutes  of  the  time  of  the  House,  he  could  not 
excuse  it  to  himself;  and  he  should  not  have 
risen,  but  to  explain  the  reasons  for  the  course 
which  he  should  take.  As  to  the  amendment, 
to  that  he  could  never  agree.  The  question 
which  the  Legislature  often  had  to  decide,  was 
not  what  was  best,  but  what  is  practicable. 
Now,  he  thought  it  a  happy  circumstance  that 
parties  in  the  other  House  had  united  on  this 
subject.  However  we  may  differ  as  to  local  af- 
fairs, said  he,  I  think  it  good  policy,  if  it  can  be 
done  without  a  sacrifice  of  principle,  to  meet 
in  concert  on  measures  of  external  relations. 
What  may  be  the  effect,  if  you  introduce  either 
of  these  two  principles  into  this  biQ  ?  We  know 
that,  if  this  bill  does  not  go  to  the  Senate  till 
to-morrow,  if  amended,  a  single  member  of  tKe 
Senate  can,  according  to  their  rules,  prevent  tke 
bill  from  passing  altogether.  My  opinion  is, 
that  it  is  our  duty  to  pass  the  bill  in  its  present 
form.  If  any  material  alteration  be  made  in 
the  bill,  I  believe  it  will  not  pass.  If  it  does 
not,  all  that  has  taken  place  between  this  coun- 
try and  Great  Britain  is  at  an  end.  And  I  hope 
that  this  reason  will  induce  gentlemen  to  per- 
mit the  question  to  be  taken. 

Mr.  J.  G.  Jackson  said  he  had  intended,  be- 
fore the  day  had  so  far  progressed,  to  have  ex- 
plained to  the  House  the  motives  by  which  he 
was  actuated  in  relation  to  the  biU.  He  said 
he  would  stiU  take  the  liberty  of  stating  to  the 
few  members  present,  (the  House  being  very 
thin,)  why  he  offered  the  amendment  to  the 
amendment.  It  will  be  recollected,  said  Mr.  J., 
that  the  other  day  I  stated  that  a  construction 
had  been  given  to  the  law  contemplated  to  be 
re-enacted  by  the  bill  on  the  table,  which,  not- 
withstanding the  renewal  of  intercourse,  ex- 
cluded armed  vessels  from  our  waters ;  and,  for 
the  purpose  of  doing  away  completely  that  con- 
struction, I  moved  an  amendment  which,  gen- 
tlemen conceiving  it  unnecessary,  I  withdrew. 
If  gentlemen  are  correct  in  the  opinion  which 
they  advanced,  and  which  induced  me  to  with- 
draw that  motion,  they  cannot,  consistently, 
vote  for  the  amendment  of  my  colleague  pro- 
viding an  exception  to  a  provision  which  the 
bill  does  not  contain.  Where  is  the  necessity 
of  a  proviso  if  the  law  does  not  bear  such  a 
construction  ?  Is  the  Executive  to  infer  from 
the_  proviso  that  something  exists  in  the  law 
which  the  friends  of  the  proviso  declare  does  not 
exist?  The  amendment  proposed  by  my  col- 
league provides  for  the  admission  of  the  armed 
vessels  of  those  nations  with  whom  commercial 
intercourse  shall  have  been  (not  has  been)  per- 
mitted. Are  you,  by  this  phraseology,  about 
to  devolve  upon  the  President  a  discretionary 
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power,  holding  the  scale  of  national  honor  in 
one  hand,  and  the  injury  and  atonement  in  the 
other,  to  decide  which  nation  shall  be  thus  fa- 
vored, when  it  is  conceded  on  all  hands  that 
the  admission  of  the  armed  vessels  of  one  na- 
tion and  the  exclusion  of  those  of  the  other,  is 
an  act  ipso  facto  of  hostility? 

Gentlemen  have  observed  that  there  ought  to 
be  an  exclusion  of  French  and  admission  of 
English  armed  ships,  and  that  any  other  course 
would  be  an  acquiescence  in  the  views  of  "  sis- 
ter France,"  and  hostility  to  England.  This 
language,  sir,  does  not  help  the  cause  which 
the  gentleman  advocates.  What  must  be  the 
effect  of  such  insinuations  ?  They  must  excite 
feelings  which,  I  am  happy  to  say,  have  not 
been  displayed  on  this  floor  during  the  session. 
Might  it  not  be  retorted,  as  a  natural  conse- 
quence, that  gentlemen  who  wish  to  admit 
British  and  exclude  French  ships,  and  thus 
serve  the  interest  of  England,  are  desirous  of 
subserving  the  views  of  mother  Britain  ?  The 
attachment  to  suter  France  on  the  one  hand,  is 
about  as  great  as  the  attachment  to  mother 
Britain  on  the  other.  I  believe  it  has  been  em- 
phatically declared  to  the  nation  that  we  would 
not  go  to  war  for  existing  differences.  If,  how- 
ever, gentlemen,  since  the  last  session,  have  so 
materially  altered  their  ideas  of  the  policy 
proper  in  relation  to  one  belligerent,  let  us  go 
to  war  openly ;  I  am  not  for  using  the  stiletto, 
or  for  stabbing  in  the  dark. 

The  interdict  of  British  armed  vessels  from 
entering  our  ports  was  not  on  account  of  the 
affair  of  the  Chesapeake  only.  It  is  unnecessary 
now  to  repeat  the  cause  which  led  to  it.  If 
gentlemen  will  turn  to  the  letter  of  Mr.  Madi- 
son to  Mr.  Eose,  they  will  find  the  causes  de- 
tailed. Since  that  time  other  injuries  have  been 
committed;  and  it  has  been  justly  observed 
that  the  burning  the  Impetueux  was  an  insult 
to  the  sovereignty  of  this  nation  scarcely  less 
than  the  affair  of  the  Chesapeake.  If  we  per- 
mit hostility  from  one  belligerent  to  another 
within  our  territory,  we  become  party  to  the 
war,  as  we  do,  by  admitting  the  enemy  even  to 
pass  through  our  territory  to  attack  another  na- 
tion. It  is  in  vain  to  say  that  a  nation  pre- 
serves a  neutral  attitude,  when  it  permits  one 
of  the  belligerents  repeatedly  to  violate  itsi  sov- 
ereignty. If  there  be  as  much  injury  unatoned 
on  the  part  of  Britain  as  on  the  part  of  France, 
then  a  discrimination  will  be  a  departure  from 
the  ground  which  we  took  last  session,  that 
both  should  be  excluded.  And  the  President 
had  no  power  over  that  part  of  the  law.  Inas-, 
much  as  we  know  that  Great  Britain  has  the 
command  of  the  ocean,  and  that  a  French  ship 
of  war  cannot,  without  a  miracle,  escape  across 
the  Atlantic,  we,  in  fact,  by  the  operation  of 
the  bill  as  it  came  from  the  Senate,  admit  Eng- 
lish and  exclude  French  ships. 

We  throw  open  our  ports  and  admit  the  thou- 
sand ships  of  Britain,  without  opening  our  eyes 
to  the  consequences  which  have  heretofore  re- 
sulted from  so  doing.    And  shall  we  now  re- 


fuse admission  to  the  vessels  of  France?  It  is 
indeed  difficult  to  say  what  led  to  their  exclu- 
sion ;  for  it  has  been  with  truth  observed  that 
the  non-intercourse  bill  had  not  an  advocate  in 
the  House.  It  was  something  like  throwing  all 
our  discordant  opinions  into  one  crucible,  and 
after  fusion,  extracting  what  was  expected  to  be 
gold,  but  which  all  called  dross.  When  gentle- 
men speak  of  their  zeal  to  maintain  the  ground 
taken  last  winter,  I  beg  of  them  to  recollect 
their  own  speeches,  from  which  it  will  be  found 
that  the  bill  was  so  obnoxious  to  them  that 
they  would  not  even  extend  its  operation  to  the 
next  winter,  and  that  it  was  with  difficulty  that 
it  was  extended  to  the  end  of  the  present  ses- 
sion. 

Gentlemen  ask,  has  there  not  been  a  satisfac- 
tory adjustment  of  our  differences  with  Great 
Britain?  I  deny  it.  What  is  the  expression 
of  the  British  Envoy  on  which  gentlemen  rely, 
and  on  which  they  are  about  to  sit  down  quiet- 
ly under  the  vine  and  fig  tree  ?  "  In  the  mean 
time,  with  a  view  to  contribute  to  the  attain- 
ment of  so  desirable  an  object.  His  Majesty 
would  be  willing  to  withdraw  his  orders,"  &c. 
In  the  mean  time,  still  persisting  in  the  princi- 
ple of  taxing  our  exports,  a  right  denied  even 
to  us  by  the  constitution.  It  is  to  be  hung  up 
in  terrorem,  to  be  let  loose  upon  us  hereafter, 
if  we  shall  not  do  every  thing  which  is  required 
of  us.  There  is  a  marked  cautious  style  of  lan- 
guage in  this  letter,  which  shows  that  Great 
Britain  in  fact  has  promised  nothing.  She  does 
not  say  that  she  wiU  repeal  or  revoke  her  or- 
ders, but  that  in  the  mean  time  she  will  with- 
draw them ;  and,  sir,  in  the  mean  time  she  has 
withdrawn  them,  and  substituted  other  orders 
or  proclamations  equally  obnoxious.  This  is 
reason  sufficient  for  not  going  beyond  the  letter 
of  the  agreement;  which  however  I  will  con- 
sent to  do,  by  admitting  instead  of  excluding 
British  armed  vessels. 

When  Mr.  J.  G.  Jackson  concluded,  Mr. 
Sheffet,  in  order  to  obtain  a  direct  question 
on  his  own  amendment,  adopted  Mr.  Jackson's 
rider  to  it,  as  a  part  of  his  own  motion,  and 
called  for  a  division  of  the  question,  taking  it 
first  on  his  own  amendment  as  first  moved. 

Some  doubt  arising  whether  it  was  correct 
thus  to  act,  according  to  the  rules  of  the  House, 
Mr.  Maoon  produced  a  precedent  in  which  he 
had  himself  done  the  same  in  the  case  of  a  mo- 
tion for  the  repeal  of  the  second  section  of  the 
sedition  act,  nine  or  ten  years  ago. 

Mr.  Taylor  said  that,  as  the  House  had  de- 
cided that  they  would  not  discriminate  be- 
tween the  admission  of  British  and  French 
public  vessels,  he  wished  to  try  the  question 
on  the  exclusion  of  both.  He  made  a  mo- 
tion having  in  view  that  object;  which  was 
decided  without  debate,  fifteen  for  it,  one 
hundred  against  it,  being  a  majority  of  eighty- 
five  against  the  exclusion,  at  this  time,  of  the 
public  vessels  of  both  belligerents. 

Mr.  MoNTGOMEET  obscrved  that  the  decision 
of  the  courts  of  the  United  States  had  been 
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that,  after  a  law  had  expired,  they  had  dismissed 
all  suits  pending  for  the  recovery  of  penalties 
incurred  under  the  act.  He  conceived  that  this 
bill  should  have  a  saving  clause,  that  penalties 
and  forfeitures  incurred  under  it,  should  be  re- 
coverable and  distributable  after  the  act  itself 
had  expired.  He  therefore  moved  an  amend- 
ment to  that  effect. 


Tuesday,  June  27. 
Nbn-Intercimrse. 

The  bill  to  revive  and  amend  certain  parts  of 
the  act  "  interdicting  commercial  intercourse 
between  the  United  States  and  Great  Britain 
and  Franco,  and  their  dependencies,  and  for 
other  purposes,"  was  read  the  third  time. 

Mr.  PicKMAN  hoped  that  he  should  be  ex- 
cused for  making  a  few  observations  at  this 
stage  of  the  bill,  not  having  before  partaken  of 
the  debate.  He  said  he  felt  a  strong  objection 
to  the  bin,  because  it  admitted  French  vessels 
into  our  ports  and  harbors.  Gentlemen  had 
asked  why  a  discrimination  should  be  made. 
He  answered,  that  th-e  reasons  for  this  conduct 
were  to  his  mind  very  plain.  He  had  considered 
the  outrage  on  the  Chesapeake  as  a  gross  viola- 
tion of  our  rights  and  of  the  law  of  nations,  and 
he  believed  no  one  had  felt  more  indignation  at 
it  than  he  did.  But  that  was  now  atoned  for. 
I  consider  (said  Mr.  P.)  that  the  Orders  in 
Council  are  repealed;  that  Great  Britain  has 
stipulated  to  send  on  an  envoy  with  instruc- 
tions to  negotiate  for  a  settlement  of  all  diflfer- 
ences.  I  consider  these  things  as  done,  because 
I  consider  the  faith  of  the  British  nation  as  sol- 
emnly pledged  to  do  them;  for, if  it  had  not 
been,  the  United  States  would  not  have  been 
justified  in  taking  the  attitude  which  we  have 
taken.  _ 

It  has  been  said,  that  since  the  arrangement 
here  has  taken  place,  Great  Britain  has  modified 
her  Orders  in  Council  in  a  most  exceptionable 
manner.  I  admit  that  this  modrflcation  was 
posterior  in  point  of  date  to  the  arrangement 
here ;  that  is  to  say,  that  the  proclamation  of 
the  President  of  the  United  States  was  issued 
on  the  19th,  and  that  the  orders  were  modified 
on  the  29th  of  April ;  yet,  in  strict  propriety, 
the  new  orders  may  be  said  to  have  issued  be- 
fore the  arrangement,  because  it  was  before  it 
was  known.  Viewing  the  subject  in  this 
light,  I  do  not  believe  that  the  modifica- 
tion of  the  Orders  in  Council  did  proceed 
from  the  arrangement  here ;  and  I  now  declare 
that  if  such  modification  as  has  been  made  is  to 
be  considered  as  rescinding  the  orders,  accord- 
ing to  the  stipulation  made  with  Mr.  Erskine,  I 
should  consider  it  a  mere  mockery.  I  do,  how- 
ever, consider  it  in  a  very  different  light,  and 
have  no  doubt  that  the  Government  of  Great 
Britain  wiU  adopt  such  modification  of  their 
orders  as  they  have  stipulated  to  do.  These 
are  my  ideas,  and  on  this  gi-ound  I  did  and  do 
still  believe  that  we  ought  to  have  made  a  dis- 


crimination, because  I  consider  one  nation  to 
have  complied  with  the  conditions  of  the  non- 
intercourse  act,  whilst  the  other  has  not  varied 
its  position. 

Mr.  Maoon  said  he  was  against  admitting  the 
armed  vessels  of  either  belligerents  into  our 
waters.  He  would  place  our  foreign  relations 
precisely  in  the  state  in  which  the  President 
had  left  them,  saying  neither  yea  or  nay  on  the 
subject  of  their  armed  vessels,  leaving  it  where 
it  had  been  left  by  both  the  parties  to  the  late 
arrangement.  He  should  have  been  glad  that 
the  same  disposition  had  been  manifested  to- 
wards us  by  France  as  by  Great  Britain :  but 
because  there  had  not  he  would  do  nothing  to- 
wards her  to  prevent  it.  Some  gentlemen  had 
conceived  that  an  indiscriminate  admission 
would  be  more  advantageous  to  France  than  to 
Great  Britain.  Mr.  M.  said  he  did  not  agree 
with  gentlemen  in  this  ;  for  Great  Britain  had 
Canada  and  her  West  India  Islands,  to  whidi 
she  was  in  the  habit  of  sending  out  vessels ; 
whilst  France,  having  no  possessions  on  the 
American  coast,  had  no  occasion  for  our  hos- 
pitality. 

Mr.  M.  said  he  sincerely  hoped  that  we  should 
now  act,  as  we  had  heretofore  done,  so  as  to 
give  to  neither  of  the  belligerents  cause  to  charge 
us  with  partiality.  He  was  decidedly  of  opinion 
that  we  ought  to  leave  both  nations  in  the  same 
state  as  they  were  left  by  the  President's  proc- 
lamation. He  had  no  doubt  that  Great  Britain 
would  send  a  Minister  to  negotiate.  But  what 
was  left,  as  to  her,  for  the  surrender  or  repeal 
of  which  she  had  any  anxiety  ?  Nothing.  As 
to  France,  she  would  have  no  shipping  at  sea, 
so  long  as  the  war  lasted  in  Europe,  unless 
an  event  took  place  which  he  hoped  would 
not.  You  give  France  a  right  to  enter  yoxu: 
waters,  said  he,  and  take  away  any  induce- 
ment she  might  have  had  to  rescind  her  de- 
crees. I  believe  the  passage  of  the  biU  will 
extend  the  difiSculties  of  the  nation.  I  know 
it  is  not  a  very  pleasant  thing  to  be  opposed 
to  the  evident  sentiment  of  a  majority  of  the 
House ;  but  it  is  the  boundenduty  of  those  who 
think  as  I  do  to  vote,  as  I  shalL  against  the 
biU. 

Mr.  Tatloe  said  it  appeared  to  be  desired  on 
all  hands  that  nothing  should  be  done  by  the 
House  to  embarrass  the  negotiation;  and  he 
presumed  that  the  majority,  in  the  difierent 
stages  of  this  bill,  had  been  actuated  by  that 
wish.  If,  said  Mr.  T.,  I  could  see  the  present 
measure  in  the  light  in  which  its  friends  ap- 
pear to  view  it,  I  certainly  shonld  be  in  favor 
of  it.  But,  when  it  is  recollected  that  your  le- 
gislative acts  have  been  held  out  to  your  feUow- 
citizens  and  to  foreign  nations,  promising  a  per- 
severance in  our  restrictive  measures  against 
such  nation  as  shall  continue  to  oppress  our 
commerce  by  her  unlawful  edicts,  I  consider 
our  faith  as  pledged  to  the  nation,  that,  accord- 
ing to  the  recession  of  one  belligerent,  or  per- 
severance of  the  other,  we  were  to  shape  our 
course. 
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The  gentleman  from  Virginia  aimed  a  side 
blow  at  those  who,  in  the  discussion  of  this 
subject,  had  spoken  of  the  ground  which  we 
have  taken.  On  the  effects  supposed  to  be  pro- 
duced by  the  non-intercourse,  I  had  a  right  to 
say  we.  The  sense  of  the  House  was  taken  dis- 
tinctly as  to  a  repeal  of  the  embargo,  on  the  first 
report  of  the  Committee  of  Foreign  Relations. 
It  was  then  that  the  principle  was  decided,  and 
it  was  that  act  which  was  taken  hold  of  across 
the  Atlantic,  and  made  the  ground  of  the  in- 
structions which  came  out  by  Mr.  Oakley  to  the 
British  Envoy  here,  and  on  which  the  arrange- 
ment did  take  place.  Now,  though  the  gentle- 
•  man  seems  unwilling  that  any  part  of  the  House 
should  say  we,  I  vindicate  the  claim  which  I 
have  to  use  it.  In  fact,  I  would  claim  for  the 
mover  of  the  original  proposition  to  this  House 
for  the  interdiction  of  armed  vessels,  the  gentle- 
man from  North  Carolina,  (Mr.  Maoon,)  the 
merit  of  the  late  negotiation,  if  it  attach  any- 
where. But  I  am  not  willing  to  carry  on  the 
copartnership.  I  will  not  now  say  we.  I,  who 
voted  for  the  motion  going  to  give  power  to 
the  President  of  the  United  States  to  issue  let- 
ters of  marque  and  reprisal  against  that  nation 
which  persevered  in  its  edicts  after  the  other 
had  withdrawn  them,  am  not  willing,  on  the 
passage  of  this  bill,  to  say  we,  as  by  it  you  ad- 
mit instead  of  continuing  the  exclusion  against 
armed  vessels,  where,  instead  of  a  recession, 
injuries  have  rather  been  added.  When  gen- 
tlemen are  asked  why  they  have  admitted 
French  vessels,  in  our  present  situation  in  rela- 
tion to  France,  after  the  temper  displayed  and 
the  votes  given  at  the  last  session  on  the  sub- 
ject, theirs  must  be  a  feeling  in  which  I  would 
not  participate,  and  therefore  I  will  not  say 
"m«." 

Mr.  Dana  observed  that,  by  the  Journals  of 
the  Senate,  it  appeared  that  this  bill  had  been 
nnanimously  passed  by  that  body.  This  unani- 
mous vote  of  the  Senate  might  be  regarded  as 
a  consideration  to  operate  very  strongly  on  the 
minds  of  members  of  the  House,  as  respected 
the  propriety  of  adopting  the  present  biU ;  it 
certainly  must  have  weight  in  favor  of  a  meas- 
ure, when  it  was  found  that  men  differing 
widely  in  political  opinions  joined  in  voting  for 
it.  I,  said  Mr.  D.,  have  myself  very  strongly  felt 
the  force  of  this  consideration.  But  you  kiiow, 
sir,  that  the  rules  of  proceeding  and  order  estab- 
lished in  this  House  do  not  admit  of  our  urging 
in  debate  the  conduct  of  the  Senate  of  the 
United  States  as  a  motive  for  deciding  the  opin- 
ion of  this  House.  Why  is  it  out  of  order?  Be- 
cause the  excellence  of  our  constitution  is,  that 
the  Legislature  shall  consist  of  two  Houses, 
each  of  which  shall  act  on  its  own  ideas  of  pro- 
priety. If  it  is  not  proper  to  mention  the  con- 
duct of  the  Senate  in  debate,  it  is  not  proper  to 
suffer  it  to  overthrow  our  opinions.  In  this 
view  I  feel  myself  bound,  with  all  due  defer- 
ence to  the  Senate,  to  examine  this  subject  for 
myself.  I  cannot  but  feel  the  weight  of  that 
vote  ;  but  I  cannot  forget  that  the  bill  respect- 
VoL.  IV.— 11 


ing  the  writ  of  habeas  corpus  was  oace  passed 
in  that  House,  and  rejected  unanimously  in 
this,  without  being  permitted  to  be  read  a 
second  time. 

On  examining  this  bill,  sir,  I  do  not  find  that 
its  various  provisions  appear  to  constitute  one 
whole,  to  conform  with  any  system  of  policy, 
or  to  be  consistent  with  the  principles  of  any 
man  in  this  country.  It  is  certainly  not  the 
course  which  I  would  have  chosen ;  it  is  not 
consistent  with  the  course  marked  out  at  the 
last  session  of  •Congress.  I  was  certainly  not 
in  favor  of  the  embargo ;  I  disapproved  of  that 
system ;  and  when  I  saw  the  non-intercourse 
system,  I  considered  that  as  retaining  the  em- 
bargo principle,  but  not  with  so  much  precision. 
I  consider  this  biU  to  be  receding  from  a  weak 
position.  If  the  embargo  was  a  decisive  meas- 
ure, it  ought  to  have  been  taken  more  com- 
pletely at  the  outset  than  it  was.  But  it  failed. 
The  non-intercourse  was  abandoning  one  part 
and  retaining  another  of  the  system.  This  bUl 
was  abandoning  a  part  of  the  non-intercourse 
system  and  retaining  a  part.  When  I  look  at  it, 
I  see  nothing  in  it  at  which  any  portion  of 
American  citizens  can  rejoice  or  be  pro'id  of; 
nothing  of  a  firm,  dignified,  matured,  sound, 
consistent  policy,  to  be  maintained  on  general 
principles  against  all  the  world.  Am  I  then 
required  to  vote  for  a  measure  of  this  kind  ?  If, 
with  my  friend  from  Massachusetts  (Mr.QuiNCT) 
I  could  suppose  that  voting  for  a  system  which 
I  did  not  like, would  destroy  it,  I  should  vote 
for  it.  For,  if  I  understand  him,  he  dislikes  the 
whole,  and  therefore  wDl  vote  for  this  part  of 
it.  The  whole  would  die  at  the  end  of  this 
session ;  but  to  show  his  anxiety  for  its  death 
he  must  keep  it  ahve  till  the  next  session  of 
Congress.  I  was  very  much  pleased  with  & 
great  part  of  his  remarks;  I  approbated  his 
premises,  but  his  conclusions  appeared  to  be  ■ 
directly  the  reverse  of  the  proper  result.  _  But  as 
he  is  a  gentleman  of  strong  powers  of  mind,  he 
may  weU  be  able  to  draw  a  conclusion  which  I 
cannot. 

Gentlemen  have  alluded  to  the  declarations 
of  the  Emperor  of  France  in  relation  to  his 
decrees.  When  Bonaparte  talks  of  the  freedom 
of  the  seas,  does  he  mean  the  same  idea  which 
we  sittach  to  these  words  when  we  use  them  ? 
When  he  talks  of  the  principles  of  maritime 
law,  does  he  mean  the  same  as  we  ?  On  the 
subject  of  maritime  law,  has  he  not  stated 
things  which  before  were  unheard  of?  Cer- 
tainly, sir.  On  the  contrary,  I  have  always  nn- 
derstood  the  claims  of  the  United  States  as  a 
neutral  nation  to  be,  not  to  assert  new  preten- 
sions, but  to  assert  such  claims  as  they  may 
think  reasonable  with  respect  to  principle,  and 
such  as  have  been  formerly  admitted  in  prac- 
tice. 

With  respect  to  the  bill  before  you,  there  has 
been  one  argument  used,  and  an  imposing  one 
certainly,  provided  that  it  appeared  completely 
founded  in  fact.  It  is  said  this  bill  is  considered 
as  comporting  with  the  views  of  the  Executive 
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Government  of  the  country ;  and  that  the  Ex- 
ecutive has  acted  so  well  in  conducting  the  pre- 
liminary arrangement  for  removing  certain  ob- 
stacles to  negotiation,  that  on  the  whole  we 
ought  to  assist  his  administration.  On  this  sub- 
ject, sir,  I  have  to  observe  that  we  are  utterly 
without  official  evidence  on  this  point.  We 
have  no  evidence  whatever,  of  an  official  nature, 
that  this  bill  comports  with  the  Executive  views. 
If  we  have,  it  is  to  me  unknown.  We  have 
not,  during  the  present  session,  had  any  report 
in  detail  from  the  Committee  of  Foreign  Rela- 
tions. If  that  committee  had  made  -a  report, 
stating  facts  and  reasoning  as  the  basis  of  the 
bill,  I  might  consider  that  committee  as  having 
consulted  the  Executive  of  the  country,  and  as 
having  adopted  its  disposition  as  the  basis  of  its 
proceedings.  But,  as  we  have  no  such  thing, 
are  we  to  suppose  that  there  are  certain  gentle- 
men in  the  House  who  are  organs  of  communi- 
cation of  the  Executive  wishes  ?  Have  we  any 
other  evidence  of  the  disposition  of  the  Execu- 
tive in  relation  to  this  bill  than  that  certain  gentle- 
men are  in  favor  of  it?  Ii^  on  this  subject,  the 
opinion  of  the  Executive  should  properly  de- 
cide our  judgment,  ought  we  not  to  have  had 
some  official  exposition  of  the  views  of  the 
Government  ?  As  we  have  no  such  information, 
we  are  to  examine  whether  this  bill  comports 
with  the  arrangement  made  with  Great  Britain. 
But,  as  to  that,  I  beg  leave  to  be  deemed  as  not 
considering  myself  pledged  by  that  arrangement 
merely.  As  to  myself,  as  an  American,  I  am 
by  no  means  gratified  that  we  should  contend 
with  one  nation  because  another  does  us  justice. 
A  stipulation  of  that  kind  I  should  consider  as 
degrading  to  my  country. 

In  my  remarks  therefore,  I  disclaim  owing  any 
thing  for  any  boon  which  Great  Britain  may 
have  given  us,  because  I  do  not  consider  it  as  a 
boon  that  they  have  ceased  to  injure  us.  But 
in  the  face  of  the  world  such  declarations  have 
been  formally  made  by  the  Congress  of  the 
United  States.  The  fact  is  known  to  ourselves, 
to  our  countrymen,  to  such  portions  of  the 
foreign  world  as  may  take  an  interest  in  our 
concerns.  And  in  comparing  this  bill  with 
those  declarations,  wiU  it  be  possible  to  conceive 
that  we  are  consistent  ?  When  you  had  differ- 
ences with  both  the  belligerents,  what  was  your 
language?  You  talked  as  though  you  would 
throw  the  gauntlet  to  the  globe,  as  though  you. 
would  stretch  out  your  arm  and  smite  the  world. 
When  an  adjustment  is  made  with  one  of  those 
powers,  what  is  your  language?  EeaUy,  sir, 
the  difficulty  under  which  the  Government  for- 
merly labored  was  said  to  be  this:  that  if  we  went 
to  war  with  both  nations. — [Mr.  D.  quoted  a  part 
of  the  report  of  the  Committee  of  Foreign  Eela- 
tions  of  last  session  on  this  subject.]  I  consider 
this  part  of  the  report,  said  he,  as  proceeding 
upon  assumptions  which  are  erroneous,  and 
founded  upon  grounds  untenable  and  inaccurate. 
But  as  to  this  report,  which  appeared  to  receive 
the  approbation  of  a  majority  of  the  members  of 
the  House,  it  seems  to  be  clear  from  it,  that  were 


it  not  that  you  were  so  equally  wronged  by  both 
belligerents,  and  that  both  persisted,  you  cer- 
tainly would  have  engaged  in  war  with  one ; 
but  that,  as  a  treble  war  was  rather  a  difficult 
plan,  it  was  best  to  continue  the  restrictive 
system. 

What  is  the  declaration  made  to  the  British 
Minister  at  this  place,  by  our  Secretary  of  State, 
on  this  subject?  Is  it  pretended  to  enter  into 
any  stipulations  with  Great  Britain  as  to  our 
conduct  ?  No,  sir ;  it  is  that  our  measures  are 
adopted  on  the  principle  that  the  Government 
would  assert  the  rights  of  our  country  against 
any  power  on  the  globe,  without  any  reference 
to  pledges.  On  this  point  I  would  call  the  at- 
tention of  the  House  to  a  sentence  which  is  the 
most  extraordinary  surely  that  ever  was  put  to- 
gether. And,  unless  it  be  a  dash  of  the  pen, 
like  that  of  the  brush  of  the  painter  who  painted 
at  one  dash  a  perfect  horse,  it  must  have  been 
the  elaborate  labor  of  twenty-four  hours;  in 
either  case  not  detracting  from  the  skUl  of  the 
author  of  it.  The  sentence  is  as  follows :  "  As 
it  appears  at  the  same  time,  that,  in  making  thia 
offer.  His  Britannic  Majesty  derives  a  motive 
from  the  equality,  now  existing,  in  the  relations 
of  the  United  States,  with  the  two  beUigerent 
powers,  the  President  owes  it  to  the  occasion, 
and  to  himself,  to  let  it  be  understood,  that  this 
equality  is  a  result,  incident  to  a  state  of  things, 
growing  out  of  distinct  considerations."  If  any 
mortal,  from  the  depth  of  his  knowledge,  can 
specifically  tell  what  this  means,  he  may  pass 
for  an  oracle.  It  proceeds  upon  this  idea :  that 
in  making  our  arrangements  at  the  last  session 
we  did  not  mean,  as  respects  saying  that  what- 
ever nation  insulted  us  we  would  resent  it,  to 
please  Great  Britain  alone,  but  equally  to  please 
any  other  nation  whatever.  If  the  saying  this 
was  an  annunciation  by  our  Government  to  the 
British  Government,  that  in  making  this  ar- 
rangement we  are  not  making  any  stipulation  in 
respect  to  France,  but  you  and  the  world  may 
know  that  whoever  invades  our  rights  shall 
meet  with  resistance,  adequate  to  the  crisis,  if 
the  Government  can  find  means  to  accomplish 
it.  If  the  paragraph  be  thus  considered,  we 
may  respect  the  declaration  itself,  and  admire 
the  skill  with  which  it  is  so  worded  as  to  con- 
vey nothing  offensive  in  the  expression.  In  this 
view,  T  am  willing  to  admit  it,  because  it  con- 
duces to  the  reputation  of  the  Government  and 
of  the  Secretary  of  State,  who  in  this  business 
appears  to  have  conducted  with  the  frankness 
of  a  man  of  talents,  and  the  manner  of  a  prac- 
tical man  of  sense.  I  consider  this  biU  as  not 
corresponding  with  the  resolutions  of  last  ses- 
sion, as  not  corresponding  with  the  general  senti- 
ment in  regard  to  the  non-intercourse  law  when 
it  passed ;  nor  with  the  general  sentiment  fairly 
to  be  collected  from  the  correspondence  of  our 
officers  with  the  British  Minister. 

If  it  be  asked,  what  other  system  would  be 
proper,  I  acknowledge  it  to  be  a  question -of 
difficulty.  But,  for  myself,  I  think  I  would  say 
that  I  would  prefer  an  armed  neutrality  ;  not 
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such  a  one  as  distingnished  the  confederacy  in 
the  Baltic,  not  one  to  assert  new  pretensions ; 
hut  one  temperate  in  its  claims,  specific  in  its 
object.  And  I  conld  really  wish  that  in  the 
present  state  of  the  world  we  shonld  turn  our 
attention  to  a  system  of  policy  which  shall  he 
founded  on  general  principles,  and  at  least  say 
what  are  the  rights  which  as  neutrals  we  claim, 
and  what  the  pretensions  to  which  as  neutrals 
we  will  submit;  and  if  our  legislation  were  of 
that  character,  we  never  should  be  embarrassed 
as  we  are.  We  pass  a  law  that  if  edicts  of  the 
belligerents  be  revoked  or  modified,  trade  shall 
be  renewed.  Now,  the  edicts  then  in  existence 
might  be  revoked,  and  others  substituted,  and 
the  law  would  be  complied  with.  The  whole 
%ystem  has  been  constituted  too  much  in  refer- 
ence to  particular  cases. 

But  I  have  one  further  objection  to  this  biU, 
viz :  that  by  it  you  do  permit  trade  with  French 
trading  vessels,  thus.  There  is  no  prohibition 
to  the  furnishing  supplies  to  French  vessels. 
The  French  vessels,  going  to  sea,  go  armed  and 
under  the  authority  of  their  Government ;  and 
coming  into  the  ports  of  this  country  may  be 
supplied  with  any  thing  they  wish  without  an 
infraction  of  the  letter  of  the  law.  Let  any 
public  armed  vessel  come  into  the  waters  of 
the  United  States,  and  they  may  purchase  what- 
ever they  please.  There  is  no  law  to  prohibit 
it,  nor  any  authority  placed  in  the  Government 
of  the  United  States  to  prevent  them  from  pur- 
chasing. The  state  of  the  case  now  is,  that 
your  vessels  shall  not  be  cleared  out  to  carry 
any  thing  to  France,  but  your  boats  and  every 
thing  that  sails  may  be  employed  to  carry  pro- 
visions to  French  armed  ships  in  your  harbors, 
and  they  may  be  completely  loaded.  If  this  be 
the  intention  of  gentlemen,  I  have  nothing 
further  to  say ;  if  it  be  not  their  intention,  they 
will  have  in  this  case,  as  they  have  had  in 
others,  a  very  great  experience  of  the  disadvan- 
tages of  undertaking  to  chop  up  law. 

From  these  general  views  of  the  subject,  sir, 
I  am  opposed  to  the  passage  of  the  law. 

Messrs.  Pitkdt  and  Qumoy  stated  their  rea- 
sons for  voting  against  the  bUl. 

And  on  the  question,  "Shall  the  bill  pass? 
it  was  decided  in  the  aflarmative— yeas  72,  nays 
15,  as  follows: 

Teas.— Lemuel  J.  Alston,  Willis  Alston,  jr.,  Wil- 
liam Anderson,  Ezekiel  Bacon,  Wiffiam  W.  Bibb, 
Adam  Boyd,  John  Brown,  Kobert  Brown,  William 
A.  Bnrwell,  Joseph  Calhomi,  John  Campbell,  Howell 
Cobb  James  Cochran,  Orchard  Cook,  James  Cox, 
Richard  Cutts,  John  Dawson,  Joseph  Desha,  James 
Emott,  J.  W.  Eppes,  WilUam  Findlay,  Jonathan 
Fisk  Gideon  Gardner,  Thomas  Gholson,  jr.,  Peterson 
Goodwyn,  Thomas  R.  Gold,  Daniel  Heister,  William 
Helms  Jacob  Hufty,  Robert  JenHns,  Richard  M. 
Johnson,  Wiffiam  Kennedy,  Herman  Knickerbacker, 
Robert  Le  Roy  Livingston,  John  Love  Matthew 
Lvbn  Aaron  Lyle,  Robert  Marion,  Tmcent  Matthews, 
Samuel  McKee,  William  Milnor,  John  Montgomery, 
Nicholas  R.  Moore,  Thomas  Newton,  Joseph  Pearson, 
johu  Porter,  Peter  B.  Porter,  Josiah  Qrancy,  John 


Rea,  of  Pennsylvania,  John  Rhea  of  Tennessee,  Mat- 
thias Richards,  John  Roane,  Ebenezer  Sage,  Thomas 
Sammons,  Daniel  Shefiey,  John  Smilie,  George 
Smith,  Samnel  Smith,  Henry  Southard,  John  Stan- 
ley, James  Stephenson,  Jacob  Swoope,  John  Thomp- 
son, TJri  Tracy,  Nicholas  Van  Dyke,  Archibald  Van 
Home,  Robert  Weakley,  Laban  Wheaton,  Robert 
Whitehill,  Ezekiel  Whitman,  Robert  Witherspoon, 
and  Richard  Wynn. 

Nats. — Daniel  Blaisdell,  John  C.  ChamberlMn,  S. 
W.  Dana,  John  Davenport,  jr.,  William  Ely,  William 
Hale,  Nathaniel  1L  Haven,  James  Holland,  Jonathan 
H.  Hnbbard,  Edward  St.  Loe  Livermore,  Nathaniel 
Macon,  Timothy  Pitkin,  jr.,  John  Ross,  Richard  Stan- 
ford, and  John  Taylor. 

Absent,  54  members. 


Wednbsdat,  June  28.  , 
Emigrants  from  Ouba. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  Maeion,  the  House  resolv- 
ed itself  into  a  Committee  of  the  "Whole  on  the 
bill  for  the  remission  of  certain  fines  and  penal- 
ties. 

[This  biU  provides  for  the  remission  of  penal- 
ties incurrred  by  the  captains  and  owners  of 
vessels  which  have  been  compelled  to  take  on 
board  emigrants  from  Cuba,  with  their  slaves, 
the  landing  of  the  latter  in  the  United  States 
having,  under  present  laws,  forfeited  the  ves- 
sels and  cargoes  and  fined  the  persons  con- 
cerned.] 

Mr.  Mabion  observed  that  he  had,  a  day  or 
two  ago,  presented  petitions  from  persons  bring- 
ing in  slaves,  amongst  which  were  some  docu- 
ments, one  of  which  was  the  opinion  of  the 
district  court  of  South  Carolma,  by  which  it 
appeared  that,  if  the  bill  passed  in  the  present 
shape,  no  relief  would  be  afforded  by  it;  for,  it 
had  not  appeared  on  the  trial  that  the  alames  were 
forcibly  expelled  from  the  island,  though  the 
owners  were.  He  therefore  moved  an  amend- 
ment to  include  slaves  owned  by  persons  who 
were  expelled  the  island. — Motion  agreed  to 
without  opposition. 

Mr.  M.  then  moved  to  add  a  proviso :  -^And 
provided,  also,  that  such  slaves  shall  have  been 
brought  in  at  the  same  time  as  their  owners, 
respectively." — ^Agreed  to. 

Mr.  Boss  observed  that  a  former  act  on  the 
subject  of  the  importation  of  slaves  said,  that 
it  should  not  be  lawful  to  bring  into  the  United 
States  any  negro,  mulatto,  or  person  of  color, 
-with  intention  to  sell  the  same  or  hold  them  as 
slaves.  The  present  case  appeared  to  him  to  be 
one  in  direct  violation  of  that  law.  Under  the 
act  of  1807,  it  had  become  the  duty  of  the  court 
to  examine  whether  it  was  the  intention  of  the 
parties  to  infringe  or  violate  the  laws.  After  a 
fair  examination  by  a  court,  under  a  desire  to 
relieve  those  interested,  and  a  failure  of  every 
attempt  to  show  that  they  were  compelled  to 
take  on  board  these  slaves,  was  the  House  about 
to  sit  in  judgment  and  reverse  the  decision? 
Mr.  B.  said  that  provision  was  abo  made  in  the 
bill  as  to  slaves  that  may  hereafter  arrive  in  the 
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United  States,  giving  a  power  to  the  President 
of  the  United  States,  at  his  discretion,  to  set 
aside  the  law.  What  reason  could  there  be  for 
enacting  this  law,  if  the  principles  of  the  law  of 
1807  were  correct?  If  it  was  intended,  by  a 
side  blow,  to  repeal  that  law,  he  had  rather  see 
it  done  at  once ;  and  not,  whilst  in  appearance 
we  had  such  a  law,  to  give  the  President  a  dis- 
pensing power  over  it.  It  was  said  that  the 
persons  concerned  in  bringing  them  in  were 
distressed.  How  distressed?  Only  because 
they  could  not  prove  they  were  compelled  to 
bring  them  into  the  country.  Mr.  R.  said  he 
did  not  wish  to  irritate  the  feelings  of  gentle- 
men from  any  portion  of  the  Union,  but  he  was 
sorry  to  see  a  bill  introduced  to  unsettle  what 
he  conceived  to  be  a  valuable  provision,  enacted 
some  sessions  ago. 

Mr.  Newton  said  he  felt  as  much  repugnance 
as  the  gentleman  from  Pennsylvania  to  touch 
that  law ;  but,  if  the  gentleman  would  consider 
•  that  this  was  a  case  of  a  peculiar  nature,  at- 
tended with  singular  circumstances,  he  would 
withdraw  his  objection.  And  he  verily  believ- 
ed, that  had  the  Legislature  foreseen  what  had 
taken  place,  they  would  certainly  have  inserted 
a  provision  to  meet  the  case  which  had  occurred. 
Let  it  be  recollected,  said  he,  that  the  unfortu- 
nate Frenchmen  driven  on  our  coast,  were  some 
time  ago  driven  from  St.  Domingo,  and  were 
obliged  to  take  shelter  at  Cuba.  Since  the  com- 
mencement of  the  war  in  Spain,  Cuba  has 
almost  witnessed  the  same  scenes  as  St.  Do- 
mingo. These  people  were  forced  to  leave 
the  island  in  distress,  and  take  what  portion  of 
property  they  could  collect.  They  could  not 
go  to  France,  because  no  vessels  of  that  coun- 
try were  permitted  to  touch  at  the  island  of 
Cuba,  neither  could  they  go  to  the  French 
islands  in  the  West  Indies.  There  was  no 
country  open  to  them  but  America.  The 
American  captains,  then,  were  forced  to  take 
the  French  on  board,  and  "with  them,  a  few 
body  servants;  and,  under  the  former  law, 
these  vessels  are  seized,  and  liable  to  forfeiture, 
our  merchants  to  suffer  the  loss  of  vessel  and 
cargo,  and  the  poor  emigrants  to  lose  all  their 
little  property.  Let  it  be  recollected  that  the 
law  of  1807  does  not  interfere  with  the  State 
rights  on  the  subject.  This  bill  only  goes  so  far 
as  to  remit  all  fines  and  penalties  incurred  by 
the  captains  of  vessels,  and  release  the  property 
vsrhich  would  otherwise  be  condemned,  and  re- 
lieve the  perfectly  innocent  merchants  who 
would  otherwise  suffer.  Let  us  say  to  these 
unfortunates,  as  Dido  to  JSneas,  when  he  was 
exiled  from  Troy:  "  I  have  suffered  misfortune 
myself,  and  therefore  know  how  to  extend  the 
hand  of  relief  to  others." 

Mr.  Maeiost  said  that  if  the  gentleman  from 
Pennsylvania  (Mr.  Boss)  thought  that  he  had  a 
wish  or  intention  to  increase  the  number  of 
slaves,  he  was  much  mistaken.  The  laws  of 
South  Carolina  prohibited  the  bringing  these 
slaves,  or  any  other,  into  the  State ;  yet  they 
had  been  brought  there,  and  the  persons  bring- 


ing them  there  must  give  security  that  they 
would  have  them  carried  out  of  the  State. 
Now,  by  the  non-intercourse  law,  the  State  was 
prevented  from  sending  them  away ;  they 
would,  of  course,  remain  here  till  the  law  per- 
mitted them  to  be  sent  off,  for  they  could  go 
nowhere  but  to  France  and  her  dependencies, 
France  being  at  war  with  all  the  rest  of  the 
world.  Mr.  M.  said  that  there  were  several  cap- 
tains now  in  jail  under  sentence  of  court  for  hav- 
ing brought  those  people  into  the  country ;  he 
submitted  to  the  House  whether,  under  the  cir- 
cumstances of  the  case,  the  captains  had  not  good 
reason  to  suppose  that  they  would  not  be  sub- 
ject to  the  penalty  of  the  law.  The  law  pro- 
hibiting the  importation  of  slaves  was  of  a 
highly  penal  nature,  and  different  from  all 
other  laws  of  that  nature,  having  no  clause  in 
it  giving  a  power  of  remission  of  penalties  ;  and 
this  bill  was  guarded  in  such  a  manner  that  no 
evil  could  arise. 

Mr.  Macon  said  it  was  certainly  true  that  the 
Southern  country  wanted  no  more  slaves.  The 
sole  object  of  the  bill  was  to  get  them  away. 
However  desirous  the  people  might  be  to  hold 
that  property,  there  could  be  no  fear  of  their 
wanting  them  from  the  West  Indies. 

Mr.  MoNTGOMEET  Said  it  was  peculiarly  neces- 
sary to  pass  this  biU  to  get  rid  of  the  immense 
number  of  slaves  brought  into  New  Orleans ; 
for  every  one  must  know  that  they  were  not 
wanted  there.  They  were  too  numerous  to 
continue  there,  and  this  bill  was  intended  to 
make  provision  for  their  exportation. 

Mr.  Nbwton  produced  a  letter  from  the  col- 
lector of  New  Orleans  on  this  subject. 

Mr.  Tatloe  said  it  never  could  have  been 
the  intention  or  spirit  of  the  law  of  1807  to  in- 
crease our  population  in  free  blacks.  It  vras 
not  to  set  free  the  people  of  this  description 
that  the  law  had  been  passed,  but  to  prevent 
them  from  being  brought  here  at  all.  For  even 
in  Pennsylvania  he  had  no  doubt  the  gentleman 
would  be  content  to  have  no  further  population 
of  this  sort.  Mr.  T.  said  that  he  knew  that  in 
the  Southern  States  there  was  an  extreme  aver- 
sion to  receiving  an  additional  free  black  popu- 
lation. The  intent  of  this  bill,  so  far  from 
being  in  hostility  to  the  law  quoted  by  the 
gentleman  from  Pennsylvania,  was  in  further- 
ance of  it.  It  was  to  remove  them  out  of  the 
country. 

Mr.  Ross  said  that  it  was  strange  that  the 
Hduse  should  have  a  biU  before  it  contemplat- 
ing the  removal  of  a  certain  description  of  per- 
sons out  of  the  country,  when  nothing  of  the 
kind  a,ppeared  on  the  face  of  it.  If  that  was  its 
intention,  there  should  be  a  condition  that  the 
persons  bringing  in  these  slaves  should  carry 
them  out  again. 

Mr.  Newton  observed  that  unless  this  law 
passed,  the  inevitable  consequence  must  be  that 
the  negroes  must '  rema,in  here.  He  did  iiot 
want  them,  they  brought  principles  which  it 
was  known  would  not  promote  our  interest  or 
happiness. 
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The  committee  tlien  rose  and  reported  the  bill. 

Mr.  Newton  moved  a  new  section  for  the  re- 
lief of  Foster  and  Girard,  of  New  York,  whose 
ship  had  been  forfeited  under  the  law  prohibit- 
ing the  importation  of  slaves. — ^Agreed  to. 

And  the  bill  was  ordered  to  a  third  reading, 
and  subsequently  passed  without  opposition. 

Eeening  Session. 
Mr.  EooT  reported  that  the  committee  had 


waited  on  the  President  according  to  order,  who 
was  pleased  to  say  that  he  had  no  further  com- 
munications to  make. 

About  nine  o'clock,  all  the  bills  having  been 
enrolled  and  signed,  a  motion  was  made  to  ad- 
journ, and  carried;  and  the  Spkakee,  after 
wishing  the  members  of  the  House  a  pleasant 
journey  home,  and  a  happy  meeting  with  their 
friends,  adjourned  the  House  to  the  fourth  Mon- 
day in  November  next. 
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ELEVENTH  CONGRESS -SECOND  SESSION. 


BEGUN   AT   THE  CITY  OF  WASHINGTON,   NOVEMBER  27,   1809. 


PEOCEEDINGS  EST  THE  SENATE. 


Monday,  November  27, 1809. 
Conformably  to  the  act  passed  at  the  last  ses- 
sion, entitled  "  An  act  to  fix  the  time  for  the 
next  meeting  of  Congress,"  the  second  session 
of  the  eleventh  Congress  commenced  this  day ; 
and  the  Senate  assembled,  in  their  Chamber,  at 
the  city  of  Washington. 

PBKSENT  : 

Nicholas  Gilman,  from  New  Hampshire. 

Tmotht  Piokbeing,  from  Massachusetts. 

Chaitncet  Goodeioh,  from  Connecticut. 

Stephen  E.  Beadley  and  Jonathan  Kobin- 
SON,  from  Vermont. 

John  Lambeet,  from  New  Jersey. 

Ajstdeew  Geeoo  and  Michael  Lbib,  from 
Pennsylvania. 

William  B.  Giles,  from  Virginia. 

James  Tuenbe,  from  North  Carolina. 

Thomas  Sumtee  and  John  Gaillaed,  from 
South  Carolina. 

BiroKNBE  Theuston  and  John  Pope,  from 
Kentucky. 

Eetuen  Jonathan  Meigs  and  Stanley  Geis- 
wold,  from  Ohio. 

The  number  of  Senators  present  not  being 
sufficient  to  constitute  a  quorum,  the  Senate 
adjourned  to  11  o'clock  to-morrow  morning. 

Tuesday,  November  28. 

The  Senate  assembled— present  as  yesterday ; 
and  Obadiah  Geeman,  from  the  State  of  New 
York;  Jakes  Hillhousb,  from  the  State  of 
Connecticut ;  Elisha  Mathewson,  from  the 
State  of  Ehode  Island ;  and  Nahtjm  Paekee, 
from  the  State  of  New  Hampshire,  severally 
attended. 

Andrew  Geegg,  President  pro  tempore,  re- 
sumed the  chair. 

The  President  communicated  a  letter  from 
the  Surveyor  of  the  Public  Buildings,  stating 
the  difficulties  that  have  prevented  the  entire 
completion  of  the  permanent  Senate  Chamber ; 
which  letter  was  read. 


Ordered,  That  the  Secretary  acquaint  the 
House  of  Eepresentatives  that  a  quorum  of  the 
Senate  is  assembled,  and  ready  to  attend  to  bus- 
iness. 

Ordered,  That  Messrs.  Gilman  and  Gaillaed 
he  a  committee  on  the  part  of  the  Senate,  to- 
gether with  such  committee  as  may  be  appoint- 
ed by  the  House  of  Eepresentatives  on  their 
part,  to  wait  on  the  President  of  the  United 
States,  and  notify  him  that  a  quorum  of  the  two 
Houses  is  assembled,  and  ready  to  receive  any 
communications  that  he  may  be  pleased  to  make 
to  them. 

Ordered,  That  the  Secretary  acquaint  the 
House  of  Eepresentatives  therewith. 

A  message  from  the  House  of  Eepresentatives 
informed  the  Senate  that  the  House  have  ap- 
pointed a  committee,  on  their  part,  jointly  with 
such  committee  as  may  be  appointed  on  the 
part  of  the  Senate,  to  wait  on  the  President  of 
the  United  States,  and  notify  him  that  a  quorum 
of  the  two  Houses  is  assembled,  and  ready  to 
receive  any  communications  that  he  may  be 
pleased  to  make  to  them. 

Reaohed,  That  James  Mathers,  Sergeant-at- 
Arms  and  Doorkeeper  to  the  Senate,  be,  and  he 
is  hereby,  authorized  fo  employ  one  assistant 
and  two  horses,  for  the  purpose  of  performing 
such  services  as  are  usually  required  by  the 
Doorkeeper  to  the  Senate ;  and  that  the  sum  of 
twenty-eight  dollars  be  allowed  him  weekly  for 
that  purpose,  to  commence  with,  and  remain 
during  the  session,  and  for  twenty  days  after. 

Mr.  Gilman  reported,  from  the  joint  com- 
mittee, that  they  had  waited  on  the  President 
of  the  United  States,  agreeably  to  order,  and 
that  the  President  of  the  United  States  informed 
the  committee  that  he  would  make  a  communi- 
cation to  the  two  Houses  to-morrow,  at  12 
o'clock. 


Wednesday,  November  29. 
James  Lloyd,  from  the  State  of  Massachu- 
setts, attended. 
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President's  Message. 

The  following  Message  was  received  from  tlie 
Peesident  op  the  United  States: 
Fellow-citizens  of  the  Senate,  and 

of  the  House  of  Representatives : 

At  the  period  of  our  last  meeting,  I  had  the  satis- 
faction of  communicating  an  adjustment  with  one  of 
the  principal  helligerent  nations,  highly  important  in 
itself,  and  stUl  more  so,  as  presaging  a  more  extended 
accommodation.  It  is  with  deep  concern  I  am  now 
to  inform  you,  that  the  favorable  prospect  has  been 
overclouded  by  a  refusal  of  the  British  Government 
to  abide  by  the  act  of  its  Minister  Plenipotentiary, 
and  by  its  ensuing  policy  towards  the  United  States, 
as  seen  through  the  communications  of  the  Minister 
sent  to  replace  him. 

Whatever  pleas  may  be  urged  for  a  disavowal  of 
engagements  formed  by  diplomatic  functionaries,  in 
cases  where,  by  the  terms  of  the  engagements,  a 
mutual  ratification  is  reserved ;  or  where  notice  at 
the  time  may  have  been  given  of  a  departure  from 
instructions;  or,  in  extraordinary  cases,  essentially 
violating  the  principles  of  equity ;  a  disavowal  could 
not  have  been  apprehended  in  a  case  where  no  such 
notice  or  violation  existed ;  where  no  such  ratifica- 
tion was  reserved ;  and,  more  especially,  where,  as  is 
now  in  proof,  an  engagement,  to  be  executed,  with- 
out any  such  ratification,  was  contemplated  by  the 
instructions  given,  and  where  it  had,  with  good  faith, 
been  carried  into  immediate  execution  on  the  part  of 
the  United  States. 

These  considerations  not  having  restrained  the  Brit- 
ish Government  from  disavowing  the  arrangement, 
by  virtue  of  which  its  orders  in  council  were  to  be 
revoked,  and  the  event  authorizing  the  renewal  of 
commercial  intercourse  having  thus  not  taken  place, 
it  necessarily  became  a  question  of  equal  urgency 
and'  importance,  whether  the  act  prohibiting  that 
intercourse  was  not  to  be  considered  as  remaining  in 
legal  force.  This  question  being,  after  due  dellbera^ 
tion,  determined  in  the  affirmative,  a  proclamation 
to  that  effect  was  issued.  It  could  not  but  happen, 
however,  that  a  return  to  this  state  of  things,  from 
that  which  had  followed  an  execution  of  the  arrange- 
ment by  the  United  States,  would  involve  difficulties. 
With  a  view  to  diminish  these  as  much  as  possible, 
the  instructions  from  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury, 
now  laid  before  you,  were  transmitted  to  the  collect- 
ors of  the  several  ports.  If,  in  permitting  British 
vessels  to  depart  without  giving  bonds  not  to  proceed 
to  their  own  ports,  it  should  appear  that  the  tenor  of 
legal  authority  has  not  been  strictly  pursued,  it  is  to 
be  ascribed  to  the  anxious  desire  which  was  felt, 
that  no  individuals  should  be  injured  by  so  unfore- 
seen an  occurrence :  and  I  rely  on  the  regard  of  Con- 
gress for  the  equitable  interests  of  our  own  citizens, 
to  adopt  whatever  further  provisions  may  be  found 
requisite  for  a  general  remission  of  penalties  involun- 
tarily incurred. 

The  recall  of  the  disavowed  Minister  having  been 
followed  by  the  appointment  of  a  successor,  hopes 
were  indulged  that  the  new  mission  would  contribute 
to  alleviate  the  disappointment  which  had  been  pro- 
duced, and  to  remove  the  causes  which  had  so  long 
embarrassed  the  good  understanding  of  the  two  na- 
tions. It  could  not  be  doubted  that  it  would  at  least 
be  charged  with  conciliatory  explanations  of  the  step 
which  had  been  taken,  and  with  proposals  to  be  sub- 
stituted for  the  rejected  arrangement.  Reasonable 
and  universal  as  this  expectation  was,  it  also  has  not 


been  fulfilled.  From  the  first  official  disclosures  of 
the  new  Minister,  it  was  found  that  he  had  received 
no  authority  to  enter  into  explanations  relative  to 
either  branch  of  the  arrangement  disavowed,  nor 
any  authority  to  substitute  proposals,  as  to  that 
branch  which  concerned  the  British  orders  in  coun- 
cil. And,  finally,  that  his  proposals  with  respect  to 
the  other  branch,  the  attack  on  the  frigate  Ches!^ 
peake,  were  founded  on  a  presumption,  repeatedly 
declared  to  be  inadmissible  by  the  United  States, 
that  the  first  step  towards  adjustment  was  due  from 
them ;  the  proposals,  at  the  same  time,  omitting 
even  a  referenc^to  the  officer  answerable  for  the 
murderous  aggression,  and  asserting  a  claim  not  less 
contrary  to  the  British  laws  and  British  practice, 
than  to  the  principles  and  obligations  of  the  United 
States. 

The  correspondence  between  the  Department  of 
State  and  this  Minister  will  show  how  unessentially 
the  features  presented  in  its  commencement  have 
been  varied  in  its  progress.  It  will  show,  also,  that, 
forgetting  the  respect  due  to  all  governments,  he  did 
not  refrain  from  imputations  on  this,  which  required 
that  no  fiarther  communications  should  be  received 
from  him.  The  necessity  of  this  step  will  be  made 
known  to  His  Britannic  Majesty,  through  the  Minis- 
ter Plenipotentiary  of  the  United  States  in  London. 
And  it  would  indicate  a  want  of  the  confidence  due 
to  a  Government  which  so  well  understands  and  ex- 
acts what  becomes  foreign  Ministers  near  it,  not  to 
infer  th.it  the  misconduct  of  its  own  Representative 
will  be  viewed  in  the  same  light  in  which  it  has 
been  regarded  here.  The  British  Government  will 
learn,  at  the  same  time,  that  a  ready  attention  will 
be  given  to  communications,  through  any  channel 
which  may  be  substituted.  It  will  he  happy,  if  the 
change  in  this  respect  should  be  accompanied  by  a 
favorable  revision  of  the  unfriendly  policy  which 
has  been  so  long  pursued  towards  the  United  States. 

With  France,  the  other  belligerent,  whose  tres- 
passes on  our  commercial  rights  have  long  been  the 
subject  of  our  just  remonstrances,  the  posture  of  our 
relations  does  not  correspond  with  the  measures 
taken  on  the  part  of  the  United  States  to  effect  a  fa- 
vorable change.  The  result  of  the  several  commu- 
nications made  to  her  Government,  in  pursuance  of 
the  authorities  vested  by  Congress  in  the  Executive, 
is  contained  in  the  correspondence  of  our  Minister  at 
Paris,  now  laid  before  you. 

By  some  of  the  other  belligerents,  although  pro- 
fessing just  and  amicable  dispositions,  injuries  ma^ 
terially  affecting  our  commerce  have  not  been  duly 
controlled  or  repressed.  In  these  cases,  the  interposi- 
tions deemed  proper,  on  our  part,  have  not  been 
omitted.  But,  it  well  deserves  the  consideration  of 
the  Legislature,  how  far  both  the  safety  and  the 
honor  of  the  American  flag  may  be  consulted,  by 
adequate  provisions  against  that  collusive  prostitu- 
tion of  it  by  individuals,  unworthy  of  the  American 
name,  which  has  so  much  favored  the  real  or  pre- 
tended suspicions,  under  which  the  honest  commerce 
of  their  fellow-citizens  has  suffered. 

In  relation  to  the  powers  on  the  coast  of  Barhaiy, 
nothing  has  occurred  which  is  not  of  a  nature  rather 
to  inspire  confidence  than  distrust,  as  to  the  continu- 
ance of  the  existing  amity.  With  our  Indian  neigh- 
bors, the  just  and  benevolent  system  continued  to- 
wards them,  has  also  preserved  peace,  and  is  more 
and  more  advancing  habits  favorable  to  their  civili- 
zation and  happiness. 

From  a  statement  which  will  be  made  by  the  Sec- 
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retary  of  War,  it  will  be  seen  that  the  fortifications 
on  our  maritime  frontier  are,  in  many  of  the  ports, 
completed,  affording  the  defence  which  was  contem- 
plated ;  and  that  a  further  time  will  be  required  to 
render  complete  the  works  in  the  harbor  of  New  York, 
and  in  some  other  places.  By  the  enlargement  of 
the  works,  and  the  employment  of  a  greater  number 
of  hands  at  the  public  armories,  the  supply  of  small 
arms,  of  an  improving  quality,  appears  to  be  annually 
increasing,  at  a  rate,  that,  without  those  made  on  pri- 
vate contract,  may  be  expected  to  go  far  towards 
providing  for  the  public  exigency. 

The  act  of  Congress  providing  for  the  equipment 
of  our  vessels  of  war  having  been  fully  carried  into 
execution,  I  refer  to  the  statement  of  the  Secretary 
of  the  Navy  for  the  information  which  may  be  proper 
on  that  subject.  To  that  statement  is  added  a  view 
of  the  transfers  of  appropriations,  authorized  by  the 
act  of  the  session  preceding  the  last,  and  of  the 
grounds  on  which  the  transfers  were  made. 

Whatever  may  be  the  course  of  your  deliberations 
on  the  subject  of  our  military  establishments,  I  should 
fail  in  my  duty  in  not  recommending  to  your  serious 
attention  the  importance  of  giving  to  our  miUtia,  the 
great  bulwark  of  our  security  and  resource  of  our 
power,  an  organization  the  best  adapted  to  eventual 
situations,  for  which  the  United  States  ought  to  be 
prepared.    • 

The  sums  which  had  been  previously  accumulated 
in  the  Treasury,  together  with  the  receipts  during 
the  year  ending  on  the  30th  of  September  last,  and 
amounting  to  more  than  nine  millions  of  dollars, 
have  enabled  us  to  fulfil  all  our  engagements,  and  to 
defray  the  current  expenses  of  our  Government, 
without  recurring  to  any  loan.  But  the  insecurity 
of  our  commerce,  and  the  consequent  diminnation  of 
the  public  revenue,  will  probably  produce  a  defi- 
ciency in  the  receipts  of  the  ensuing  year,  for  which, 
and  for  other  details,  I  refer  to  the  statements  which 
will  be  transmitted  from  the  Treasury. 

In  the  state  which  has  been  presented  of  our 
affairs  with  the  great  parties  to  a  disastrous  and  pro- 
tracted war,  carried  on  in  a  mode  equally  injurious 
and  unjust  to  the  United  States  as  a  neutral  nation, 
the  wisdom  of  the  National  Legislature  will  be  again 
summoned  to  the  important  decision  on  the  alterna- 
tives before  them.  That  these  wiU  be  met  in  a  spirit 
worthy  of  the  councils  of  a  nation  conscious  both  of 
its  rectitude  and  of  its  rights,  and  careful  as  well  of 
its  honor  as  of  its  peace,  I  have  an  entire  confidence. 
And  that  the  result  will  be  stamped  by  a  unanimity 
becoming  the  occasion,  and  be  supported  by  every 
portion  of  our  citizens,  with  a  patriotism  enlightened 
and  invigorated  by  experience,  ought  as  little  to  he 
doubted. 

In  the  midst  of  the  wrongs  and  vexations  experi- 
enced from  external  causes,  there  is  much  room  for 
congratulation  on  the  prosperity  and  happiness  flow- 
ing from  our  situation  at  home.  The  blessing  of 
health  has  never  been  more  universal.  The  fruits 
of  the  seasons,  though  in  particular  articles  and  dis- 
tricts short  of  their  usual  redundancy,  are  more  than 
sufBlcient  for  our  wants  and  our  comforts.  The  face  of 
our  country  every  where  presents  the  evidence  of  laud- 
able enterprise,  of  extensive  capital,  and  of  durable 
improvement.  In  a  cultivation  of  the  materials,  and 
the  extension  of  useful  manufactures,  more  especially 
in  the  general  application  to  household  fabrics,  we 
behold  a  rapid  diminution  of  our  dependence  on 
foreign  supplies.  Nor  is  it  unworthy  of  reflection, 
that  this  revolution  in  our  pursuits  and  habits  is  in 


no  slight  degree  a  consequence  of  those  impolitic 
and  arbitrary  edicts,  by  which  the  contending  na- 
tions, in  endeavoring,  each  of  them,  to  obstruct  our 
trade  with  the  other,  have  so  far  abridged  our  means 
of  procuring  the  productions  and  manufactures  of 
which  our  own  are  now  taking  the  place. 

Recollecting,  always,  that,  for  every  advantage 
which  may  contribute  to  distinguish  our  lot  from 
that  to  which  others  are  doomed  by  the  unhappy 
spirit  of  the  times,  we  are  indebted  to  that  Divine 
Providence  whose  goodness  has  been  so  remarkably 
extended  to  this  rising  nation,  it  becomes  us  to 
cherish  a  devout  gratitude,  and  to  implore,  from  the 
same  Omnipotent  source,  a  blessing  on  the  consulta- 
tions and  measures  about  to  he  undertaken  for  the 
welfare  of  our  beloved  country. 

JAMES  MADISON. 

November  29,  1809. 

The  Message  and  docnments  therein  referred 
to  were  read,  and  five  hundred  copies  of  the 
Message,  and  also  five  hundred  copies  of  the 
Message  together  with  five  hundred  copies  of 
the  documents,  were  ordered  to  be  printed  for 
the  use  of  the  Senate. 
On  motion,  by  Mr.  Goodeich,  i 
Resolved,  ujumimousli/,  That  the  members  of  the 
Senate,  from  a  sincere  desire  of  showing  their  re- 
spect to  the  memory  of  the  Honorable  Samuel  White, 
deceased,  late  a  member  thereof,  wiU  go  into  mourn- 
ing for  one  month,  by  the  usual  mode  of  wearing  a 
crape  round  the  left  arm. 


Thubsdat,  November  30. 

Philip  Eked,  from  the  State  of  Maryland,  at- 
tended. 

John  Condit,  appointed  a  Senator  by  the 
Legislature  of  the  State  of  New  Jersey,  in  the 
place  of  Aaron  Kitchel,  resigned,  produced 
his  credentials,  which  were  read ;  and,  the  oath 
prescribed  by  law  having  been  administered  to 
him,  he  took  his  seat  in  the  Senate. 


Monday,  December  4. 

RioHAED  Bebnt,  from  the  State  of  Virginia, 
and  Welham  H.  Obaweoed,  from  the  State  of 
Georgia,  severally  attended. 

Samuel  Smith,  appointed  a  Senator  by  the 
Legislature  of  the  State  of  Maryland  from  the 
15th  of  November,  1809,  to  the  4th  of  March, 
1815,  produced  his  credentials,  which  were 
read ;  and  the  oath  prescribed  by  law  having 
been  administered  to  him,  he  took  his  seat  in 
the  Senate. 

A  message  from  the  House  of  Representatives 
informed  the  Senate  that  the  House  concur  in 
the  resolution  of  the  Senate  of  the  30th  of  No- 
vember, for  the  appointment  of  Chaplains,  and 
have  appointed  the  Rev.  Jesse  Lee  Chaplain  on 
their  part. 


Thesdat,  December  5. 
The  British  Minister, 
Mr.  Giles,  from  the  committee  appointed  on 
the  first  instant,  reported  in  part  the  following 
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resolution ;  -whicli  wag  read  the  first  time,  and 
passed  to  the  second  reading : 

_  Resolved,,  by  the  Senate  and  House  of  Representa- 
tives of  the  United  States  of  America  in  Congress  as- 
sembled, That  the  expressions  contained  in  the  offi- 
cial letter  of  Francis  James  Jackson,  Minister  Plen- 
ipotentiary of  his  Britannic  Majesty  near  the  United 
States,  dated  the  23d  day  of  October,  1809,  and  ad- 
dressed to  Mr.  Smith,  Secretary  of  State,  conveying 
the  idea,  that  the  Executive  Government  of  the  Unit- 
ed States  'had  knowledge  that  the  arrano^ement 
lately  made  by  Mr.  Erskine,  his  predecessor,  on  be- 
half of  his  Government,  with  the  Government  of  the 
United  States,  was  entered  into  without  competent 
powers  on  the  part  of  Mr.  Erskine  for  that  purpose, 
were  highly  indecorous  and  insolent ;  that  the  repe- 
tition of  the  same  intimation  in  his  official  letter 
dated  the  4th  of  November,  1809,  after  he  was  ap- 
prised, by  the  asseveration  of  the  Secretary  of  State, 
that  the  Executive  Government  had  no  sucli  knowl- 
edge, and  that  if  it  had  possessed  such  knowledge 
such  arrangement  would  not  have  been  entered  into 
on  the  part  of  the  United  States,  and  after  also  being 
officially  apprised  that  such  intimation  was  inadmis- 
sible, was  still  more  insolent  and  affronting;  and 
that,  in  refusing  to  receive  any  further  communica- 
tions irom  him  in  consequence  of  these  outrageous 
and  premeditated  insults,  the  Executive  Government 
has  manifested  a  just  regard  to  its  own  dignity  and 
honor,  as  well  as  to  the  character  and  interest  of  the 
American  people. 

That  the  letter  signed  Francis  James  Jackson, 
headed  "  Circular,"  dated  the  13th  of  November, 
1809,  and  pubUshed  and  circulated  through  the  coun- 
try, is  a  still  more  direct  and  aggravated  insult  and 
affront  to  the  American  people  and  their  Govern- 
ment, as  it  is  evidently  an  insidious  attempt  to  excite 
their  resentments  and  .distrusts  against  their  own 
Government,  by  appealing  to  them,  through  false  or 
faUacious  disguises,  against  some  of  its  acts ;  and  to 
excite  resentments  and  divisions  amongst  the  people 
themselves,  which  can  only  be  dishonorable  to  their 
own  characters  and  ruinous  to  their  own  interests ; 
and  the  Congress  of  the  United  States  do  hereby  sol- 
emnly pledge  themselves  to  the  American  people  and 
to  the  world  to  stand  by  and  support  the  Executive 
Government  in  its  refusal  to  receive  any  further  com- 
munications from  the  said  Francis  James  Jackson, 
and  to  call  into  action  the  whole  force  of  the  nation 
if  it  should  become  necessary  in  consequence  of  the 
conduct  of  the  Executive  Government  in  this  respect 
to  repel  such  insulcs  and  to  assert  and  maintain  the 
rights,  the  honor,  and  the  interests  of  the  United 
States. 

Privileges  of  Foreign  Ministers. 
Mr.  Giles,  from  the  same  committee,  also  re- 
ported the  following  bill,  which  was  read  and 
passed  to  a  second  reading : 

A  hill  to  prevent  the  abuse  of  the  privileges  and  im- 
munities enjoyed  by  Foreign  Ministers  within  the 
United  States. 

Be  it  enacted,  dc.  That  if  any  foreign  Ambassa^ 
dor,  Minister,  or  other  person,  entitled  to  enjoy  with- 
in the  United  States  the  privileges  and  immunities  of 
a  foreiim  Minister,  shall  have  committed,  or  may 
hereafter  commit,  any  such  act  as  by  the  laws  and 
usages  of  nations  would  justify  the  President  of  the 
Umted  States  in  ordering  such  offending  Ambassador, 
Minister,  or  other  person  as  aforesaid,  out  of  the 


District  of  Columbia,  or  out  of  the  Territories  of  the 
United  States ;  or  in  sending  him  home  to  his  Sover- 
eign, or  to  some  place  or  territory  within  his  Sover- 
eign's jurisdiction ;  in  every  such  case  where  the 
President  of  the  United  States  shall  deem  it  proper 
and  expedient  to  exercise  his  constitutional  authority, 
in  either  of  these  respects  he  shall  be,  and  is  hereby 
authorized  and  empowered  to  cause  a  warrant  to  be 
issued  and  signed  by  the  Secretary  of  State,  directed 
to  any  civil  officer  of  the  United  States,  authorized  to 
serve  process,  or  any  military  officer  under  the  au- 
thority of  the  United  States,  commanding  him  to  pro- 
vide for  and  enforce  the  departure  of  such  Ambassa- 
dor, Minister,  or  other  person  offending  as  aforesaid, 
taking  due  precautions  to  avoid  improper  or  unneces- 
sary violence  in  executing  such  warrant.  And  all 
officers,  civil  and  military,  under  the  authority  of  the 
United  States,  are  hereby  required  and  enjoined  to  he 
obedient  to  such  warrant.  And  in  case  any  officer, 
civil  or  military,  to  whom  such  warrant  shall  be  di- 
rected, shall  fail,  or  unreasonably  delay  to  execute 
the  same,  every  officer  so  offending  shall  be  deemed 
guilty  of  a  high  misdemeanor,  and  shall  be  punished 
by  fine  and  imprisonment  before  any  court  of  the 
United  States  having  cognizance  of  the  offence. 
Provided,  That  the  fine  shall  not  exceed dol- 
lars, nor  the  imprisonment  be  for  a  longer  time  than 
years. 

Mr.  Giles  gave  notice  that  he  should  call  for 
the  consideration  of  this  subject  on  Thursday 
next. 


Feidat,  December  8. 
The  British  Minister. 

The  resolution  reported  by  Mr.  Giles,  ap- 
proving the  conduct  of  the  Executive  in  refus- 
ing to  hold  any  further  communication  with 
Mr.  Jackson,  was  taken  up  in  the  Senate  as  in 
Committee  of  the  "Whole.  The  resolution  hav- 
ing been  read, 

Mr.  Giles  rose,  and  spoke  as  follows  : 

Mr.  President :  Before  I  proceed  to  perform 
the  duties  enjoined  upon  me  as  chairman  of  the 
committee  who  reported  the  resolution  before 
you,  permit  me  to  express  my  regret  that  the 
consideration  of  a  subject  which  justly  excites 
so  much  sensibility  should  have  been  delayed, 
even  only  one  day,  on  my  account ;  and  be  as- 
sured, sir,  that  nothing  less  than  an  indisposi- 
tion, sufficient  to  justify  it,  would  have  caused 
me  to  have  been  absent  from  my  place  yester- 
day. Perhaps,  sir,  I  owe  an  apology  to  the 
Senate  at  this  time  for  entering  into  this  debate 
under  a  state  of  hoarseness,  which  must  neces- 
sarily disqualify  me,  in  some  degree,  from  dis- 
charging my  duty  on  the  present  occasion. 
But,  air,  it  is  a  subject  of  great  consolation  to 
me,  to  reflect  that  I  am  fortunately  favored 
with  associates  on  the  committee,  either  of 
whom  could  perform  the  task  I  am  now  en- 
gaged in  better  than  myself,  and  some  of  whom 
will  certainly  do  me  the  favor  of  correcting  any 
errors  I  may  unintentionally  commit,  or  supply- 
ing any  omissions  I  may  inadvertently  make. 

Although  it  appears  to  me  that  the  propriety 
and  urgency  of  the  resolution  now  under  con- 
sideration must  be  strongly  addressed,  both  to 
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the  judgment  and  sensibility  of  every  gentle- 
man who  has  carefully  attended  to  the  distribu- 
tion of  powers  under  our  constitution,  and  who 
has  also  carefully  attended  to  the  correspond- 
ence which  gave  rise  to  the  resolution,  yet,  in  a 
case  of  80  much  delicacy,  it  would  naturally  be 
expected,  and  is  a  respect  due  to  the  Senate, 
from  the  chairman  of  the  committee,  to  present 
to  it  at  least  some  of  the  general  motives  which 
induced  the  committee  to  report  the  resolution 
at  this  time. 

It  is  to  be  observed,  Mr.  President,  that  our 
constitution  is  peculiar  in  the  organization  and 
distribution  of  its  powers ;  and  in  no  respect  is 
it  more  peculiar  than  in  the  distribution  of  the 
particular  powers  embraced  by  the  resolution. 
In  all  other  Governments  known  to  us,  the 
same  department  which  possesses  the  power  to 
receive  and  negotiate  with  foreign  Ambassadors 
and  other  public  Ministers,  also  possesses  the 
power  to  make  war.  It  has  been  thought  wise 
in  our  constitution  to  separate  these  powers. 
"With  a  simplicity  of  language,  and  a  solidity  of 
wisdom  almost  peculiar  to  our  constitution, 
the  President  is  invested  with  the  power  to  re- 
ceive Ambassadors  and  other  public  Ministers ; 
thus  using  the  broadest  terms  in  granting  this 
powei",  without  even  an  attempt  at  limitation 
or  specification;  evidently  with  a  view  that 
aU  the  incidental  or  consequential  powers  might 
flow  from  this  general  expression  to  the  depart- 
ment thus  invested  with  this  general  power. 
It  was  easy  to  foresee  (and  no  doubt  the 
framers  of  our  constitution  did  foresee)  that  the 
multiplicity  and  diversity  of  cases  which  would 
arise  in  the  course  of  various  diplomatic 
mancBuvres  and  negotiations,  would  set  at  de- 
fiance all  attempts  to  limit  or  specify  the  pow- 
ers of  the  department,  in  this  respect,  to  which 
these  powers  were  confided,  and  to  be  exercised 
on  the  part  of  the  United  States ;  and,  there- 
fore, every  attempt  of  that  kind  was  wisely 
avoided,  leaving  to  the  President  to  exercise 
his  authority  upon  his  own  responsibility,  to  be 
regulated  by  the  only  established  staadard 
amongst  nations,  to  wit :  the  laws  and  usages 
of  nations.  For,  it  never  can  be  presumed,  sir, 
that  the  wise  sages  who  framed  our  excellent 
constitution  could  for  a  moment  have  tolerated 
the  idea  that  the  Ministers  of  foreign  nations 
residing  near  the  Government  of  the  United 
States,  should  possess  greater  privileges  and  im- 
munities than  the  Ministers  of  our  Government 
residing  near  foreign  Courts.  Of  course,  the 
same  laws — to  wit,  the  laws  and  usages  of  na- 
tions— were  left  reciprocally  to  govern  in  every 
reciprocal  case. 

But,  sir,  notwithstanding  the  President  is  in- 
vested with  the  power  "  to  receive  Ambassadors 
and  other  public  Ministers,"  and,  as  I  think,  all 
other  incidental  or  consequential  powers  ap- 
plicable to  the  various  agencies  with  such  Am- 
bassadors and  other  public  Ministers,  yet  Con- 
gress is  invested  with  the  power,  without  limit- 
ation or  qualification,  "  to  declare  war."  Now, 
sir,  it  must  be  obvious  to  every  understanding. 


that  these  several  powers  are  so  intimately  con- 
nected, and  may  be  so  dependent  upon  each 
other,  that  the  exercise  of  the  power  conceded 
to  the  President  may  consequentially  involve 
the  necessity  of  the  exercise  of  the  power  con- 
ceded to  Congress,  as  in  the  case  now  under 
consideration.  The  refusal  of  the  Executive  to 
receive  any  further  communications  from  His 
Britannic  Majesty's  Minister,  (Mr.  Jackson,) 
may  consequentially  involve  us  in  war  with 
Great  Britain ;  or,  in  other  words,  may  serve 
as  a  pretext  for  Great  Britain  to  ma^e  war 
upon  us,  if  she  should  conceive  it  her  Interest  to 
do  so,  which  I  think  not  very  improbable. 
Hence  arises,  in  my  judgment,  the  propriety  and 
urgency  of  expression  of  the  Congressional 
opinion  upon  this  Executive  act,  and  a  declara-. 
tion  of  the  "Congressional  will  as  to  the  course 
of  conduct  Congress  will  pursue  under  any  con- 
sequences which  may  flow  from,  or  possibly  be 
attributed  to,  this  Executive  act. 

I  conceive,  sir,  that  the  expression  of  this 
opinion,  and  the  pledge  of  a  solemn  declaration, 
by  Congress,  are  due  to  the  people,  because  the 
people  have  the  greatest  interest  in  the  charac- 
ter of  their  Government;  and  in  no  part  of  its 
attributes  have  a  deeper  interest  than  in  its  effi- 
cacy to  resist  and  impel  injuries  and  insults 
from  foreign  Governments.  The  people,  also, 
are  the  mediate  or  inunediate  electors  of  Con- 
gress, and  as  such  have  a  right  to  expect  and 
demand  that  Congress  wUl  execute  all  their  du- 
ties, and  will  never  shrink  from  their  constitu- 
tional responsibility  in  any  case;  and,  last  of 
all,  in  a  case  of  so  high  and  solemn  a  character 
as  the  one  under  consideration. 

This  course  of  conduct  is  essentially  due  to  the 
Executive.  The  President  ought  to  know  whe- 
ther, with  the  indispensable  co-operation  of 
Congress,  he  ought  to  proceed  with  dignified 
moderation  and  intelligence  to  assert  and  main- 
tain the  rights,  the  honor,  and  the  interests,  of 
the  American  people ;  or  whether,  for  the  want 
of  that  co-operation,  he  shall  vrith  shame  and 
confusion  of  face  be  compelled  to  retrace  his 
steps,  and  leave  to  Congress  to  abandon  these 
high  attributes  of  the  nation,  and,  with  their 
degradation,  to  record  their  country's  ruin  and 
disgrace.  No,  sir,  it  is  not  possible  that  an 
American  Congress  does  exist,  or  can  ever  ex- 
ist, that  would  not  spurn  from  themselves 
every  vestige  of  an  idea  that  they  could  be 
brought,  under  any  circumstances,  to  perform 
so  degrading  and  dishonorable  a  task.  It  is  im- 
periously demanded  by  the  dignity  and  candor 
of  Congress  itself.  What,  sir,  shall  the  exercise 
of  one  of  the  highest  constitutional  functions  of 
Congress  be  brought  into  question,  and  every 
individual  in  the  nation  engaged  in  expressing 
an  opinion  on  it ;  and  shall  Congress  alone  stand 
aloot^  for  fear  of  incurring  a  responsibility  im- 
posed on  them  by  the  constitution  ?  Shall  Con- 
gress stand  by  as  idle  spectators,  and  see  a  con- 
test before  the  people,  between  the  President 
and  a  foreign  Minister,  and  feel  no  interest  and 
take  no  share  in  such  an  nnprecedented  scene, 
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especially  when  one  of  their  highest  constitu- 
tional fiinctions  may  be  affected  by  it !  No, 
sir.  Congress  must  speat — Congress  must  act. 
Congress  never  can  shrink  from  its  constitu- 
tional responsibility.  It  is  due  to  the  dignity — 
it  is  demanded  from  the  candor— of  Congress. 

Above  all,  sir,  it  is  important  to  the  United 
States  as  a  nation,  that  the  Congressional  will 
should  be  proclaimed  upon  this  delicate  and  sol- 
emn occasion.  It  is  of  importance,  it  may  be  of  the 
last  importance,  to  the  United  States,  that  Great 
Britain  should  know,  before  she  decides  upon  this 
subject,  what  is  the  Congressional  will  in  relation 
to  it.  "Whether  she  will  be  called  upon  to  act 
against  an  united,  harmonized  Government  and 
people — or  whether  she  shall  have  for  her  prey,  a 
divided  people  and  a  discordant  Government. 

Do  you  believe,  Mr.  President,  that  the  con- 
duct of  Great  Britain  would  be  very  different 
under  these  different  conditions  of  the  people 
and  Government  of  the  United  States  ?  Let 
me  ask  you  this  question,  sir :  would  you  not, 
sir,  if  you  were  Prime  Minister  of  Great  Britain, 
consulting  her  interest  alone,  pursue  a  very 
different  course  of  conduct  under  this  different 
state  of  things?  Let  every  gentleman  put  the 
question  to  himself;  and  the  answer  of  every  one 
would  be  the  same.  Why  then,  sir,  do  we  not 
unanimously  take  the  ground  here  which,  if  we 
were  called  upon  to  act  in  an  opposite  hostile 
character,  would  most  certainly  deter  us  from 
persevering  in  that  hostile  character  against  the 
United  States?  Sir,  if  there  had  been  any  doubt 
upon  this  subject,  our  late  experience  ought  to 
have  removed  it ;  for,  sir,  I  have  no  hesitation  in 
saying,  and  with  pain  at  heart  I  shall  be  com- 
pelled to  show  it  in  the  course  of  this  debate, 
that,  in  my  judgment,  our  present  embarrass- 
ments are  too  much  to  be  ascribed  to  our  former 
manifestations  of  indecision,  to  our  unfortunate 
dissensions  and  divisions.  Sir,  whenever  I  ap- 
proach this  sorrowful  and  awful  subject,  my 
heart  feels  as  if  it  were  bleeding  at  every  pore, 
when  I  am  compelled  to  reflect,-  and  to  believe, 
that  this  our  beloved  and  happy  country  may 
shortly  become  a  bleeding  victim,  from  woun& 
— ^if  not  inflicted  by  the  hands  of  her  own  sons, 
at  least  by  their  unhappy  divisions  and  dissen- 
sions. Yes,  sir,  with  a  full  knowledge  of  what 
is  past,  and  strong  presages  of  what  is  to  come, 
is  it  not  deplorable  to  be  compelled  to  think, 
that,  in  a  very  few  months,  perhaps  in  a  stiU 
shorter  time,  American  blood  must  be  shed, 
to  repel  the  hostile  spirit  of  Great  Britain,  now 
rendered  too  manifest  to  every  understanding ; 
and  worse  than  all,  sir,  to  wash  away  the  stains 
of  our  own  unfortunate  divisions  and  dissen- 
sions ;  and  is  it  not  wonderful,  as  it  is  deplor- 
able, that  the  virtuous  and  patriotic  American 
people,  and  sometimes  called  the  most  enlight- 
ened in  the  world,  with  the  experience  of  the  hor- 
rible consequences,  through  aU  ages,  of  the 
divisions  of  a  people  amongst  themselves, 
should  permit  themselves  from  the  same  cause, 
to  fall  a  prey  to  the  same  inevitable  calamities  ? 

Look,  Mr.  President,  through  all  history,  from 


the  first  dispute  between  Cain  and  Abel,  down 
.to  the  late  disastrous  dissensions  between  the 
Spanish  branch  of  the  Bourbon  dynasty,  and 
find  if  you  can,  sir,  a  single  instance  of  a  people 
who  gained  any  advantage  from  dissensions 
among  themselves,  and  especially,  sir,  when 
they  carried  them  so  far,  as  to  join  a  foreign 
against  their  country's  standard!  I  believe, 
sir,  not  one  solitary  instance  of  this  kind  stands 
recorded.  Nor  is  it  possible  or  practicable  in 
any  state  of  himian  affairs — ^because  in  aU  cases, 
the  foreign  interference  in  the  internal  con- 
cerns of  its  neighbors  is  always  for  its  own  and 
never  for  its  neighbor's  benefit.  With  these 
monitory  lessons  before  our  eyes,  and  a  faE 
conviction  of  their  truth  upon  our  hearts,  is  it 
not  wonderful,  that  we  should  voluntarily  give 
up  ourselves  victims  to  the  same  calamities? 
But,  sir,  gentlemen  may  ask,  where  is  the 
remedy  ?  How  can  we  make  a  sacrifice  of  our 
own  opinions?  Sir,  the  case  is  a  plain  one. 
Let  gentlemen  exercise  their  opiaions  and  per- 
severe in  their  arguments  at  all  times  respecting 
our  internal  concerns,  as  well  before  as  after 
the  measures  are  adopted ;  let  them,  respecting 
our  foreign  relations,  urge  their  arguments  with 
a  zeal  proportioned  to  the  magnitude  of  the  sub- 
ject; they  wUl  be  pleasnrably  received,  and 
respectfully  considered ;  but  after  the  Govern- 
ment has  teken  its  attitude  against  a  foreign  na- 
tion, it  would  be  going  too  far  to  desert  its  stand- 
ard, and  to  join  that  of  the  enemy.  It  is  then 
time  for  opinion  to  pause  and  reflect,  whether 
any  consequence  can  be  worse,  or  more  dis- 
graceful, than  joining  a  foreign  against  its  coun- 
try's standard?  Whether  it  would  not  be  bet- 
ter, more  patriotic,  more  virtuous,  to  support 
your  country  even  in  a  supposed  unwise  course 
of  policy,  than  to  join  a  foreign  standard,  and 
use  it  to  correct  and  change  the  course  of 
policy  thus  disapproved? 

Sir,  in  a  contest  between  your  own  and  a 
foreign  nation,  it  never  can  be  wrong  to  join 
the  standard  of  your  own  country;  nor  right 
to  join  the  standard  of  your  enemy.  Then,  sir, 
here  is  a  rallying  point.  It  is  a  plain  and  ob- 
vious one.  No  understanding  can  mistake 
it.  No  heart  can  disapprove  it.  It  is  our 
own  Government.  Let  that  be  the  rallying 
point.  There  never  can  be  a  more  propitious 
moment  than  the  present  for  casting  into  ob- 
livion all  former  irritations  and  dissensions. 
There  can  never  be  a  plainer  case  presented  to 
the  human  understanding.  There  never  were 
more  urgent  considei'ations  in  favor  of  the 
course  recommended.  Whether  we  respect 
their  repulsive  effects  upon  British  hostility  or 
their  harmonizing  effects  among  ourselves,  they 
appear  to  me  to  be  equally  strong  and  persuasive. 
May  I  not  then,  sir,  indulge  the  pleasing  hope, 
that  the  resolution  before  you  will  be  received 
as  the  signal  of  unanimity  in  Congress,  and  joy- 
fully haUed  in  that  character  through  the  whole 
of  this  great  and  extended  country  ?  Sir,  does 
it  not  manifest  a  strange  perverseness  in  the 
human  character,  for  us  to  observe  that,  when 
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it  is  perfectly  at  our  option,  we  shoidd  choose 
to  distress  and  injure  ourselves  by  irritations 
and  resentments,  rather  than  delight  ourselves 
■with  union  and  harmony  and  mutual  good 
oiBces?  Especially,  sir,  when  the  latter 
choice  would  command  the  respect,  if  not 
excite  the  alarm  of  our  enemy.  For,  sir,  do 
you  believe  that  if  Great  Britain  saw  the  strong 
arm  of  this  nation  stretched  out  to  oppose  her 
unjust  spirit  of  hostility,  guided  in  all  its  opera- 
tions by  one  undivided  will,  she  would  so 
readily  encounter  its  powerful  influence,  as  if 
she  saw  it  paralyzed  in  all  its  efforts  from  the 
want  of  a  unity  of  will  and  action  ?  No,  sir, 
we  undervalue  our  energies  and  importance,  if 
we  were  to  suppose  that  her  conduct  would  be 
the  same  in  both  of  these  situations ;  or  that 
she  is  at  all  indifferent  to  the  course  of  conduct 
now  to  be  pursued  by  us.  Let  us  then  all 
unite,  sir,  in  this  proposition,  and  disappoint  her 
mistaken  calculations  upon  her  influence  in  this 
country.  I  verily  believe,  that  union  is  all  that 
is  wanting  to  appease  her  hostile  spirit  towards 
us.  But  perhaps,  sir,  every  gentleman  present 
wiU  admit,  and  it  appears  to  me  that  no  human 
being  can  deny,  that  if  the  facts  stated  in  the 
resolution  be  supported  by  the  correspondence 
upon  which  it  is  founded,  that  then  every  gen- 
tleman would  readily  assent  to  the  resolution. 
But,  sir,  it  is  possible,  although  it  appears  to  be 
scarcely  possible,  that  some  gentlemen  may 
doubt  whether  the  facts  stated  in  the  resolution 
be  supported  by  the  correspondence  or  not.  This 
I  admit  is  a  fair  though  dehcate  inquiry,  and  I 
will  therefore  immediately  proceed  to  the  ex- 
amination of  that  question — and  I  beg  the  most 
critical  attention  of  the  Senate  in  the  course  of 
the  investigation. 

I  will  now  proceed,  Mr.  President,  to  inquire 
whether  the  facts  stated  in  the  resolution  are 
supported  by  the  correspondence  upon  which  it 
is  founded?  In  performing  this  task,  I  propose 
to  read  the  whole  of  the  correspondence  which 
I  conceive  bears  any  material  relation  to  the 
subject  of  the  resolution,  and  no  other ;  al- 
though the  whole  may  not  be  entitled  to,  nor 
receive  any  animadversions  from  me,  yet  as  my 
sole  object  is  to  get  at  the  true  exposition  and 
meaning  of  the  correspondence,  if  I  should  un- 
fortunately omit,  misconceive,  or  misinterpret 
any  material  part  of  it,  I  shall  have  the  conso- 
lation to  reflect,  that,  by  presenting  the  whole, 
the  means  of  my  coiTection  in  either  case  will 
be  presented  to  the  Senate  and  the  world,  if  the 
observations  I  propose  now  to  make  should 
ever  find  their  way  out  of  the  walls  of  this 
Chamber.  I  shall  also  present  this  correspond- 
ence in  its  responsive  order,  which  will  be 
found  to  be  indispensable  to  the  due  compre- 
hension of  some  of  its  most  essential  parts. 

Pei-mit  me,  then,  sir,  to  call  your  attention 
first  to  the  letter  of  Mi-.  Jackson  to  Mr.  Smith, 
dated  the  11th  October,  1809,  pages  32,  33,  of 
the  printed  documents.  For,  sir,  although  this 
letter  is  not  mentioned  in  the  resolution,  yet  it 
furnishes  the  onginal  offensive  insinuations,  and 


is  referred  to  and  reiterated  in  the  letter  of  the 
23d  October,  which  is  noticed  in  the  resolution, 
and  therefore  the  offensive  expressions  of  the 
letter  of  the  11th  are  entitled  to,  and  shall  re- 
ceive, the  most  accurate  and  critical  attention 
and  analysis. 

[Here  the  exceptionable  passages  were  read.] 

Now,  sir,  after  thus  stripping  this  extraor- 
dinary sentence  of  all  its  disguises,  and  translat- 
ing it  into  plain  English,  to  what  does  it  amount  J 
Why,  sir,  certainly  and  unquestionably  to  this : 
— You,  Mr.  Smith,  Secretary  of  State  of  the 
United  States,  have  entered  into  an  arrange- 
ment with  my  predecessor,  Mr.  Erskine,  under 
such  scandalous  and  dishonorable  circumstances 
as  could  only  lead  to  a  disavowal  of  it ;  and 
you  yourself  were  §0  well  apprised  of  them, 
and  so  conscious  of  their  inevitable  operation, 
as  even  to  think  it  unreasonable  to  complain  of 
the  disavowal.  I  defy  gentlemen  to  give  to 
this  offensive  paragraph  any  other  fair  and 
correct  interpretation ;  and  if  this  be  the  fair 
and  correct  one,  can  you  conceive,  sir,  of  an 
insult  more  outrageous  and  premeditated  ?  And 
will  you  not  be  surprised,  sir,  to  be  told  that 
the  insult  does  not  stop  here  ;  that,  as  offen- 
sive as  it  already  appears,  it  does  not  stop 
here;  that  it  is  still  further  aggravated?  Yes, 
sir,  Mr.  Jackson,  not  content  with  making  this 
extraordinary  and  insolent  communication  in 
its  ordinary  form,  underscores  the  words  "  could 
only,"  containing  the  point  or  gist  of  the  insult, 
thus  aggravating  the  act,  either  by  the  distrust 
thus  manifested  of  Mr.  Smith's  mental  percep- 
tions ;  or  by  letting  Mr.  Smith  know,  that  the 
insult  was  known  to,  and  intentionally  given  by 
Mr.  Jackson ;  for  the  underscoring  could  not 
have  had  any  other  object  in  view.  In  this  im- 
pudent act  of  underscoring,  Mr.  Jackson  reminds 
me,  sir,  of  a  set  of  miserable,  conceited  pre- 
tenders to  wit,  who,  having  great  confidence  in 
the  acuteness  of  their  own  mental  perceptions, 
and  very  little  in  that  of  their  hearers,  will 
kindly  and  compassionately  explain  the  point 
of  wit  to  their  hearers,  before  they  approach  it 
in  the  recital  of  the  story,  to  prepare  and  qualify 
the  hearers'  minds  to  join  in  the  laugh  intended 
to  be  produced  by  it.  Yes,  sir,  this  underscor- 
ing was  as  much  as  saying  to  Mr.  Smith,  I  am 
afraid  that  I  have  so  nicely  wrapped  this  insult 
in  the  veU  of  mysteries  and  disguises,  that  it 
may  escape  observation  from  the  obtuseness  of 
your  mental  perception,  but  am  determined  it 
shall  not.  I  have  underscored  it  for  you ;  you 
shall  look  at  it ;  you  shall  know  that  I,  Mr.  Jack- 
son, understand  and  mean  it.  I  have  wrapped  it 
up  in  mystery  and  disguise  to  be  sure,  but  I  will 
rend  the  veil,  I  will  make  an  eyelet  hole  for 
you,  that  you  shall  look  through,  and  behold 
the  insult  in  all  its  front  of  grossness  and  im- 
pudence. 

But,  sir,  if  Mr.  Jackson  had  then  known,  as 
well  as  he  now  does,  the  dignified  character,  the 
high  sensibility,  and  the  correct  intelligence  of 
the  Secretary  of  State,  he  would  have  found 
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it  more  honorable  to  himself  to  have  spared  his 
insult  altogether,  or  at  least  might  have  spared 
himself  the  trouble  of  underscoring.  Sir,  I 
conceive  this  insult  so  gross  and  outrageous  that 
I  am  surprised  how  the  Executive  Government 
could  reconcile  it  to  itself  to  proceed  another 
step  in  the  communications  with  Mr.  Jackson. 
Certainly,  sir,  proceeding  beyond  this  point 
manifests  on  the  part  of  the  Executive  great 
moderation,  great  forbearance,  and  a  conde- 
scension scarcely  excusable ;  and,  sir,  I  am  per- 
fectly sure,  that  nothing  could  have  induced  it 
to  consider  such  gross  intimations  argumenta- 
tively,  but  the  ardent  and  sincere  desire  which 
has  invariably  actuated  the  present,  as  weU  as 
the  last,  Administration  to  preserve  peace  and 
cultivate  harmony  and  a  good  understanding 
with  Great  Britain.  And,  sir,  we  shall  see,  in 
the  course  of  this  investigation,  how  it  has  been 
requited  for  this,  as  well  as  for  all  former  acts 
of  moderation,  forbearance,  and  condescension. 

Let  me  now,  sir,  select  out  of  the  quotation 
another  extraordinary  expression,  for  a  few 
animadversions,  in  the  following  words :  "  But 
the  very  act  of  substitution  evidently  shows 
that  those  original  conditions  were  in  fact  very 
explicitly  communicated  to  you,  and  by  you,  of 
course,  laid  before  the  President  for  his  con- 
sideration." 

It  is  somewhat  curious  to  observe  what  stress 
Mr.  Jacksoji  placed  through  the  whole  of  his 
correspondence,  upon  what  he  is  here  pleased 
to  term  "the  very  act  of  substitution,"  and  de- 
monstrates to  every  impartial  mind  how  slender 
are  the  pretexts  with  which  Mr.  Jackson  is  fur- 
nished, to  apologize  for,  or  rather  to  equivocate 
about  the  disavowal  of  Mr.  Erskine's  arrange- 
ment. Let  me,  therefore,  inquire,  in  what  this 
horrible  act  of  substitution,  as  Mr.  Jackson 
would  make  it  appear,  consists?  Why,  sir, 
simply  in  this  :  That  the  three  inadmissible 
conditions  mentioned  in  one  of  the  despatches 
to  Mr.  Erskiue,  were  verbally  communicat- 
ed to  Ml-.  Smith,  and  insisted  upon,  by  Mr. 
Erskine,  and  that  Mr.  Smith,  in  rejecting  those 
conditions  verbally,  and  with  great  propriety 
and  frankness,  told  Mr.  Erskine  what  conditions 
he  might  obtain.  Mr.  Erskine,  upon  a  review 
of  all  his  letters  of  instructions,  finding  it  im- 
possible to  obtain  his,  the  three  conditions  first 
proposed,  conceived  himself  fully  empowered 
to  propose  those  which  possibly  might  have 
been  intimated  to  him  by  Mr.  Smith  in  conver- 
sation ;  and  the  arrangement  was  accordingly 
and  promptly  made  between  these  two  gentle- 
men on  the  part  of  their  respective  Govern- 
ments. And  now  let  me  ask  you,  sir,  what  is 
there  dishonorable,  unfair,  or  even  unusual  in 
this  proceeding,  which  is  the  whole  amount  of 
Mr.  Jackson's  "very  act  of  substitution."  Sir, 
it  is  very  easy  to  see,  that  Mr.  Jackson  keeps 
his  ingenuity  constantly  upon  the  stretch  re- 
Bpecting  this  very  act  of  substitution,  evidently 
with  a  view  of  producing  an  impression  by  the 
insinuation,  that  the  Executive  Government  of 
the  United  States  had  more  than  its  share  in 


that  arrangement,  and,  in  fact,  was  concerned 
in  a  dishonorable  and  scandalous  combination 
with  his  predecessor,  Mr.  Erskine,  for  the  pur- 
pose of  producing  the  arrangement.  Which 
insinuation,  if  true,  must  represent  Mr.  Erskine 
as  a  fool,  a  knave,  or  a  traitor,  or  all  three,  and 
our  Executive  Government  stUl  farther  lost 
to  every  honorable  sentiment,  and  utterly  desti- 
tute of  even  the  most  ordinary  understanding. 
An  insinuation  so  insidious  and  affronting,  can- 
not fail  to  excite  the  indignation  and  contempt 
of  every  patriatic  heart  in  America.  But, 
fortunately  for  the  Executive  Government,  Mr. 
Erskine's  previous  explanation  of  this  point  to 
our  Government  strips  the  transaction  of  eveiy 
shadow  of  a  shade  of  a  doubt,  of  which  Mr. 
Jackson  perhaps  was  not  apprised  at  the  time 
he  was  employed  in  devising  the  gross  insinua- 
tion. Yes,  sir,  this  was  one  miserable  eflfort  of 
Mr.  Jackson  to  repx-oach  our  Executive  Gov- 
ernment for  an  act,  for  which  it  merited,  and 
universally  received,  the  sincere  applause  and 
grateful  thanks  of  the  American  people.  It 
restored  the  Executive,  as  it  ought  to  have 
done,  to  universal  confidence,  and  utterly  rooted 
out  every  doubt  of  its  sincerity  in  its  diplomatic 
intercourse  with  Great  Britain,  under  which 
some  of  our  misled  and  mistaken  ^!itizens,  for  a 
while,  unfortunately  labored.  For  the  moment 
terms  were  proposed  on  the  part  of  Great 
Britain,  which  could,  with  honor  or  propriety, 
be  accepted  by  the  United  States :  they  were 
frankly  and  promptly  accepted  by  the  Execu- 
tive, regardless  of  all  consequences  from  any 
other  quarter.  Sir,  there  is  another  part  of  this 
quotation  which  requires  a  few  animadversions. 

I  allude,  sir,  to  the  first  solemn  declaration 
made  to  this  Government  by  Mr.  Jackson,  re- 
specting the  despatch,  in  which  the  conditions 
were  prescribed  to  Mr.  Erskine.  It  is  in  the 
following  words : 

[Here  Mr.  Giles  read  the  paragraphs  from  Mr. 
Jackson's  letter,  which  charged  that  Mr.  Erskme  had 
shown  to  Mr.  Smith,  Secretary  of  State,  the  inadmis- 
sible conditions  laid  down  in  Mr.  Canning's  despatch ; 
and  then  read  Mr.  Erskine's  statement  that  he  had 
not  shown  that  part  of  Mr.  Canning's  despatch,  and 
giving  the  reason  why  he  had  not  done  it;] 

It  is  to  be  observed  from  this  quotation,  in 
the  first  place,  sir,  that  Mi-.  Erskine  explicitly 
disavows  ever  having  shown  the  Executive 
Government  the  despatch  contaiumg  the  inad- 
missible conditions ;  and  thus  enthely  excul- 
pates it  from  the  odious  imputation  attempted 
to  be  thrown  on  it  by  Mr.  Jackson,  and  for  this 
respectful  forbearance  to  our  Government,  he 
is  certainly  entitled  to  the  applause  of  his  own. 
In  the  next  place,  Mr.  Erskine  explicitly  states 
that  the  despatch  in  question  contained  but  one 
part  of  his  instructions,  and  that  he  thought 
that,  from  the  spirit  at  least  of  his  several  let- 
ters of  instructions,  he  was  fully  authorized  to 
make  the  arrangement  he  had  done.  And  I 
think  there  is  very  little  doubt  but  he  had— 
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that  Mr.  Erskine  still  thinks  so,  there  can  be 
no  doubt — for  he  nowhere  says  he  is  now  con- 
vinced that  his  powers  were  incompetent — ^he 
only  says,  that  the  disavowal  by  His  Majesty 
is  a  painful  proof  to  hira,  that  he  had  formed  an 
erroneous  judgment  of  His  Majesty's  views  and 
the  intentions  of  his  instructions.  "Whether  or 
not  he  had  formed  an  erroneous  view  of  His 
Majesty's  views,'or  the  intention  of  his  instruc- 
tions, I  imagine,  will  depend  very  much  upon 
ths  point  of  time  to  which  the  judgment  he  had 
formed  is  referable.  If  it  be  referred  to  the 
time  of  Mr.  Oakley's  mission,  I  am  inclined  to 
think  he  had  neither  formed  an  erroneous  judg- 
ment of  His  Majesty's  views,  nor  the  intentions 
of  his  instructions ;  but,  if  he  refers  to  the  time 
of  the  disavowal,  then  I  think  it  pretty  certain, 
he  had  formed  an  erroneous  judgment  of  both 
— ^for  I  have  no  doubt  but  His  Majesty's  views 
at  least  had  completely  changed  between  these 
two  periods  of  time,  and  the  real  cause  of  this 
change,  and  of  the  disavowal  itself,  is  to  be 
looked  for  in  the  occurrences  which  took  place, 
both  in  Europe  and  in  the  United  States,  dur- 
ing that  interval.  No,  sir,  the  want  of  powers 
on  the  part  of  Mr.  Erskine  is  not  the  true  cause 
of  the  disavowal.  I  wiU  now  venture  to  con- 
jecture the  tAie  cause,  and,  if  it  be  the  right 
one,  the  case  will  be  a  plain  one,  and  all  equivo- 
cations in  the  explanations  rendered  unneces- 
sary. To  do  this,  sir,  I  must  call  your  atten- 
tion to  the  state  of  events  in  Europe  and  in  the 
United  States,  at  these  different  periods  of  time. 
Mr.  Oakley's  mission  was  immediately  after  the 
British  Government  was  apprised  of  the  precip- 
itate retreat  of  Sir  John  Moore's  army  from 
Spain,  and  the  fortune  escape  of  the  remains  of 
it  from  Oornnna.  The  affairs  of  Spain,  which 
had  before  excited  such  high  expectations  in 
the  British  Cabinet,  were  given  up  as  hopeless, 
&c.  Ootemporaneously  with  a  knowledge  of 
these  events,  the  British  Government  was  also 
informed  of  the  measures  of  resistance  against 
her  outrageous  aggressions,  contemplated  by 
Congress;  which  she  then  believed  would  cer- 
tainly be  carried  into  effect,  &c.  Such  was  the 
state  of  things  at  the  time  of  sending  the  de- 
spatches by  Mr.  Oakley.  At  the  time  of  the  disa- 
vowal, a  new  coalition  had  been  formed,  Aus- 
tria had  boldly  entered  into  the  war  against 
France,  and  the  Spaniards  had  been  animated 
into  further  efforts  at  resistance,  which  excited 
new  hopes  of  success,  &o. 

In  this  country,  too,  sir — it  pains  my  heart  to 
be  compelled  to  recite  the  circumstances — our 
contemplated  measures  of  resistance  had  been 
relaxed,  and  the  whole  country  exhibited  such 
scenes  of  divisions  and  disaffections  as  paralyzed 
in  some  degree  the  movements  of  the  Govern- 
ment. I  wish,  sir,  I  could  throw  a  shade  of  ob- 
livion over  these  unfortunate  scenes,  or  recol- 
lect them  only  as  they  furnish  the  strongest 
argument.  Indeed,  sir,  they  point  with  an 
infallible  index  to  the  course  it  now  becomes  us 
to  pursue.  Yes,  sir,  it  is  to  these  changes  in 
the  state  of  things,  you  are  to  look  for  the  real 


causes  of  the  disavowal,  and  not  to  the  want  of 
competent  instructions  on  the  part  of  Mr.  Er- 
skine ;  and  it  would  have  been  more  dignified  on 
the  part  of  the  British  Government  to  have  told 
us  BO  at  once.  She  would  then  have  said  to  us, 
the  state  of  things  is  changed ;  at  the  time  of 
giving  the  instructions,  I  was  depressed  from  a 
combination  of  untoward  events;  I  am  now 
flushed  with  new  hopes  of  elevation  and  of 
triumph.  Besides,  you  have  convinced  me  that 
you  are  untrue  to  yourselves — that  you  will 
shrink  from  the  assertion  and  support  of  your 
own  rights — if  you  will  not,  I  am  not  bound  to 
respect  them,  &c.  I  was  then  down,  I  am  now 
up,  and  therefore  I  cannot  grant  yon,  in  a  spirit 
of  triumph,  what  I  solemnly  promised  in  a 
spirit  of  despondency — I  now  find  this  the  most 
favorable  moment  for  establishing  my  favorite 
doctrine  of  the  despotism  of  the  ocean ;  and  I 
cannot,  and  will  not  deprive  myself  of  the  ad- 
vantage merely  to  avoid  the  imputation  of  bad 
faith.  Yes,  sir,  this  would  have  been  a  much 
more  correct  and  dignified  course  on  the  part  of 
Great  Britain  than  the  miserable  effort  made  by 
Mr.  Canning  in  devising  an  ingenious  mental 
retort,  for  converting  the  bad  faith  of  his  own 
Government,  in  the  disavowal  of  the  arrange- 
ment, into  a  reproach  upon  ours,  for  the  cir- 
cumstances under  which  tiiat  arrangement  was 
pretended  to  have  been  made.  It  is  true,  sir, 
that  in  the  one  case  there  would  hs^e  been  an 
admission  of  mala  fdes,  which  is  basely  at- 
tempted to  be  avoided  by  a  miserable  subterfuge 
in  the  other;  but,  then  the  British  Cabinet 
would  have  had  the  consolation  of  having  told 
the  truth,  taken  the  responsibility  upon  them- 
selves and  set  us  at  defiance;  and  we  should 
have  been  left  to  our  own  remedy,  with  a  per- 
fect understanding  of  the  case.  She  would, 
also,  have  had  the  plea  of  necessity,  the  old- 
fashioned  plea  of  tyrants,  and,  indeed,  of  every- 
body else,  who  has  no  better ;  but  this  is  not 
Mr.  Canning's  mode  of  doing  business;  he 
chooses  to  act  by  tricks  and  contrivances ;  and, 
in  the  case  of  the  disavowal,  by  a  mental  retort, 
flowing  solely  from  his  own  visionary  mental 
conceits,  without  a  fact  or  pretext  for  its  sup- 
port. 

Mr.  President,  I  am  told  that  Mr.  Canning  is 
a  professed  punster.  But,  sir,  I  would  not  con- 
descend to  make  the  observation  here,  had  he 
not,  after  heaping  upon  us,  during  the  whole  of 
his  administration,  every  injury  and  insult  in 
his  power,  at  the  close  of  it  placed  us  in  a  ludi- 
crous situation  by  imposing  on  us  an  obliga- 
tion, in  a  grave  and  serious  concern  to  the 
nation,  of  expounding  his  equivoques,  and  un- 
riddling his  riddles.  I  really  feel  some  conde- 
scension in  being  compelled,  in  my  place,  to 
hunt  out  for  his  and  Mr.  Jackson's  meaning, 
through  a  transition  of  sentences,  a  collocation 
of  words,  and  a  shifting  of  verbiage.  And  in- 
dulge me,  sir,  with  remarking,  that  I  conceive 
the  situation  of  a  nation  never  can  be  more 
disastrous,  calamitous,  and  lamentable,  than 
when  its  great  and  serious  affairs  are  placed  in 
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the  hands  of  a  parcel  of  punsters.  For,  sir,  men 
of  minds  of  that  description  are  too  much  em- 
ployed in  the  pleasing  amusement  of  looking  out 
for  corruscations  of  wit  and  sentiment,  to  have 
any  leisure  for  the  more  dull  and  unpleasurable 
business  of  observing  and  marking  the  great 
occurrences  in  human  affairs,  and  of  devising 
means  of  giving  them  a  direction  favorable  to 
their  own  views,  or  to  their  country's  interests. 
No,  sir,  ttis  is  too  dull  and  plodding  a  pursuit 
for  men  of  such  light,  flitting,  brilliant  imagina- 
tions, and  if  ever  they  unfortunately  undertake 
it,  they  soon  find  the  woful  misapplication  of 
talents.  If,  sir,  any  illustration  were  wanting 
of  the  correctness  of  these  observations,  it  could 
nowhere  be  found  better  than  in  an  attentive 
review  of  the  historical  events  which  occurred 
during  the  late  British  administration — the  ad- 
ministration of  the  energetic,  the  brilliant,  the 
sarcastic,  the  facetious,  the  joking  Mr.  Canning. 
He  has  carried  his  joking  propensities  far  in- 
deed. It  may  be  truUy  said  he  jests  at  scars 
indeed — at  scars  of  the  blackest  disgrace  and 
ruin  inflicted  upon  his  bleeding  country — upon 
a  great  nation,  which  probably  would  have  re- 
ceived, and  certainly  merited,  a  better  fate,  if  it 
had  fortunately  placed  its  destinies  in  better 
hands.  Sir,  it  appears  to  me,  that  all  the  mil- 
itary enterprises  during  his  whole  administra- 
tion, from  the  abominable  attack  on  Copen- 
hagen, down  to  the  last  ezpedition  against  the 
islands  of  Zealand,  were  nothing  more  than  bel- 
ligerent puns  and  conundrums.  It  has  been 
constantly  announced  that  some  grand,  secret 
expedition  was  on  hand,  and  each  succeeding 
one  grander  than  the  preceding,  until  the  last 
expedition  to  Walcheren,  which  was  the  grand- 
est of  all ;  and,  when  the  secret  really  came 
out,  it  appeared  either  that  the  object  was 
abominaljle  or  contemptible,  and  the  means  of 
executing  even  the  contemptible  object,  upon 
experiment,  were  generally  found  incompetent. 
Yes,  sir,  probably  these  enterprises  have  cost 
the  British  nation  the  lives  of  fifty  thousand 
brave  oflBcers  and  soldiers,  and  I  will  not  un- 
dertake to  count  the  millions  of  dollars.  Sir, 
the  same  little-minded  course  of  policy  has  also 
been  uniformly  manifested  during  the  same 
time  against  the  United  States ;  and  in  no  re- 
spect more  than  in  the  disavowal  of  Mr.  Er- 
skine's  arrangement — ^in  avoiding  to  avow  the 
real  motives  for  it — and  in  the  uncandid  at- 
tempt to  convert  the  bad  faith  of  the  British 
Government  into  a  reproach  upon  our  own  ; 
and  this  was  to  be  done  by  an  ingenious  mental 
device,  prettily  conceived  by  Mr.  Canning,  and 
adroitly  executed  by  Mr.  Jackson,  who.,  if  not 
equal  to  Mr.  Canning  in  the  mysterious  art  of 
punning,  I  think  can  be  very  little  way  behind 
his  prototype  in  the  art  of  equivoques.  Sir,  the 
disavowal,  in  my  judgment,  was  not  for  the 
want  of  competent  powers.  Too  great  a  share 
of  the  real  cause  of  the  disavowal,  unfortunately, 
is  attributable  to  ourselvesj  and  now  is  the  mo- 
ment to  relieve  ourselves  from  the  imputation. 
Sir,  it  is  painful  for  me  to  be  so  often  com- 


pelled to  question  the  candor  of  any  gentleman, 
particularly  one  clothed  with  the  high  functions 
of  Minister  Plenipotentiary  of  His  Britannic 
Majesty ;  but  permit  me  to  ask  yon,  sir,  how  it 
is  possible  for  Mr.  Jackson  iiot  to  conceive  that 
offence  would  be  taken  at  his  offensive  insinua- 
tions after  Mr.  Smith's  letter  of  the  Ist  of  No- 
vember, telling  him  in  strong  and  decisive  terms 
that  offence  had  been  taken  at  them  ?  or  how 
can  Mr.  Jackson  reconcile  it  to  himself  to  say 
that  in  adhering  to  these  gross  insinuations,  he 
did  not  intend  lo  give  offence  ?  Let  me  ask 
you,  sir,  what  else  he  did,  or  could  intend  ?  For 
my  part,  I  can  see  nothing  else  that  he  could 
either  rationally  intend  or  expect.  Here  then, 
sir,  is  another  false  or  fallacious  disguise  thrown 
out  before  the  people  of  the  United  States,  as 
will  always  be  the  case  in  every  appeal  to  them, 
calculated,  or  evidently  intended,  to  excite  their 
resentments  and  distrusts  against  their  own  Gov- 
ernment. 

Now,  sir,  upon  the  most  critical  review  of  this 
exposition,  is  there  a  single  gentleman  present, 
who  is  not  prepared  to  say,  that  the  facts  stated 
in  the  resolution  are  fully  justified  by  the  cor- 
respondence ?  And  if  they  be,  sir,  what  induce- 
ment can  possibly  prevent  unanimity  on  the 
present  occasion  V  Surely  those,  who  wish 
peace  with  Great  Britain,  will  find  unanimity 
upon  this  occasion  the  most  likely  to  deter  from 
war  ;  and  surely,  sir,  every  gentleman  must 
feel  and  see  that  the  declarations  contained  in 
the  resolution  are  imperiously  due  to  the  dignity 
and  honor  of  our  own  Government,  as  weU  as 
to  our  respect  for  the  people  and  ourselves. 
Sir,  what  would  be.the  effect  of  passing  by  un- 
noticed these  gross  and  insidious  insults  to  both 
the  people  and  Government  ?  Why,  sir,  foreign 
Ministers  would  begin  to  conceive,  that  an  ap- 
peal to  the  people  was  amongst  the  most  sacred 
of  their  privileges  and  immunities.  The  fre- 
quency of  them  already  is  almost  sufiScient  to 
establish  and  sanctify  the  rule.  The  cases  of 
Genet,  Trujo,  the  publication  of  Mr.  Canning's 
letter  in  one  of  the  Boston  newspapers,  &c., 
never  received  sufficient  animadversions  from 
Congress  ;  and  if  this  most  aggravated  case  of 
aU  should  pass  over  unnoticed,  I  should  not  be 
surprised  to  see  Mr.  Jackson  during  the  present 
winter  set  himself  up  as  a  British  President  in 
New  York,  contesting  the  point  of  jurisdiction 
before  the  people,  with  the  American  President 
at  Washington;  whilst  Congress,  regardless 
of  their  own  constitutional  powers,  &c.,  should 
stand  by  and  behold  the  extraordinary  scene  in. 
a  state  of  perfect  neutrality.  Sir,  is  it  possible 
that  Congress  can  so  far  forget  their  duties  to 
the  people  and  their  respect  for  themselves? 
Independently  of  the  obvious  propriety  of  this 
proceeding  in  itself,  have  we,  sir,  no  examples 
of  the  coiu-se  of  conduct  recommended  by  the 
resolution  ?  Let  me  remind  you,  sir,  of  the  case 
of  Count  De  Palm  in  the  British  Parliament. 
In  that  case,  sir,  the  Count  De  Palm  presented 
a  memorial  to  the  British  King  by  the  express 
order  of  his  Government,  complaining  of  the  mis- 
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representation  of  facts  made  in  the  King'sspeech 
to  Parliament,  which  complaint  the  British  his- 
torians admit  was  well  founded.  After  pre- 
senting the  memorial,  he  caused  it  to  be  pub- 
lished and  circulated  through  the  country,  etc. 
What,  air,  was  the  conduct  of  the  British  Par- 
liament and  nation  upon  that  occasion  ?  Sir, 
the  Parliament  unanimously  entered  into  reso- 
lutions expressing  the  highest  indignation  at  the 
insolent  procedure ;  and  presented  an  adjiress  to 
His  Majesty  requesting  him  to  order  the  Count 
De  Palm  out  of  the  country  immediately.  Sir, 
I  will  not  trouble  the  Senate  with  reading  the 
proceedings  of  the  House  of  Commons  upon 
this  memorable  occasion ;  because  I  presented 
them  to  the  Senate  last  winter  in  the  case  of 
the  publication  of  Mr.  Canning's  letter  in  the 
Boston  paper,  and  I,  therefore,  presume  they 
are  now  fresh  in  the  recollection  of  every  gen- 
tleman. And  what,  sir,  was  the  conduct  of  the 
opposition  in  the  British  House  of  Commons, 
when  their  King  and  country  were  insulted  by 
a  foreign  Minister?  Did  they  hold  back,  did 
they  attempt  to  paralyze  the  proceedings  of 
their  Government  in  resenting  this  conduct  and 
retrieving  its  wounded  honor  and  dignity  ?  No, 
sir,  they  were  Englishmen, -and  felt  the  indignity 
to  themselves !  They  were  patriots,  and  could 
not  see  their  Government  and  nation  insulted 
with  indiflference!  They  stepped  forward,  sir, 
and  were  the  first  to  move  the  resolution  and 
address.  The  proceeding  was  unanimous  ;  and 
what  benefit  did  the  British  nation  receive  from 
this  unanimous  and  prompt  proceeding?  Why, 
sir,  from  the  year  1726  to  the  present  time,  the 
insult  has  not,  I  believe,  beemrepeated,  and  prob- 
ably never  will  again. 

Sir,  how  honorable,  how  patriotic,  was  this 
course  of  conduct  to  the  British  opposition  ! 
How  honorable  and  laudable  would  be  its  imi- 
tation here !  Especially,  sir,  when  union  is  all 
that  is  wanting  to  make  us  happy  and  victori- 
ous. Why  then,  sir,  should  we  not  have  union, 
when  it  is  so  easy  and  efficacious  a  remedy  for 
all  our  difficulties  ?  Sir,  the  nation  expects  it ; 
the  nation  has  a  right  to  demand  it.  May  I  not 
then  hope,  sir,  that  the  hitherto  doininant  spirit 
of  party  will  now  yield  to  an  occasion,  so  ob- 
vious, so  urgent,  so  honorable  1  Sir,  I  cannot 
express  to  you  the  pleasure  I  should  feel  at  my 
heart,  if  I  could  see  all  irritations  banished,  and 
harmony  and  mutual  good  will  universally  per- 
vading all  political  scenes  and  all  social  inter- 
course. That  the  present  occasion  may  be 
improved  to  this  desirable  end,  is  the  most  fer- 
vent prayer  of  one,  who,  in  the  present  delicate, 
interesting  crisis  of  the  nation,  feels  a  devotion 
for  his  country  beyond  every  thing  else  on  this 
side  of  Heaven  I 

After  Mr.  Giles  concluded,  the  question  was 
taken  on  .the  passage  of  the  resolution  to  a  third 
reading.  There  were  twenty-four  members 
present,  besides  the  President  pro  tern. ;  of 
whom  twenty  voted  in  favor  of  it.  It  was  or- 
dered to  be  read  a  third  time  on  Monday  next. 


Monday,  December  11. 

Mr.  GiLMAN,  from  the  committee,  reported 
the  resolution  relating  to  the  official  corre- 
spondence between  the  Secretary  of  State  and 
Francis  J.  Jackson,  Minister  Plenipotentiary  of 
His  Britannic  Majesty,  correctly  engrossed ;  and 
the  resolution  was  read  the  third  time. 

On  the  question,  Shall  this  resolution  pass  ?  it 
was  determined  in  the  affirmative — ^yeas  20, 
nays  4,  as  follows  : 

Yeas. — Messrs.  Bradley,  Brent,  Condit,  Crawford, 
Gaillard,  German,  Giles,  Gilman,  Gregg,  Griswold, 
Lambert,  Leib,  Mathewson,  Meigs,  Parker,  Pope, 
Keed,  Smith  of  Maryland,  Sumter,  and  Turner. 

Nays. — Messrs.  Goodrich,  Hillhouse,  Lloyd,  and 
Pickering. 

Monday,  December  18. 
John  Smith,  from  the  State  of  New  York, 
attended. 


Thuesdat,  December  21. 
Joseph  Andeeson ,  from  the  State  of  Tennes- 
see, attended. 


Tuesday,  December  26. 
Jesse  Feanklbj,  from  the  State  of  North 
Carolina,  attended. 


Thitesday,  December  28. 
Chaeles  Tait,  arppointed  a  Senator  by  the 
Legislature  of  the  State  of  Georgia,  in  the  place 
of  John  Milledge,  resigned,  produced  his  cre- 
dentials ;  which  were  read,  and,  the  oath  pre- 
scribed by  law  having  been  administered  to  him, 
he  took  his  seat  in  the  Senate. 


Tuesday,  January  2,  1810. 
James  A.  Bayaedj  from  the  State  of  Eela- 
ware,  attended. 


Thuesday,  January  4. 

Jenkot  Whiteside,  from  the  State  of  Ten- 
nessee, attended. 


Feiday,  January  12. 
Alexandee  -Campbell,  appointed  a  Senator 
by  the  Legislature  of  the  State  of  Ohio,  in 
place  of  Edward  Tiffin,  resigned ;  and  Oheisto- 
phee  G.  Ohamplus-,  appointed  a  Senator  by  the 
Legislature  of  the  State  of  Rhode  Island,  in  the 
place  of  Francis  Malbone,  deceased ;  severally 
produced  their  credentials,  which  were  read. 
And  the  oath  prescribed  bylaw  having  been 
administered  to  them,  they  took  their  seats  in 
the  Senate. 


Tuesday,  January  23. 

Naval  Armament. 

The  Senate  resumed  the  third  reading  of  the 

bill  authorizing  the  fitting  out,  officering,  and 

manning,  the  frigates  belonging  to  the  United 

States. 
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Thuesdat,  February  1. 
The  Peesident  communicated  a  letter  from 
the  Governor  of  the  State  of  Kentucky,  en- 
closing a  certificate  of  the  appointment  of 
Henet  Olat  a  Senator  of  the  United  States,  in 
place  of  Buckner  Thruston,  resigned.  And  the 
certificate  was  read,  and  ordered  to  lie  on  file. 

MoKBAT,  February  5. 
Henet  Clay,  appointed  a  Senator  by  the  Le- 
gislature of  the  State  of  Kentucky,  in  the  place 
of  Buckner  Thruston,  attended,  and  the  oath 
prescribed  by  law  having  been  administered  to 
him,  he  took  his  seat  in  the  Senate. 


Non-Intercourse, 


[Senate. 


Thtiesdat,  February  22. 
NoTi-Intercourae. 
Mr.  GiLMAN,  from  the  committee,  reported 
the  amendments  to  the  bill,  entitled  "  An  act 
respecting  the  commercial  intercourse  between 
the  United  States  and  GreatBritain  and  France, 
and  for  other  purposes,"  correctly  engrossed ; 
and  the  bill  was  read  the  third  time  as  amended. 
Mr.  Olat. — ^Mr.  President :  At  all  times  em- 
barrassed when  I  have  ventured  to  address  you. 
it  is  with  peculiar  difEidence  I  rise  on  this  occa- 
sion. The  profound  respect  I  have  been  taught 
to  entertain  for  this  body,  my  conscious  inade- 
quacy to  discuss,  as  it  deserves,  the  question  be- 
fore you,  the  magnitude  of  that  question,  and 
the  recent  seat  I  have  taken  in  this  House,  are 
too  well  calculated  to  appall,  and  would  impel 
me  to  sjlence  if  any  other  member  would  assume 
the  task  I  propose  attempting.  But,  sir,  when 
the  regular  troops  of  this  House,  disciplined  as 
they  are  in  the  great  affairs  of  this  nation,  are 
inactive  at  their  posts,  it  becomes  the  duty  of 
its  raw  militia,  however  lately  enlisted,  to  step 
forth  in  defence  of  the  honor  and  independence 
of  the  country. 

I  voted  yesterday  against  the  amendment  of- 
fered by  the  gentleman  from  Maryland,  because, 
while  that  vote  did  not  pledge  me  for  the  ulti- 
mate passage  of  the  biU,  it  would  have  allowed 
me  to  give  it  my  support  if  no  better  proposi- 
tion was  tendered.  I  do  not  like  the  bill  as  sent 
from  the  House  of  Eepresentatives.  It  was  a 
crazy  vessel,  shattered  and  leaky ;  but  it  afford- 
ed Some  shelter,  bad  as  it  was.  It  was  opposi- 
tion to  the  aggressive  edicts  of  the  belligerents. 
Taken  from  us  without  a  substitute,  we  .are  left 
defenceless,  naked,  and  exposed  to  all  the  rage 
and  violence  of  the  storm. 

Sir,  have  we  not  been  for  years  contending 
against  the  tyranny  of  the  ocean  ?  Has  not 
Congress  solemnly  pledged  itself  to  the  world 
not  to  surrender  our  rights  ?  And  has  not  the 
nation  at  large  in  all  its  capacities  of  meetings 
of  the  people,  State,  and  General  Government, 
resolved  to  maintain  at  all  hazards  our  maritime 
independence  ?  Your  whole  circle  of  commer- 
cial restrictions,  including  the  non-importation, 
embargo,  and  non-intercourse  acts,  had  in  view 
an  opposition  to  the  offensive  measures  of  the 
belligerents,  so  justly  complained  of  by  us.  They  ; 
Vol.  IV.— 12 


presented  resutance — the  peaceful  resistance  of. 
the  law.  When  this  is  abandoned  without 
effect,  I  am  for  resistance  by  the  sword. 

No  man  in  the  nation  wants  peace  more  than 
I ;  but  I  prefer  the  troubled  ocean  of  war,  de- 
manded by  the  honor  and  independence  of  the 
coimtry,  with  all  its  calamities  and  desolation, 
to  the  tranquil  and  putrescent  pool  of  ignomini- 
ous  peace.  If  we  can  accommodate  our  differ- 
ences with  one  of  the  belligerents  only,  I  should 
prefer  that  one  to  be  Britain;  but  if  with 
neither,  and  we  are  forced  into  a  selection  of 
our  enemy,  then*  am  I  for  war  with  Britain, 
because  I  believe  her  prior  in  aggression,  and 
her  injuries  and  insults  to  us  were  atrocious  in 
character.  I  shall  not  attempt  to  exhibit  an 
account  between  the  belligerents  of  mercantile 
spoliations  inflicted  and  menaced.  On  that 
point  we  have  just  cause  of  war  with  both. 
Britain  stands  pre-eminent  in  her  outrage  on 
us,  by  her  violation  of  the  sacred  personal  rights 
of  American  freemen,  in  the  arbitrary  and  law- 
less imprisonment  of  our  seamen,  the  attack  on 
the  Chesapeake — the  murder,  sir.  I  will  not 
dwell  on  the  long  catalogue  of  our  wrongs  and 
disgrace,  which  has  been  repeated  until  the  sen- 
sibility of  the  nation  is  benumbed  by  the  dis- 
honorable detaO. 

But  we  are  asked  for  the  means  of  carrying 
on  the  war,  and  those  who  oppose  it  triumph- 
antly appeal  to  the  vacant  vaults  of  the  Treas- 
ury. With  the  unimpaired  credit  of  the  Gov- 
ernment invigorated  by  a  faithful  observance 
of  public  engagements,  and  a  rapid  extinction 
of  the  debt  of  the  land,  with  the  boundless  ter- 
ritories in  the  west  presenting  a  safe  pledge  for 
reimbursement  of  Idans  to  any  extent,  is  it  not 
astonishing  that  despondency  itself  should  dis- 
parage the  resources  of  this  country?  You 
have,  sir,  I  am  credibly  informed,  in  the  city 
and  vicinity  of  New  Orleans  alone,  public  prop- 
erty sufficient  to  extinguish  the  celebrated  de- 
ficit in  the  Secretary's  report.  And  are  we  to 
regard  as  nothing  the  patriotic  offer  so  often 
made  by  the  States,  to  spend  their  last  cent,  and 
risk  their  last  drop  of  blood,  in  the  preservation 
of  our  neutral  privileges?  Or,  are  we  to  be 
governed  by  the  low,  grovelling  parsimony  of 
the  counting  room,  and  to  cast  up  the  actual 
pence  in  the  drawer  before  we  assert  our  inesti- 
mable rights? 

It  is  said,  however,  that  no  object  is  attain- 
able by  war  with  Great  Britain.  In  its  for- 
tunes, we  are  to  estimate  not  only  the  benefit 
to  be  derived  to  ourselves,  but  the  injury  to  be 
done  the  enemy.  The  conquest  of  Canada  is  in 
your  power.  I  trust  I  shall  not  be  deemed 
presumptuous  when  I  state  that  I  verily  believe 
that  the  militia  of  Kentucky  are  alone  compe- 
tent to  place  Montreal  and  Upper  Canada  at 
your  feet.  Is  it  nothing  to  the  British  nation  ; 
is  it  nothing  to  the  pride  of  her  Monarch,  to 
have  the  last  of  the  immense  North  American 
possessions  held  by  him  in  the  commencement 
of  his  reign  wrested  from  his  dominion  ?  Is  it 
nothing  to  us  to  extinguish  the  torch  that  lights 
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up  savage  warfare  ?  Is  it  nothing  to  acquire 
the  entire  fur  trade  connected  with  that  country, 
and  to  destroy  the  temptation  and  the  opportu- 
nity of  violating  your  revenue  and  other  laws  ? 

War  with  Great  Britain  will  deprive  her  of 
those  supplies  of  raw  materials  and  provisions 
which  she  now  ohtains  from  this  country.  It 
is  alleged  that  the  non-intercourse  law,  con- 
stantly evaded,  is  incapable  of  execution. 
War  will  be  a  non-intercourse,  admitting  of  but 
partial. elusion.  The  pressure  upon  her,  con- 
templated by  your  restrictive  laws,  will  then  be 
completely  realized.  She  will  not  have  the 
game,  as  she  will  if  you  press  this  bill  without 
an  efficient  system,  entirely  in  her  own  hands. 
The  enterprise  and  valor  of  our  maritime 
brethren  will  participate  in  the  spoils  of  cap- 
ture. 

Another  effect  of  war  will  be,  the  reproduc- 
tion and  cherishing  of  a  commercial  spirit 
amongst  us.  Is  there  no  danger  that  we  shall 
become  enervated  by  the  spirit  of  avarice,  un- 
fortunately so  predominant?  I  do  not  wish  to 
see  that  diffusive  military  character,  which, 
pervading  the  whole  nation,  might  possibly 
eventuate  in  the  aggrandizement  of  some  am- 
bitious chief,  by  prostrating  the  liberties  of  the 
country.  But  a  certain  portion  of  military  .irdor 
(and  that  is  what  I  desire)  is  essential  to  the 
protection  of  the  country.  The  withered  arm 
and  wrinkled  brow  of  the  illustrious  founders 
of  our  freed'ora  are  melancholy  indications  that 
they  wiU  shortly  be  removed  from  us.  Their 
deeds  of  glory  and  renown  will  then  be  felt  only 
through  the  cold  medium  of  the  historic  page. 
We  shall  want  the  presence  and  living  example 
of  a  new  race  of  heroes  to 'supply  their  places, 
and  to  animate  us  to  preserve  inviolate  what 
they  achieved.  Am  I  counting  too  much  on  the 
valor  of  my  countrymen,  when  I  indulge  the 
hope,  that,  if  we  are  forced  into  war,  the 
American  hero  now  lives,  who,  upon  the  walls 
of  Quebec,  imitating  his  glorious  example,  will 
avenge  the  fall  of  the  immortal  Montgomery  ? 
But  we  shall,  at  least,  gain  the  approbation  of 
our  own  hearts.  If  we  surrender  without  a 
struggle  to  maintain  our  rights,  we  forfeit  the 
respect  of  the  world,  and  (what  is  worse)  of 
ourselves. 

We  are  often  reminded  that  the  British  navy 
constitutes  the  only  barrier  between  us  and  uni- 
versal dominion.  When  resistance  to  Britain  is 
submission  to  France,  I  protest  against  the 
castigation  of  our  colonial  infancy  being  applied 
in  the  independent  manhood  of  America.  I  am 
willing,  sir,  to  dispense  with  the  parental  ten- 
derness of  the  British  navy.  I  cannot  subscribe 
to  British  slavery  upon  the  water,  that  we  may 
escape  French  subjugation  on  land.  I  should 
feel  myself  humbled,  as  an  American  citizen,  if 
vre  had  to  depend  upon  any  foreign  power  to 
uphold  our  independence ;  and  I  am  persuaded 
that  our  own  resources,  properly  directed,  are 
fully  adequate  to  our  defence.  I  am  therefore  for 
resisting  oppression,  by  whomsoever  attempted 
against  us,  whether  maritime  or  territorial. 


Considering  then  that  the  bill  as  amended  in 
this  House,  in  furnishing  no  substitute  for  the 
law  of  non-intercourse,  which  it  repeals,  nor 
the  proposition  of  the  other  House,  intended  to 
take  its  place,  is  a  total  dereliction  of  all  op- 
position to  the  edicts  of  the  belligerents,  I  can- 
not vote  for  it  in  its  present  form.  I  move  a 
recommitment  of  the  bill  to  supply  this  defect. 
What  ought  to  be  the  substitute,  I  confess  I 
have  not  satisfied  myself — ^not  expecting  that  it 
would  fall  to  my  lot  to  make  you  this  motion. 
The  committee,  however,  can  deliberate  upon 
the  subject,  and  propose  one.  I  would  suggest 
two  for  consideration — either  a  total  non-im- 
portation, which  our  laws  can  doubtless  enforce, 
or  to  arm  our  merchantmen,  and  authorize 
convoys.  A  day  may  be  fixed,  allowing  suffi- 
cient time  for  the  last  effijrt  of  the  negotiation. 
That  failing,  our  merchants  then  to  be  per- 
mitted to  arm,  and  to  receive  all  the  protection 
by  convoys  which  the  public  vessels  can  give. 
This  latter  measure  may  lead  to  war,  but  it  is 
not  war.  Our  neutral  rights  are  violated  b.y  the 
belligerents.  Each  places  our  commerce  under 
restrictions,  not  warranted  by  the  law  of  na- 
tions. We  must  then  submit,  or  protect  it. 
Whilst  we  confine  ourselves  within  the  pale  of 
that  law,  neither  has  aright  to  complain.  When' 
so  armed,  and  pursuing  our  lawful  destination, 
let  those  who  attempt  to  molest  us  take  to  them- 
selves the  coQsequences  of  their  own  violations. 
On  our  part,  a  war  thus  produced  will  be  a  w^r 
of  defence. 

But,  Mr.  President,  if,  after  all  our  delibera- 
tion, it  shall  be  deemed  unwise  to  adopt  either 
of  these  expedients,  perhaps  some  other  unex- 
ceptionable course  may  occur.  I  insist  that  you 
do  not  return  the  bill  to  the  other  branch  of  the 
Legislature  in  its  present  form.  They  have  sent 
you  a  measure,  I  acknowledge,  weak;  it  is, 
however,  not  submission.  It  professes  to  op- 
pose (in  iForm,  at  least)  the  injustice  of  foreign 
Governments.  What  are  you  about  to  do — to 
breathe  vigor  and  energy  into  the  bUl?  No, 
sir ;  you  have  eradicated  all  its  vitality,  and  are 
about  to  transmit  back  again  the  lifeless  skele- 
ton. I  entreat  the  Senate  to  recollect  the  high 
ground  they  occupy  with  the  nation.  I  call 
upon  the  members  of  this  House  to  maintain  its 
character  for  vigor.  I  beseech  them  not  to 
forfeit  the  esteem  of  the  country.  Will  you  set 
the  base  example  to  the  other  House  of  an  ig- 
nominious surrender  of  our  rights,  after  they 
have  been  reproached  with  imbecility,  and  you 
extolled  for  your  energy  ?  But,  sir,  if  we  could 
be  so  forgetful  of  ourselves,  I  trust  we  shall- 
spare  you  the  disgrace  of  signing  with  those 
hands,  so  instrumental  in  the  Revolution,  a  bill 
abandoning  some  of  the  most  precious  rights 
which  it  then  secured. 

The  motion  of  Mr.  Clat  to  recommit  the  bill, 
for  the  purpose  of  amendment,  was  determined 
in  the  negative — ^yeas  13,  nays  20,  as  follows: 

Yeas. — Messrs.  Bradley,  Brent,  Campbell,  Clay, 
Condit,  German,  Mathewson,  Meigs,  Parker,  Pope, 
Robinson   Sumter,  and  Whiteside. 
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NAYS.-Messrs.  Anderson,  Bayard,  ChampUn,  Craw- 
ford, Franklin,  Gaillard,  GUman,  Goodrich,  Gregg, 
Hillhouse,  Horsey,  Lambert,  Leib,  Lloyd,  Pickering, 
Eeed,  Smith  of  Maryland,  Smith  of  New  York,  Tait^ 
and  Turner. 

On  the  question,  Shall  this  bill  pass  as  amend- 
ed? it  was  determined  in  the  aflBrmative — yeas 
26,  nays  7,  as  follows ; 

Yeas. — Messrs.  Anderson,  Bayard,  Brent,  Camp- 
bell, Champlin,  Crawford,  Franklin,  Gaillard,  GU- 
man,  Goodrich,  Gregg,  HiUhonse,  Horsey,  Lambert, 
Leib,  Lloyd,  Mathewson,  Meigs,  Pickering,  Reed, 
Smith  of  Maryland,  Smith  of  New  York,  Sumter, 
Tait,  Turner,  and  Whiteside. 

Nats. — Mesjsrs.  Bradley,  Clay,  Condit,  German, 
Parker,  Pope,  and  Robinson. 

So  it  was  resolved  that  this  bill  pass  with 
amendments. 

On  motion,  by  Mr.  Smith  of  Maryland,  it  was 
agreed  that  the  title  of  the  bill  be  amended,  to 
read  as  follows :  "  An  act  to  interdict  th'e  pub- 
lic ships  and  vessels  of  France  and  Great  Britain 
from  the  ports  and  harbors  of  the  United  States, 
and  for  other  purposes." 

WEDifESDAT,  February  28. 

The  Vice  Pkesident  being  absent,  the  Senate 
preceded  to  the  election  of  a  President^ro  tem- 
pore, as  the  constitution  provides,  and  the  hon- 
orable John  Gaillakd  was  appointed. 

Ordered,  That  the  Secretary  wait  on  the 
President  of  the  United  States,  and  acquaint 
him  that  the  Senate  have,  in  the  absence  of  the 
Vice  President,  elected  the  Honorable  John 
Gaillakd  President  of  the  Senate  pro  tempore. 


TtTESDAT,  March  6. 
Non-Intercourae. 

The  Senate  resumed  the  resolution  of  the 
House  of  Representatives  disagreeing  to  their 
amendments  to  the  bill,  entitled  "  An  act  re- 
specting the  commercial  intercourse  between  the 
United  States  and  Great  Britain  and  France, 
.and  for  other  purposes." 

The  question  pending,  when  the  Senate  ad- 
journed yesterday,  was  on  adherence  to  their 
amendments  to  the  bill. 

Mr.  Andeeson  observed  that,  when  he  had 
made  the  motion  yesterday  to  adhere,  he  had 
done  it  under  the  impression  that  it  was  proper 
to  bring  the  subject  to  a  conclusion,  and  because 
he  believed  the  interest  of  the  country  required 
that  it  should  be  finally  acted  on.  He  said  he 
was  still  impressed  with  that  idea ;  but,  paying 
a  deference  to  the  opinion  of  his  friends,  desir- 
ing also  to  treat  the  House  of  Representatives 
with  the  respect  due  to  that  body,  and  because 
it  was  more  conformable  to  the  rules  of  pro- 
ceeding generally  observed,  he  withdrew  the 
motion  to  adhere,  and  moved  to  imM  on  the 
amendments.  Ho  said  he  should,  by  parhament- 
ary  practice,  have  been  fully  justified  in  the 
motion  to  adhere  before  insisting.  But  it  was 
proper  that  the  two  Houses  of  Congress  should 
bo  courteous  in  their  conduct  to  one  another, 
and  the  state  of  affah-s  at  present  peculiarly  re- 


quired it ;  he  therefore  varied  his  motion.  The 
question  was  then  taken  to  insist,  and  car- 
ried without  a  division. 

Mr.  Anderson  then  moved  to  appoint  a  com- 
mittee of  conference,  to  confer  on  the  subject 
with  such  committee  as  should  be  appointed  by 
the  House  of  Representatives. — Agreed  to. 

Messrs.  Andeeson,  Leib,  and  Smith  of  Mary- 
land, were  accordingly  appointed  on  the  part 
of  the  Senate. 


TnuSBDAT,  March  8. 

Demands  upon  Great  Britain — Reprisal. 

Mr.  Leib  submitted  the  following  resolutions : 

"  Resolved,  That  the  President  of  the  United  States 
be  required  to  instruct  our  Minister  at  the  Court  of 
Great  Britain  to  demand  of  the  British  Govern- 
ment an  immediate  compliance  with  the  arrange-? 
ment  made  by  their  Minister,  Mr.  Erskine,  with  this 
Government,  comprising  atonement  for  the  attack 
upon  the  frigate  Chesapeake,  and  a  relinquishment 
of  the  Orders  in  Council ;  and  that,  on  failure  to  ex- 
ecute that  arrangement,  our  Minister  be  directed 
forthwith  to  return  to  the  United  States. 

"  Resolved,  That  the  President  of  the  United  States, 
be  required  to  instruct  our  Minister  at  the  Court  of 
Great  Britain  to  demand  of  the  British  Government 
an  immediate  release  of  all  American  citizens  im- 
pressed into  the  British  service,  and  that,  on  failure 
or  refusal  to  make  such  release,  our  Minister  be  di- 
rected forthwith  to  return  to  the  United  States. 

"  Resolved,  That,  on  the  failure  or  refusal  of  the 
Government  of  Great  Britain,  after  demand  made  by 
our  Minister  to  carry  into  effect  the  arrangements 
made  by  Mr.  Erskine,  the  British  Minister,  or,  on 
the  re&sal  or  failure  to  release  all  American  citizens 
impressed  into  the  British  service,  the  President  of 
the  United  States  be  authorized  to  issue  letters  of 
marque  and  reprisal  against  the  ships  and  vessels  be- 
longing to  the  Government  and  subjects  of  Great 
Britain." 


Monday,  March  12. 
Withdrawal  of  Resolutions. 

Mr.  Leib,  on  request,  had  leave  to  withdraw 
his  resolutions  submitted  for  consideration  on 
the  8th  inst. 

Mr.  Leib  remarked  that  he  had  submitted 
the  resolutions  upon  the  table  of  the  Senate 
under  a  conviction  that  the  honor  and  interests 
of  the  nation  required  such  a  course  of  meas- 
ures. He  believed  that  it  was  time  to  have 
done  with  trifling,  with  a  war  of  words,  and 
with  what  had  been  termed  gasconade;  that 
the  cup  of  expedients  had  been  drained  to  the 
la«t  dregs,  and  that  a  new  mode  of  warfare  be- 
came indispensable,  to  vindicate  our  honor  and 
assert  our  rights.  His  impressions  were,  that  a 
determined  attitude  alone  could  rescue  us  from 
the  oppressor's  wrong,  awaken  a  sense  of  justice, 
or  lead  to  that  necessary  alternative  which  an 
injured  nation  is  sometimes  obliged  to  resort  to, 
to  avoid  greater  calamity.  He  said  that  he  was 
no  friend  to  war — that  peace  was  the  first  wish 
of  his  heart— but  that  he  could  not  consent  to 
presei-ve  it  by  a  prostitution  of  the  attributes 
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of  freemen.     Insult,  robbery,  and  murder,  cried 
aloud  for  justice  or  for  vengeance ;  and  duty 
requires  of  him  the  aid  of  his  feeble  efforts  to 
rescue  the  nation  from  degradation.    He  re- 
marked,  that  the  resolutions    were    directed 
against  one  of  the  belligerents    only,  and  he 
,  would  assign  his  reasons  for  the  discrimination, 
and  why  he  had  selected  Great  Britain  for  their 
object.     It  had  been  admitted  that  we  had  a 
right  to  choose  our  enemy,  and  Great  Britain 
was  selected,  because  she  was  first  in  the  career 
of  maritime   despotism,  and  had  exercised  it 
with  unrelenting  severity ;  because  she  stands 
alone  in  the  impressment  of  our  citizens,  and 
dooms  them  to    ignominious  punishment,   or 
compels  them  to  fight  her  battles ;  because  the 
national  lionor  had  been  vitally  wounded,  in  the 
attack  upon    our  flag;  and  because  she  had 
heaped  outrage  upon  aggression,  and  had  im- 
brued her  hands  in  the  innocent  blood  of  our 
citizens.     Since  the  resolutions  were  offered,  he 
further  remarked,  the  aspect  of  things  seemed 
to  be  somewhat  varied,  and  a  hope  i^  entertain- 
ed, from  the  advices  received,  that  a  change  of 
attitude    may  be  rendered    unnecessary ;  and 
that,  under  present  circumstances,  such  change 
is  inexpedient,  and  may  prove  injurious.    How- 
ever skeptical  he  might  be  on  this  subject,  he 
had  no  wish  to  embarrass  the  Administration 
in  its  negotiations ;  but,  on  the  contrary,  he 
wished  to  give  full  scope  to  any  efforts  for  an 
amicable  adjustment  of  our  differences.     He 
wished  not  to  throw  in  a  cloud  to  intercept  that 
glimpse  which  was  supposed  to  be  breaking 
upon  us.    His  enmities,  he  said,  were  national, 
and  would  cease  with  the  cause  of  excitement. 
Under  these  impressions,  and  in  deference  to 
the  judgment  of  political  as  well  as  personal 
friends,  to  whose  opinions  he  was  always  ready 
to  render  a  willing  homage,  he  said  that  he 
would  withdraw  the  resolutions,  reserving  to 
himself  the  right  to  renew  them  under  other 
circumstances. 


Monday,  March  19. 
Non-Intercourse. 

The  Senate  resumed  the  consideration  of  the 
report  of  the  managers  at  the  conference  on 
their  part,  on  the  bill,  entitled  "  An  act  respect- 
ing the  commercial  intercourse  between  the 
United  States  and  Great  Britain  and  France, 
and  for  other  purposes." 

On  motion,  by  Mr.  Clay,  to  postpone  the 
further  consideration  thereof  until  to-morrow, 
it  was  determined  in  the  negative.  And  the 
question  recurring  on  the  original  motion — 
_  Mr.  S.  Smith  said :  Mr.  President,  the  ques- 
tion before  the  Senate  is,  to  adhere  to  their 
amendments  made  to  tlie  biU  "  respecting  the 
commercial  intercourse  between  the  United 
States  and  Great  Britain  and  France." 

It  is  with  extreme  reluctance  that  I  rise  on 
the  present  occasion.  I  feel,  sensibly  feel,  the 
situation  in  which  I  place  myself  by  opposing 
a  measure  countenanced  by  the  vote  in  the 


other  House,  of  almost  all  those  with  whom  I 
have  been  accustomed  to  act,  and  by  many  in 
the  Senate,  for  whose  superior  judgment  and 
correct  opinions  I  have  ever  had  the  highest  re- 
spect. Finding,  however,  that  I  differed  with 
those  gentlemen,  I  took  the  bill  to  my  lodgings, 
and  considered  it  with  a  disposition  to  find  in 
it  something  that  should  induce  me  to  give  up 
my  own  opinion  to  that  expressed  by  the  vote 
in  the  other  House ;  but  I  looked  in  vain,  and  I 
found  myself  compelled  to  take  the  ground  of 
opposition  to  the  bill.  In  doing  this,  I  must 
hope  for  the  indulgence  of  those  with  whom  I 
differ,  and  of  the  Senate,  for  detailing  the  rea- 
sons for  the  motion  I  made  to  amend  the  bUl. 
To  do  this,  it  may  not  be  unprofitable  to  take  a 
review  of  the  causes  that  led  to  the  measures 
adopted  by  the  United  States,  and  the  course 
taken  by  Congress  to  resist  the  injuries  imposed 
upon  us  by  Great  Britain  and  France. 

The  insult  offered  to  the  honor  of  the  nation 
in  the  affair  of  the  Chesapeake,  so  far  from  be- 
ing redressed,  was  heightened  by  a  proclamation 
from  the  King  of  Great  Britain,  authorizing 
publicly,  in  the  face  of  the  world,  the  boarding 
of  our  merchant  ships,  and  taking  therefrom 
whomsoever  their  officers  should  call  a  British 
subject ;  to  palliate  this  outrage  on  OTir  independ- 
ence, it  was  recommended  to  the  boarding  of- 
ficer to  execute  this  indignity  with  politeness. 
About  the  same  time  the  Government  was  in- 
formed of  the  case  of  the  Horizon,  condemned 
under  the  Berlin  decree,  and  that  the  Emperor 
had  determined  that  that  decree  should  embrace 
Americans  as  well  as  other  neutrals.  This  de- 
termination was  directly  contrary  to  the  assur- 
ance given  General  Armstrong,  by  the  French 
Minister  of  Marine,  as  well  as  to  the  practice 
under  the  decree.  This  was  the  first  intimation 
given  to  our  Government  that  the  Berlin  decree 
would  operate  on  the  interest  of  the  United 
States, 

,  The  President  (as  was  his  duty)  laid  both  of 
those  subjects  before  Congress  in  a  Message,  and 
it  was  well  known  at  the  same  time,  (although 
not  officially,)  that  the  British  Order  of  Council 
of  November  had  been  issued. 

What  was  then  our  situauion  with  those  na- 
tions? France  had  declared  every  American 
vessel  that  was  bound  to  or  from  Great  Britain, 
or  having  on  board  goods,  the  produce  or  man- 
ufacture of  Great  Britain,  to  be  lawful  prize. 
Great  Britain  declared  that  every  American 
vessel  bound  to  any  port  of  Europe,  should  first 
come  into  her  ports,  there  land  her  cargo,  pay 
a  transit  duty,  and  depart  (if  they  pleased)  to 
their  original  port  of  destination ;  and  any  ves- 
sel failing  to  do  so,  should  be  liable  to  condem- 
nation ;  that  any  American  vessel  having  a  cer- 
tificate of  origin  on  board,  should  be  considered 
good  prize.  Thus  situated,  we  had  a  choice  of 
war  or  embargo.  To  make  war  on  France 
would  have  been  idle ;  we  could  inflict  no  wound 
on  her  by  war,  except  that  of  withholding  our 
supplies  from  her  West  and  East  India  colonies, 
and  this  would  as  effectually'be  done  by  an  em- 
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bai-go.  In  a  war  with  England,  we  could  in- 
flict severe  wounds  on  her  immense  commerce, 
and  she  is  always  vulnerable  on  the  side  of  Can- 
ada. A  more  pacific  system  was  however 
adopted — the  embargo.  Had  that  measure  been 
rigidly  enforced,  it  could  not  have  failed  to  have 
compelled  a  removal  of  the  unjust  conduct  of 
those_  nations,  most  certainly  of  that  of  Great 
Britain.  The  Senate,  aware  that  a  measure  of 
that  kind  could  not  be  enforced  without  a  phys- 
ical force,  sensible  that  the  prospect  of  profit 
would  induce  many  to  prevent  its  intended  op- 
erations by  evasions,  did  immediately  pass  a  bill 
authorizing  the  President  to  fit  out  and  put  to 
sea  all  the  armed  vessels  of  the  United  States, 
for  the  purpose  of  preventing  evasions  of  the 
law,  to  employ  our  seamen  who  were  thrown 
idle,  and  to  be  prepared  for  events  should  a  war 
ensue.  The  bill  slept  in  the  other  House,  and, 
by  an  ill-timed  economy,  was  ultimately  reject- 
ed, by  which  a  free  scope  was  given  to  evaders 
of  the  law,  and  the  system  (which  was  a  wise 
one)  was  in  some  degree  frustrated ;  yet  it  had 
an  efieot  highly  salutary  on  Great  Britain,  it 
compelled  her  to  modify  the  Orders  of  Council 
of  November,  and  no  longer  were  our  ships 
compelled  to  go  into  her, ports,  and  there  pay 
tribute ;  no  longer  were  our  vessels  subjected 
to  condemnation  for  having  a  certificate  of  ori- 
gin on  board.  The  embargo  was  severely  felt 
by  Great  Britain  while  in  force,  every  article 
which  they  had  been  accustomed  to  receive 
from  us  rose  immediately  in  price,  and  I  am 
confident  that  had  it  been  continued  and  exe- 
cuted, fuU  satisfaction  would  have  been  given 
by  Britain  for  the  various  outrages  which  had 
been  committed  on  our  honor  and  independence. 
It  was  relinquished,  and  a  non-intercourse  was 
substituted  as  to  both  nations.  This  measure, 
although  less  strong,  was  such  as  would  have 
been  very  severely  felt  by  the  British  nation. 
It  completely  excluded  the  importation  of  her 
manufactures  into  the  United  States;  it  took 
from  her  a  market  for  more  than  one-half  of 
her  manufactures ;  it  turned  idle  a  large  num- 
ber of  workmen,  and  although  it  did  not  pre- 
vent her  from  getting  our  productions,  yet  she 
obtained  them  in  such  a  way,  that  they  cost  her, 
in  some  instances,  double  their  usual  price. 
This  new  system  was  however  checked  in  its 
course  by  the  arrangement  made  with  Great 
Britain  through  Mr.  Erskine.  Our  ports  were 
thrown  open,  and  our  vessels  (then  nearly  all 
in  our  harbors)  soon  filled  Great  Britain  with 
every  thing  she  wanted  at  low  prices ;  flour  fell 
instantly  in  England  to  nine  and  a  half  and  ten 
dollars  the  barrel. 

Great  Britain,  in  lieu  of  the  Orders  of  Coun- 
cil, excluded  us  from  France  and  Holland,  and 
their  colonies,  and  from  Italy,  by  a  paper  block- 
ade ;  an  iniquitous,  illegal  system,  which  she 
had  adopted  in  1793,  and  has  either  contracted 
or  extended  at  her  pleasure  ever  since.  Our 
own  law  excluded  us  from  France  and  Italy. 
This  tended  to  give  a  direction  to  a  great  pro- 
portion of  our  trade  to  Great  Britain,  and  there- 


by completely  supplied  her  wants.  On  the  dis- 
avowal of  Mr.  Erskine's  arrangement,  the  non- 
intercourse  was  renewed,  and  a  stop  put  to  our 
exports  to  Great  Britain ;  the  consequence  was, 
that  flour  rose  immediately  to  fourteen  and  fif- 
teen dollars  in  England;  cotton,  tobacco,  and 
other  articles,  in  a  proportion  stiU  greater.  I 
mention  this  to  show,  that  whenever  we  stop 
our  trade  to  Great  Britain  she  feels  it  sensibly 
in  the  high  prices  she  has  to  give  for  our  ex- 
ports, and  thus  to  show  the  efBcacy  of  the  sys- 
tem that  had  beeil*  taken,  if  it  had  been  duly 
executed.  But  in  her  exports  Great  Britain 
felt  little,  for  our  merchants  had  given  their 
orders  under  the  arrangement,  and  it  would 
have  been  unjust  to  have  prevented  them  from 
receiving  the  goods  they  had  ordered ;  the  non- 
importation part,  which  I  conceive  the  most  es- 
sential part  of  the  non-intercourse,  had  in  con- 
sequence been  inoperative. 

What,  then,  was  our  situation  when  Congress 
met  ?  The  French  privateers  were  capturing 
our  defenceless  merchant  ships,  burning  those 
of  little  value,  and  carrying  into  their  ports  for 
condemnation  those  which  were  valuable. 
Grgat  Britain  had,  by  a  pretended  blockade, 
excluded  us  fi-om  entering  the  ports  of  Holland, 
France,  Italy,  and  their  West  and  East  India 
colonies.  She  had  sent  a  Minister  to  suc- 
ceed Mr.  Erskine,  who,  so  far  from  offering  any 
explanations  on  the  disavowal  of  the  arrange- 
ment made  with  his  predecessor,  added  insult 
to  injury,  and  bearded  us  to  our  teeth ;  he  gave 
us  to  understand  that  the  terms  proposed  in  the 
instructions  to  Mr.  Erskine  would  be  insisted 
on — terms  that  I  am  confident  no  citizen  of  the 
United  States  would  accede  to. 

In  this  state  of  our  foreign  relations  Congress 
met,  the  members  brought  with  them  the  feel- 
ings of  the  people,  who  were  all  alive  to  the 
late  indignity  offered  their  Government,  all  ex- 
pected that  measures  of  energy  would  be  pur- 
sued. This  House  felt  and  acted.  Eesolntions 
passed  almost  unanimously,  expressive  of  their 
sense  of  the  insult  offered  by  the  British  Min- 
ister. 

The  Senate  passed  a  biU  ordering  the  whole 
of  the  vessels  of  war  to  be  put  in  commission, 
(which  bill  sleeps  stiE  in  the  other  House,)  and 
were  progressing  in  preparations  for  the  defence 
of  the  honor  and  safety  of  the  nation,  when  the 
bOl  now  under  consideration  was  reported  by 
the  Committee  of  Foreign  Eelations.  It  ope- 
rated instantly  like  an  electric  shook,  it  para- 
lyzed every  effort,  and  gentlemen  were  aston- 
ished when  they  were  told  that  this  bill  was 
the  great  measure  that  was  to  preserve  our 
honor  in  the  eyes  of  all  the  world ;  that  it  was 
the  grand  panacea  which  was  to  heal  the  wounda 
that  had  been  inflicted  on  our  rights  by  the  bel- 
ligerents. In  fact,  it  was  the  only  measure  on 
which  we  were  to  rely  for  a  redress  of  all  our 
.grievances. 

Mr.  President,  I  read  this  grand  effort  with 
attention.  In  vain  tiid  I  look  for  something 
therein  that  would  tend  to  obtain  satisfaction 
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for  the  insult  on  the  Chesapeake ;  in  vain  for 
any  thing  that  would  tend  to  prevent  the  future 
impressment  of  our  seamen;  in  vain  for  anj' 
thing  that  would  induce  or  coerce  the  bellig- 
erents to  repeal  their  unjust  orders  and  de- 
crees against  our  lawful  commerce.  One  great 
feature,  and  one  only,  was  to  be  discovered,  to 
wit:  the  repeal  of  the  non-intercourse  law — 
covered  by  a  thin  veil,  composed,  as  the  gen- 
tleman from  Kentucky  (Mr.  Clay)  has  said,  of 
shreds  and  patches.  Not  so,  Mr.  President ;  if 
it  had  been  patchwork  alone,  I  should  not  have 
disturbed  its  arrangement.  J3ut  I  found  in  it, 
or  believe  I  did,  that  which  would  be  ruinous 
to  the  commerce  of  the  United  States,  and 
therefore  felt  myself  bound  by  the  duty  I  owe 
to  my  constituents  to  remove  the  veil,  and  leave 
the  measure  open  to  public  view;  the  Senate 
concurred  with  me  in  opinion,  to  wit:  to  strike 
out  the  injurious  sections,  to  which  opinion  I 
shall  vote  to  adhere. 

I  have  been  asked,  shall  Congress  rise  and  do 
nothing?  I  answer,  that  it  is  better  to  do 
nothing  than  to  do  that  which  will  only  injure 
ourselves.  But,  sir,  I  wished  to  do  something ; 
I  proposed,  in  select  committee,  to  strike  out 
those  sections  which  would  only  do  us  injury, 
and  then  fill  their  place  with  sections  (which  I 
had  draughted  and  presented  for  consideration) 
authorizing  the  arming  of  the  merchant  ships, 
not  for  defence  alone,  but  with  authority  to 
capture  and  make  prize  of  any  vessel  that  might 
assail  them  while  engaged  in  lawful  commerce, 
and  to  employ  the  public  ships  of  war  in  con- 
voying the  trade  of  the  nation.  I  met  with  no 
support  in  this  system ;  there  were  in  commit- 
tee four  against  my  motion.  Discouraged  by 
so  large  a  proportion  voting  against  me,  I  neg- 
lected, or  was  deterred  from  making  the  same 
motioi*  in  Senate,  and  this  error  I  regret,  al- 
though I  know  not  whether  I  should  have  been 
more  successful  in  Senate  than  I  had  been  in 
committee ;  but  I  should  have  been  better 
pleased  with  my  own  conduct.  I  had,  it  is  true, 
an  expectation  that,  in  a  committee  of  confer- 
ence between  the  two  Houses,  that  something 
might  be  introduced  that  would  please  both 
branches  of  the  Legislature ;  and  I  presumed 
that  the  convoy  system  would  be  substituted. 
I  have  been  mistaken.  The  conferees  met,  and 
the  committee  of  Senate  submitted  a  section, 
"  authorizing  the  President,  under  his  instruc- 
tions, made  conformably  to  the  laws  of  nations, 
to  grant  convoy  to  the  merchant  ships  of  the 
United  States  engaged  in  lawful  commerce." 
That  proposition  spoke  this  language  to  the 
belligerents:  The  United  States  have  taken 
every  pacific  means  of  obtaining  justice  from 
you  without  success.  We  will  no  longer  de- 
prive ourselves  of  commerce ;  we  will  open  our 
trade,  and  we  wiU  defend  it.  "We  are  ready  to 
meet  the  consequences  that  may  arise,  and  will 
•stand  prepared  for  war,  if  war  shall  ensue. 
This,  Mr.  President,  appeared  to  your  commit- 
tee as  a  course  that  would  te  honorable  to  the 
nation.    It  was  unanimously  rejected  by  the 


committee  on  the  part  of  the  House,  who,  in 
turn,  proposed  that  "  British  ships  should  be 
permitted  to  bring  into  the  United  States  the 
produce  and  manufactures  of  that  nation,  but 
should  not  be  permitted  to  carry  from  the  Unit- 
ed States  any  of  the  produce  thereof,"  and  the 
same  as  to  France.  This  most  extraordinary 
proposition  was  unanimously  rejected  by  the 
conferees  on  the  part  of  the  Senate.  Strip  the 
proposition,  and  what  language  does  it  speak! 
That  the  British  merchant  may  send  into  your 
ports  his  ships  and  fill  your  market  with  British 
goods,  to  the  great  injury  of  your  infant  manu- 
factories ;  he  may  enter  into  competition  with 
them  and  work  their  destruction.  But  he  must 
not  enter  into  competition  with  the  merchants 
in  the  purchase  of  a  return  cargo,  nor  with  the 
ship  owners  in  the  carrying  of  the  produce  of 
the  country.  No,  sir,  that  was  hallowed  ground, 
and  must  not  be  trodden.  The  conferees  of  the 
two  Houses  could  not  agree,  and  the  question 
now  before  the  Senate  is,  to  adhere  to  their 
amendments.  For  which  I  shall  vote,  although 
the  bill  will  then  not  be  such  as  I  wish  it 
had  been.  But,  sir,  it  cannot  in  this  stage  be 
amended.  I  am  aware  that  my  vote  will  be 
disapproved  by  many  of  my  friends.  But,  sir, 
I  trust  that  time,  and  a  further  consideration  of 
the  subject,  will  convince  them  that  my  objec 
tions  to  the  rejected  sections  have  not  been  un 
founded. 

The  question  being  then  taken  that  the  Sen- 
ate adhere  to  their  amendments,  it  was  deter- 
mined in  the  affirmative — ^yeas  IT,  nays  15,  as 
follows : 

Yeas. — Messrs.  Anderson,  Bayard,  Champlin, 
Gaillard,  German,  Gilman,  Goodrich,  Gregg,  Hill- 
honse,  Horsey,  Leib,  Lloyd,  Parker,  Pickering,  Smith 
of  Maryland,  Sumter,  and  Whiteside. 

Nays.  —  Messrs.  Bradley,  Brent,  Campbell,  Clay, 
Condit,  Crawford,  Franklin,  Giles,  Lambert,  Hath- 
ewson,  Meigs,  Pope,  Smith  of  New  York,  Tait,  and 
Turner. 


Thuesdat,  March  22. 
NatioTial  Bank, 
Mr.  Bataed,  from  the  committee  appointed 
on  the  subject  the  thirteenth  instant,  reported 
a  bill  making  provision  for  the  estabhshment  of 
a  National  Bank ;  and  the  biU  -was  read  and 
passed  to  a  second  reading. 

[The  biU  was  for  a  new  hank  of  30  millions  capi- 
tal, the  subscription  for  shares  open  to  every  citizen 
of  the  United  States  or  of  its  Terrrtories,  to  copart- 
nerships composed  of  such  citizens  or  bo^  politic  in- 
corporated within  the  United  States,  to  the  amount 
of  1000  shares.] 


■Wednesday,  April  4. 
Bank  of  the  United  States. 
The  Pkesidbnt  laid  before  the  Senate  the 
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following  report  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Treas- 
ury, made  in  pursuance  of  the  resolution  of  the 
Senate  of  the  2d  instant : 

Treasuey  Department,  April  3,  1810. 
Sir  !  I  have  the  honor  to  transmit  a  report,  pre- 
pared in  obedience  to  the  resolution  of  the  Senate  of 
yesterday. 

I  have  the  honor  to  be,  &c , 

ALBERT  GALLATIN. 

To  the  homorahle  the  President  of  the  Senate: 

The  Secretary  of  the  Treasury,  iu  obedience  to  the 
resolution  of  the  Senate,  of  the  2d  instant,  respect- 
fully reports — 

That  the  statement  annexed  to  the  report  made  to 
the  Senate  on  the  2d  day  of  March,  1809,  contained 
aU  the  dividends  made  by  the  Bank  of  the  United 
States,  from  its  estabhshment  to  the  date  of  the  re- 
port, as  stated  to  the  Treasury  by  the  bank. 

That  the  annexed  table,  (A,)  being  a  transcript  of 
the  above-mentioned  statement,  with  the  addition  of 
the  dividends  made  on  the  1st  day  of  July,  1809, 
and  on  the  first  day  of  January  last,  embraces  not 
only  the  semi-annual  dividends  of  4  per  cent.,  but 
also  all  the  extra  dividends  which  are  within  the 
knowledge  of  this  Department,  and  which,  it  is  be- 
lieved, have  ever  been  made  by  the  bank ;  making, 
in  the  whole,  an  average  of  8  13-36  per  cent,  a  year. 

That  there  remained  to  the  credit  of  the  bank, 
after  payment  of  the  dividend  made  on  the  first  day 
of  January  last,  a  surplus  of  $409,410,  consisting  of 
two  items,  viz :  $125,000,  designated  by  the  name 
of  "General  Bank  Estate,"  intended  as  an  offset 
against  decay  and  presumed  loss,  in  case  of  sale  of 
the  real  estate  of  the  banlc— that  estate  having  been 
paid  for  from  the  capital  stock,  and  not  from  the 
profits  of  the  bank ;  and  $284,410,  designated  by  the 
name  of  "  Contingent  Fund,"  intended  in  the  first 
place  to  cover  losses  arising  from  bad  debts,  not  yet 
actually  lost ;  and  the  residue  of  which,  if  any,  will 
be  appUoable  to  another  extra  dividend. 

That  the  nominal  profit  resulting  to  the  bank,  from 
each  of  its  offices  of  discount  and  deposit,  could  not 
be  ascertained  without  an  investigation  of  all  the 
-vfeekly  returns  made  to  this  Department ;  and  that 
there  are  no  returns  from  which  the  actual  loss  sus- 
tained by  each  office  can  be  known. 

But,  that  the  statement  (B)  shows  the  permanent 
capital  given  to  each  office  of  discount  and  deposit; 
the  balance  due  in  account  current  by  the  offices  of 
the  bank,  (exclusive  and  in  addition  to  the  said  per- 
manent capital,)  on  the  27th  day  of  March  last ;  the 
amount  of  the  notes  actually  discounted  and  due  to 
the  bank  by  the  ,last  returns,  specifying  the  amount 
discounted  at  Philadelphia,  and  at  each  office  respec- 
tively; and  an  estimate  of  the  gross  amount  of  the 
annual  expenses  and  losses  of  the  bank,  mcludmg  its 
several  offices,  by  which  it  appears  that  the  annual 
expenses,  being  about  $125,000  a  year,  the  a«>er- 
tairied  losses  must  in  the  whole  have  amounted  to 
about  $35,000  a  year. 

An  which  is  -^p-^^-^^^St^gallatin. 


Dividends  on  United  States  Bank  Stock. 


No. 

Data. 

Bate 
p.  ct. 

So. 

Date. 

Rate 
p.  ct. 

1 

July,         1792 

4 

19 

Julv,         180i 

4 

2 

January,  1793 

4 

20 

January,  1802 

4it 

3 

July,            " 

3r 

21 

Mj, 

Hf 

4 

January,  1794 

H* 

22 

January,  1803 

4it 

5 

July, 

4 

23 

July, 

*  , 

6 

January,  1795 

4 

24 

January,  1804 

4+t 

7 

July,         " 

4 

25 

July, 

4 

8 

January,  1796 

4 

26 

January,  1805 

4 

9 

July,           ," 

4 

27 

July, 

4 

10 

January,  1797 

4 

28 

January,  1806 

4 

11 

July, 

4 

29 

July, 

4 

12 

January,  1798 

5t 

30 

January,  1807 

6  t 

13 

July, 

4 

31 

July, 

4 

14 

January,  1799 

4 

32 

January,  1808 

4 

15 

July,            " 

4 

33 

July, 

4 

16 

January,  1800 

4 

34 

January,  1809 

4 

17 

July, 

4 

35 

July, 

4 

18 

January,  1801 

6t 

36 

January,  1810 

4 

*  Dividends  falling  short  of  the  rate  of  8  per  cent,  per  annum. 
t  Including  extra  diyidends. 

Statement  of  the  capital  of  the  several  branches j  and  of 
the  Banlc  of  the  United  States,  and  of  the  amount  of 
^returns. 


Cities,  &o. 

Capital. 

Amt  of  notes 
discounted 

Boston 

$700,000 

$998,859 

New  York    . 

1,800,000 

4,175,874 

Baltimore 

600,000 

1,349,550 

Washington  . 

200,000 

485,285 

Norfolk         .      . 

600,000 

880,170 

Charleston    . 

600,000 

1,409,916 

Savannah 

600,000 

1,054,113 

New  Orleans 

300,000 

611,517 

Philadelphia- 

Balance     due 

the 

• 

bank,  in  acconn 

t 

current,    by 

■th 

offices  $75O,O0C 

> 

Cap.  res'd  3,950,000 

4,700,000 

$10,000,000 

Funded  debt 

1,411,620 

$16,949,497 

Estimate  of  the  expenses  and  losses  of  the  Bank 
Six  per  cent,  on  $17,000,000,  estimated  as  per  above, 

as  the  amount  usually  loaned  on  interest,  is,  per 

annum,  $1,020,000— to  wit : 
Dividend  of  8  13-36  per  cent,  a  year,  on  ten  millions 

of  dollars  actually  paid  to  the  stockholders,  is,  per 

annum        . 

Undivided  surplus  on  the  1st  January,  1810, 

$409,410,  divided  by  18  years,  would  be 

equal  to  an  annual  dividend  of 
Leaving  for  the  estimated  annual  amoimt  of 

expenses  and  losses 


1,111 

22,745 
161,144 


Total 


$1,020,000 
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Tuesday,  AprO  10. 
Tlie  Missieaippi  Eiver  Pirate,  Mason. 

Mr.  Olat  presented  the  petition  of  Elisha 
Winters,  stating  that,  in  the  years  1801,  1802, 
and  1803,  the  wilderness  from  Natchez  to  Ken- 
tucky, and  the  river  Mississippi,  was  infested  hy  a 
notorious  gang  of  highway  rohberg,  headed  by  a 
certain  Samuel  Mason,  and  that  the  petitioner 
was  the  means  by  which  the  said  Mason  was 
killed,  two  of  his  accomplices  apprehended  and 
executed,  and  the  remainder  of  the  banditti  dis- 
persed, and  praying  he  may  be  allowed  the  re- 
ward offered  for  the  apprehension  of  the  said 
Mason  by  the  President  of  the  United  States,  or 
by  the  then  Governor  of  the  Mississippi  Terri- 
tory ;  and  the  petition  was  read,  and  referred 
to  a  select  c^mittee,  to  consider  and  report 
thereon;  and  Messrs.  Clay,  Whiteside,  and 
Oeawfoed,  were  appointed  lie  committee. 

The  Senate  resumed,  as  in  Committee  of  the 
Whole,  the  bill  for  the  establishment  of  a  Quar- 
ter-master's department;  and  it  was  agreed 
that  the  further  consideration  thereof  be  post- 
poned until  to-morrow. 


Tuesday,  April  17. 

The  Vice  Presidekt  being  absent,  the  Sen- 
ate proceeded  to  the  election  of  a  President 
pro  tern.,  as  the  constitution  provides ;  and  the 
Hon.  John  Gaillakd  was  elected. 

Ordered,  That  the  Secretary  wait  on  the 
President  of  the  United  States,  and  acquaint 
him  that  the  Senate  have,  in  the  absence  of  the 
Vice  President,  elected  the  Hon.  John  Gail- 
LAED,  President  of  the  Senate  pro  tempore. 

Ordered,  That  the  Secretary  make  a  like 
communication  to  the  House  of  Kepresenta- 
tives. 


Wednesday,  April  18. 
National  Bank, 

The  Senate  resumed,  as  in  Committee  of  the 
Whole,  the  bill  making  provision  for  the  estab- 
lishment of  a  National  Bank. 

On  motion,  by  Mr.  Hiixhouse,  to  strike  out 
the  first  section  of  the  bill,  the  Senate  was 
equally  divided — yeas  15,  nays  15,  as  follows: 

Yeas. — Messrs.  Brent,  Champlin,  German,  Gil- 
man,  Goodrich,  Hillhcuse,  Horsey,  Lloyd,  Meigs, 
Pickering,  Pope,  Eeed,  Smith  of  New  York,  Tait, 
and  'Whiteside. 

Nays. — Messrs.  Anderson,  Bayard,  Bradley,  Clay, 
Condit,  Crawford,  Franklin,  Gcullard,  Giles,  Gregg, 
Lambert,  Leib,  Smith  of  Maryland,  Snmter,  and 
Turner. 

So  the  question  was  lost. 


Friday,  April  20. 
Territory  of  Orleans. 
The  Senate  resumed,  as  in  Committee  of  the 
Whole,  the  bill  to  enable  the  people  of  the  Ter- 
ritory of  Orleans  to  form  a  constitution  and 
State  government,   and  for  the  admission  of 


such  State  into  the  Union  on  an  equal  footing 
with  the  original  States,  and  for  other  purposes ; 
and  on  motion,  by  Mi%  Oiat,  to  amend  the  bill, 
by  adding  at  the  end  of  the  third  section  the 
following  words : 

"  Prcmided  further,  That  the  said  convention  shall, 
by  an  article  in  the  constitution  so  to  be  formed,  ir- 
revocable without  the  consent  of  the  United  States, 
provide,  that,  after  the  admission  into  the  Union  of 
the  said  Territory  of  Orleans  as  a  State,  the  laws 
which  such  State  may  pass  shall  be  promulgated,  and 
its  records  of  every  description  shall  be  preserved, 
and  its  written,  judicial,  and  legislative  proceedings 
conducted,  in  the  language  in  which  the  laws  and 
the  written,  judicial,  and  legislative  proceedings  of 
the  United  States  are  now  published  and  conducted :" 

It  was  determined  in  the  affirmative — ^yeas 
17,  nays  12,  as  follows : 

Yeas. — Messrs.  Bayard,  Campbell,  Champlin, 
Clay,  Giles,  Gilman,  Goodrich,  Horsey,  Lambert, 
Leib,  Lloyd,  Meigs,  Pickering,  Pope,  Smith  of  Mary- 
land, Smith  of  New  York,  and  Turner. 

Nays. — Messrs.  Anderson,  Bradley,  Condit,  Craw- 
ford, Franklin,  GaiUard, "German,  Gregg,  HiUhouse, 
Reed,  Sumter,  and  Whiteside. 


Wednesday,  April  25. 
National  Banh. 
The  Senate  resumed,  as  in  Committee  of  the 
Whole,  the.bill  making  provision  for  the  estab- 
lishment of  a  National  Bank.  And  on  motion, 
by  Mr.  Bayaed,  that  the  further  consideration 
thereof  be  postponed  until  the  first  Monday  in 
December  next,  it  was  determined  in  the  affirm- 
ative— ^yeas  17,  nays  14,  as  follows : 

Yeas. — Messrs.  Bayard,  Bradley,  Brent,  Champ- 
lin, Crawford,  German,  Gilman,  Goodrich,  HiUhouse, 
Horsey,  Lloyd,  Pickering,  Pope,  Reed,  Smith  of  New 
York,  Sumter,  and  Turner. 

Nats. — Messrs.  Anderson,  Clay,  Condit,  Franklin, 
GaiUard,  Giles,  Gregg,  Lambert,  Leib,  Mathewson, 
Meigs,  Robinson,  Smith  of  Maryland,  and  Whiteside. 


Thursday,  April  26. 

The  Senate  resumed,  as  in  Committee  of  the 
Whole,  the  bill,  entitled  "An  act  .providing  for 
the  sale  of  certain  lands  in  the  Indiana  Territory, 
and  for  other  purposes ;"  and  having  agreed  to 
the  amendments  reported  by  the  select  commit- 
tee, the  President  reported  it  to  the  House  ac- 
cordingly ;  and  on  the  question.  Shall  this  biU 
be  read  the  third  time,  as  amended  ?  it  was  de- 
termined in  the  affirmative. 

Mr.  Gilman,  from  the  committee,  reported 
the  bill  allowing  compensation  to  Robert  Eob- 
inson  correctly  engrossed;  and  the  bill  was 
read  the  third  time  ;  and  the  blank  havmg  been 
filled  with  the  words  five  hundred — 
_  Sesohed,  That  this  bill  pass,  and  that  tho 
title  thereof  be  "An  act  allowing  compensation 
to  Eobert  Eobinson." 

The  Senate  resumed  the  motion  made  yester- 
day on  the  subject,  which  was  amended  and 
agreed  to,  as  follows: 
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Sesohed,  That  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury 
be  directed  to  lay  before  the  Senate  a  statement 
of  all  claims  which  have  been  adjusted  and  al- 
lowed at  the  Treasury  Department,  in  virtue 
of  the  law  entitled  "  An  act  providing  for  the 
settlement  of  the  claims  of  persons,  under  par- 
ticular circumstances,  barred  by  the  limitations 
heretofore  established;"  and  also,  a  statement 
of  the  balances  standing  in  the  books  of  the 
Treasury  against  the  United  States,  which  are 
barred  by  the  statute  of  limitations,  together 
with  his  opinion  whether  the  said  statute  can 
be  modified  or  repealed,  as  to  that  or  any  other 
description  of  claims,  without  subjecting  the 
Government  to  imposition. 

Mr.  Olat  gave  notice  that  to-morrow  he 
should  ask  leave  to  bring  in  a  bill,  supplementa- 
ry to  an  act,  entitled  "An  act  for  the  punish- 
ment of  certain  crimes  against  the  United 
States." 

The  bill  entitled  "An  act  authorizing  a  loan 
of  money,  for  a  sum  not  exceeding  the  amount 
of  the  principal  of  the  public  debt  reimbursable 
during  the  year  one  thousand  eight  hundred 
and  ten,"  was  read  the  second  time,  and  refer- 
red to  a  select  committee,  to  consist  of  five 
members,  to  consider  and  report  thereon,  and 
Messrs.  Smith  of  Maryland,  Oeawfokd,  Lloyd, 
Fbanklin,  and  Hillhodse,  were  appointed  the 
committee. 

Territory  of  Orleans. 

The  Senate  resumed,  as  in  Committee  of  the 
Whole,  the  bill  to  enable  the  people  of  the  Ter- 
ritory of  Orleans  to  form  a  constitution  and 
State  government,  and  for  the  admission  of 
such  State  into  the  Union  on  an  equal  footing 
with  the  original  States,  and  for  other  purposes ; 
together  with  the  amendments  reported  thereto 
by  the  select  committee.  On  motion,  by  Mr. 
HiLLHorsE,  to  add,  at  the  end  of  the  bUl,  the 
following  words : 

"Provided,  That  the  several  States  shull  assent 
thereto,  or  an  amendment  to  the  Constitution  of  the 
United  States  shall  authorize  Congress  to  admit  said 
Territory  of  Orleans  into  the  Union,  on  the  footing  of 
the  original  States :" 

It  was  determined  in  the  negative — yeas  8, 
nays  20,  as  follows : 

Yeas. — Messrs.  Champlin,  German,  Goodrich, 
HiUhouse,  Horsey,  Lloyd,  Pickering,  and  Reed. 

Nats. — Messrs.  Anderson,  Brent,  Clay,  Condit, 
Crawford,  Franklin,  Gaillard,  Giles,  Gilman,  Gregg, 
Lambert,  Leib,  Mathewson,  Meigs,  Pope,  Smith  of 
Maryland,  Sumter,  Tait,  Turner,  and  Whiteside. 

And  the  report  of  the  select  committee  hav- 
ing been  agreed  to,  and  the  bill  further  amend- 
ed the  President  reported  it  to  the  House 
accordingly.  On  the  question.  Shall  this  biU 
be  engrossed  and  read  a  third  time  as  amended? 
it  was  determmed  in  the  aflBrmative— yeas  18, 
nays  9,  as  follows ; 

Yeas  —  Messrs.  Anderson,  Brent,  Clay,  Condit, 
Crawford,  FrankUn,  Gaillard,  GUes,  Gregg,  Lambert, 
Lloyd,  Mathewson,  Meigs,  Smith  of  Maryland,  Sum- 
ter, Tait,  Turner,  and  Whiteside. 


Nats. — ^Messrs.  Champlin,  German,  Gilman,  Good- 
rich, HiUhouse,  Horsey,  Leib,  Pickering,  and  Eeed. 


Monday,  April  30. 
Barred  Claims. 
The  Peesident  communicated  the  report  of 
the  Secretary  for  the  Department  of  the  Treas- 
ury, made  in  pursuance  of  the  resolution  of  the 
Senate  of  the  26th  instant,  on  the  subject  of 
claims  barred  b^he  statute  of  limitations ;  and 
the  report  was  read,  as  follows : 

Trtasurt  Department,  April  28,  1810. 
Sib  :  I  have  the  honor  to  transmit  a  report  pre- 
pared in  obedience  to  the  resolution  of  the  Senate,  of 
the  twenty-six  instant.     I  have  the  honor  to  be,  &o., 
ALBERT  GALLATIN. 

To  the  Honorable  the  President  of  the  Senate : 

The  Secretary  of  the  Treasury,  in  obedience  to  the 
resolution  of  the  Senate,  of  the  26th  instant,  respect- 
fully reports — 

That  it  appears,  by  the  letter  from  the  Register  of 
the  Treasury,  herewith  transmitted,  that  the  state- 
ment t)f  all  the  claims  adjusted  and  allowed,  by  vir- 
tue of  the  act,  entitled  "An  act  providing  for  the 
settlement  of  the  claims  of  persons  under  particular 
circumstances,  barred  by  the  limitations  heretofore 
established,"  cannot  be  completed  before  the  day  con- 
templated for  the  adjournment  of  Congress,  but  will 
be  prepared  so  as  to  be  laid  before  the  Senate  at  the 
commencement  of  their  next  session. 

That  the  statement  (A)  herewith  transmitted,  ex- 
hibits the  amount  of  the  balances  standing  on  the 
books  of  the  Treasury  against  the  United  States, 
which  are  barred  by  the  statutes  of  limitation,  and 
arranged  under  the  following  heads,  viz : 
Loan  Office  certificates  -  $90,811  36 

Indents  for  interest  on  the  pubUc  debt        64,590  98 
Final  settlement  certificates  23,873  24 

Commissioners'  certificates  4,304  83 

Army  commissioners'   do.  -    46,468  97 

Credits  given  in  lieu  of  army  commission- 
ers' certificates  cancelled  -  28,674  30 
Credits  for  pay  of  the  army,  for  which  no 

certificates  were  ever  issued  17,132  11 

Invahd  pensions  16,635  46 

Amounting  together  to  -        292,491 25 

That  so  far  as  relates  to  the  said  balances,  which 
result  altogether  from  accounts  actually  settled  at  the 
Treasury,  the  statute  of  Kmitation  can  be  repealed 
without  subjecting  the  Government  to  imposition; 
but  that  considering  the  length  of  time  which  has 
elapsed  since  the  claims  have  been  barred,  and  the 
httle  value  on  that  account  affixed  to  them,  the  re- 
peal of  the  statute,  unless  properly  guarded  in  that 
respect,  may  not  generally  benefit  the  rightful  claim- 
ants. 

And  that  with  the  exception  of  those  balances,  it 
is  not  believed  that  it  would  be  safe  to  repeal  the 
statute  of  Umitation  in  relation  to  any  other  general 
description  of  claims ;  although  there  may  be  special 
cases  in  which,  notwithstanding  the  lapse  of  time,  tho 
proper  proofs  and  checks  may  still  exist,  so  as  to  pre- 
vent any  imposition  on  the  pubUc. 

All  which  is  respectftUly  submitted. 

ALBERT  GALLATIN. 
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Tuesday,  May  1. 
Barred  Claims, 

Mr.  HrLLHOtJSE,  from  the  same  committee, 
further  reported  as  follows : 

Resolved,  That  the  Secretary  for  the  Department 
of  the  Treasuiy  report  to  the  Senate,  at  their  next 
meeting,  the  necessary  provisions  for  guarding  the 
Treasury  of  the  United  States  from  fraud  and  imposi> 
tion  on  the  removal  of  the  statute  of  limitations,  in 
relation  to  the  following  claims  mentioned  In  his  re- 
port of  the  28th  of  April,  1810,  viz: 

1.  Loan  office  certificates. 

2.  Indents  for  interest  on  the  public  debt. 

3.  Final  settlement  certificates. 

4.  Commissioners'  certificates. 

5.  Army  certificates. 

6.  Credits  given  in  lieu  of  Army  certificates  can- 
celled. 

7.  Credits  for  the  pay  of  the  Army,  for  which  no 
certificates  were  issued. 

8.  Invalid  pension. 


Also,  how  far  the  statute  of  limitations  may  with 
safety  be  removed,  as  to  claims  for  personal  services 
rendered  in  the  Army  of  the  United  States,  during 
the  Revolutionary  war,  and  the  guard  and  checks 
necessary  and  proper  to  be  adopted.   ' 

And  the  report  was  considered  and  agreed  to. 
Adjov/rrmient. 

Mr.  Ceawtoed,  from  the  joint  committee,  re- 
ported that  they  had  waited  on  the  President  of 
the  United  States,  who  informed  them  that  he 
had  no  further  communication  to  make  to  the 
two  Houses  of  Congress. 

Ordered,  That  the  Secretary  notify  the  House 
of  Representatives  that  the  Senate,  having  fin- 
ished the  business  before  them,  are  about  to 
adjourn. 

The  Secretary  having  performed  that  duty, 
the  President  adjourned  the  Senate  without 
day. 
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PROCEEDINGS  AND  DEBATES 


THE    HOUSE    OF    REPRESENTATIVES. 


Monday,  November  27,  1809. 

This  being  the  day  appointed  by  law  for  the 
meeting  of  Congress,  the  following  members  of 
the  House  of  Eepresentatives  appeared,  and  took 
their  seats,  to  wit : 

From  New  Hampshire — Daniel  Blaisdell,  and  Na- 
thaniel A,  Haven. 

From  Massachusetts — ^Ezekiel  Bacon,  Richard  Cutts, 
William  Ely,  Barzillai  Gannett,  Josiah  Quiney,  Sam'l 
Taggart,  Charles  Turner,  jr.,  Jatez  Upham,  Joseph 
B.  Varnum,  (the  Speaker,)  and  Lahan  "Wheaton. 

From  Yermmt — WiUiani  Chamberlin,  Martin 
Chittenden,  Jonathan  H.  Hubbard,  and  Samuel  Shaw. 

From  Rhode  Island — Richard  Jackson. 

From  Connecticut — Epaphroditus  Champion,  Sam- 
uel W.  Dana,  John  Davenport,  Jonathan  0.  Mosely, 
Timothy  Pitkin,  junior,  Lewis  B.  Stnrges,  and  Ben- 
jamin Tallmadge. 

Frcm  New  YorTc — James  Emott,  Jonathan  Fisk, 
Thomas  R.  Gold,  Robert  Le  Roy  Livingston,  Peter 
B.  Porter,  Erastus  Root,  Ebenezer  Sage,  Thomas 
Sammons,  John  Thompson,  and  KiUian  K.  Van 
Rensselaer. 

From  New  Jersey — Adam  Boyd,  James  Cox,  Wil- 
ham  Helms,  Jacob  Hufty,  Thomas  Newbold,  and 
Henry  Southard. 

From  Pennstjhamia — ^William  Anderson,  David 
Bard,  Robert  Brown,  Wilham  Crawford,  Aaron  Lyle, 
Waiiam  Milnor,  John  Porter,  John  Rea,  Matthias 
Richards,  John  SmiUe,  George  Smith,  Samuel  Smith, 
and  Robert  WhitehiU. 

From  Maryland — Charles  Goldsborough,  John 
Montgomery,  Nicholas  R.  Moore,  Roger  Nelson,  and 
Archibald  Van  Home. 

From  Virginia — Burwell  Bassett,  James  Brecken- 
ridge,  John  Clopton,  John  Dawson,  John  W.  Eppes, 
Thomas  Gholson,  junior,  Peterson  Goodwyn,  John  G. 
Jackson,  Joseph  Lewis,  junior,  John  Love,  Thomas 
Newton,  John  T.  Roane,  John  Smith,  and  James 
Stephenson. 

From  North  Carolina — Willis  Alston,  jumor,  James 
Cochran  William  Kennedy,  Nathaniel  Macon,  Archi- 
bald MoBride,  Joseph  Pearson,  Lemuel  Sawyer,  and 
Richard  Stanford. 

From  South  Carolina — Lemuel  J.  Alston,  Wilham 
Butler  Joseph  Calhoun,  Robert  Marion,  Thomas 
Moore,  and  John  Taylor. 

From  Georgiar—Rowell  Cobb,  and  George  M.  Tronp. 

From  Ohio — Jeremiah  Morrow. 


From  KeniucTcy — Joseph  Desha,  Benjamin  Howard, 
Richard  M.  Johnson,  and  Samuel  McKee. 

Prom  Tennessee — Pleasant  M.  Miller,  John  Rhea, 
and  Robert  Weakley. 

From  Mississippi  Territory — George  Poindexter. 

From  Indiana  Territory — Jonathan  Jennings. 

From  Orleans  Teirritory — Julien  Poydras. 

Adam  Seybeet,  returned  to  serve  as  a  mem- 
ber of  this  House,  for  the  State  of  Pennsylvania, 
in  the  room  of  Benjamin  Say,  resigned,  ap- 
peared, produced  his  credentials,  was  qualified, 
and  took  his  seat. 

Jonathan  Jehuings,  returned  to  serve  as  a 
Delegate  from  the  Territory  of  Indiana,  appear- 
ed, produced  his  credentials,  was  qualified,  and 
took  his  seat. 

A  quorum,  consisting  of  a  majority  of  the 
whole  number,  being  present,  Mr.  Goodwyn  and 
Mr.  Root  were  appointed  a  committee  on  the 
part  of  the  House,  jointly  with  such  committee 
as  may  be  appointed  on  the  part  of  the  Senate, 
to  wait  on  the  President  of  the  United  States, 
and  inform  him  that  a  quorum  of  the  two 
Houses  is  assembled,  and  ready  to  receive  any 
communications  he  may  be  pleased  to  make  to 
them. 


Tuesday,  November  28. 

Several  other  members,  to  wit :  from  New 
Hampshire,  John  0.  Ohambeelain  and  James 
Wilson  ;  from  Ehode  Island,  Elisha  E.  Pot- 
TEB ;  from  Pennsylvania,  William  Findlay  and 
Daniel  Heistee;  from  Virginia,  Matthew 
Clay  and  Jacob  SWoope  ;  and  from  North 
Carolina,  John  Stanley,  appeared,  and  took 
their  seats  in  the  House. 

A  message  from  the  Senate  informed  the 
House  that  a  quorum  of  the  Senate  is  assem- 
bled, and  ready  to  proceed  to  business.  They 
have  appointed  a  committee  on  their  part, 
jointly  with  the  committee  appointed  on  the 
part  of  this  House,  to  inform  the  President  that 
a  quorum  of  the  two  Houses -is  assembled,  and 
ready  to  receive  any  communications  that  he 
may  be  pleased  to  make  them. 

The  Speakeb  laid  before  the  House  a  certifi- 
cate of  the  election  of  Adam  Seybeet,  to  serve 
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as  a  member  for  the  State  of  Pennsylvania,  in 
the  room  of  Benjamin  Say,  resigned;  which 
was  read,  and,  together  with  the  certificate  of 
the  election  of  Jonathan  Jbnningb,  the  dele- 
gate from  the  Territory  of  Indiana,  referred  to 
the  Committee  of  Elections. 


Wednesday,  November  29. 
Several  other  members,  to  wit :  from  New 
York,  John  Nicholson  ;  from  Maryland,  John 
Brown;  and  from    Virginia,  Walter  Jones, 
appeared,  and  took  their  seats  in  the  House. 

Thtjesdat,  November  30. 

Several  other  members,  to  wit:  from  New 
Hampshire,  William  Hale  ;  from  Massachusetts, 
Gideon  Gaednee  and  Ezbkibl  Whitman  ;  and 
from  New  York,  Vincent  Matthews,  appear- 
ed, and  took  their  seats  in  the  House. 

The  Speakee  laid  before  the  House  the  fol- 
lowing letter,  which  was  read  : 

Respect  for  the  Howe. 
To  the  Speaker  of  the  House  of  Jiepreeentatives : 

Sir :  An  occurrence  having  recently  taken  place 
between  a  member  of  the  House  of  Bepreeentatives 
and  myself,  produced  by  circumstances  not  at  all  con- 
nected with  his  of&cial  duties  or  opinions,. which  from 
the  time  and  place  may  be  considered  disrespectful  to 
the  House  of  Representatives,  I  take  the  liberty  of 
tendering  through  you  my  most  respectful  declara- 
tions, that  I  am  the  last  who  would  wilfully  manifest 
a  deficiency  of  that  reverence  which  is  due  to  the 
Kepresentatives  of  my  country,  or  that  sacred  regard 
which  is  also  due  to  their  privileges. 

To  yourself,  sir,  personally,  I  tender  the  assurances 
of  my  very  great  respect.  I.  A.  COLES.* 

November  29,  1809. 

[No  order  having  been  taken  on  it,  the  letter 
lies  on  the  table  of  course.] 


Feidat,  December  1. 
Two  other  members,  to  wit :  from  Virginia, 
Edwin  Geat  ;  and  from  North  Carolina,  Me- 
SHAOK    Feanbxin,  appeared,  and    took   their 
seats  in  the  House. 

NoAiigation  Laws. 
Mr.  Macon  said  he  wished  eai-ly  to  call  the 
attention  of  the  House  to  two  motions,  the 
object  of  which  he  deemed  to  be  very  impor- 
tant. The  first  of  them  had  been  formerly  sub- 
mitted to  the  House  by  a  gentleman  from 
Georgia,  (Mr.  Eaelt)  but  never  acted  on,  and 
afterwards  by  a  gentleman  from  South  Carolina, 
(Mr.  D.  E.  Williams  ;)  the  other  had  been  pre- 
sented by  Mr.  Macon  himself  at  the  last  session, 
but  at  so  late  a  period  that  it  had  not  been 
acted  on.  It  appeared  to  Mr.  Macon  that  these 
motions  combined  with  one  submitted  at  dif- 
ferent times  by  a  gentleman  from  Connecticut, 
(Mr.  Dana,)  would  form  something  like  a  sys- 
tem. The  object  of  the  first  motion  he  was 
about  to  submit,  was  to  prohibit  any  foreign 
vessel  from  coming  from  any  port  or  place  to 

*  CoL  Isaac  A.  Coles,  private  secretary  to  Mr.  Jefiferson. 


which  the  vessels  of  the  United  States  could  not 
go.  Gentlemen  would  at  once  observe  that  • 
there  were  many  places  whence  vessels  came  to 
this  country,  to  which  we  cannot  go,  and  would 
perceive  the  extent  of  the  motion.  The  other 
motion  related  to  sea-letter  vessels  only.  Mr. 
Maoon  said  he  wished  to  put  them  out  of  the 
nation,  and  to  have  no  vessels  belonging  to  the 
United  States  which  were  not  perfectly  Ameri- 
can. He  would  have  our  vessels  wholly  Ameri- 
can, or  they  should  not  at  all  partake  of  the 
character  of  American  vessels. 

After  declaring  that  he  considered  his  mo- 
tions as  calculated  for  permanent  regulations, 
Mr.  Maoon  submitted  the  following  resolutions: 

Reached,  That  the  Committee  of  Commerce  and 
Manufactures  be  instructed  to  inquire  into  the  expe- 
diency of  prohibiting  the  entry  of  any  vessel  into  the 
United  States  from  any  port  or  place  to  which  a 
vessel  of  the  United  States  is  not  admitted  by  perma- 
nent regulation  of  the  Goveriiment  owning  such  port 
or  place  by  treaty. 

Resolved,  That  the  Committee  of  Commerce  and 
Manufactures  be  instructed  to  inquire  into  the  expe- 
diency of  authorizing  the  registering  anew  of  vessels 
built  in  the  United  States,  which  are  owned  in  whole 
by  citizens  of  the  United  States,  any  disability  incur- 
red by  such  vessel  to  the  contrary  notwithstanding ; 
and  also  into  the  expediency  of  forbidding  by  law 
sea-letters  or  any  custom-house  documents  being 
granted  to  vessels  not  registered  or  licensed  accord- 
ing to  law,  or  not  owned  by  citizens  of  the  United 
States,  within  a  limited  time  after  the  passing  of  such 
a  law. 

Mr.  Newton  having  seconded  these  motions, 
Mr.  Maoon  moved  to  refer  them  to  the  Com- 
mittee of  Commerce  and  Manufactures. 

Mr.  Dana  observed  that  these  resolutions  had 
in  view  merely  an  investigation  by  the  Com- 
mittee of  Commerce  and  Manufactures  into  the 
subject  of  them.  On  such  a  question  it  was  but 
necessary  to  ask  whether  the  subject  be  of  itself 
interesting,  and  whether  or  not  the  proposition 
bears  on  the  face  of  it  so  much  of  probability 
and  propriety  that  there  could  be  no  objection 
to  it  on  the  score  of  its  being  utterly  inadmis- 
sible. Unless,  therefore,  the  propositions  were 
utterly  inadmissible,  if  they  related  to  a  subject 
interesting  to  the  nation  in  time  of  peace  as 
well  as  of  war,  if  they  had  a  cormeotion  with 
one  great  branch  of  national  policy,  there  could 
be  no  objection  to  have  them  investigated  by  a 
committee.  Without  expressing  any  opinion 
on  the  first  proposition,  which  embraced  a 
variety  of  important  considerations,  Mr.  D.  said 
that  the  motions  were  recommended  to  the 
House  by  theii-  being  founded  on  permanent 
principles,  to  which  the  nation  may  adhere  in 
every  alternative ;  and  in  addition  to  the  atten- 
tion due  to  them  because  they  were  of  a  perma- 
nent character  and  not  merely  temporary  expe- 
dients, they  might  contribute  to  some  of  those 
measures  of  temporary  policy  deemed  proper, 
and  without  a  possibility  of  thwarting,  might 
perhaps  aid  any  project  the  Government  might 
adopt.  As  to  the  second  resolution,  that  he 
considered  important  in  another  point  of  view, 
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as  tending  to  encourage  American  manufactures. 
If  there  be  any  manufacture  which  requires 
great  precision  of  science  and  experimental 
skill,  any  one  which  embraces  more  of  the 
profound  and  elevated  principles  of  science,  and 
requires  more  dexterity  in  practical  execution 
than  any  other,  it  is  the  constructing  of  ships. 
With  these  ideas,  which  Mr.  Dana  said  were 
not  applicable  to  the  merits  of  the  proposition, 
but  to  the  question  of  reference,  he  should  vote 
for  referring  them.  He  was  extremely  glad  the 
motions  had  been  brought  forward,  and  par- 
ticularly that  they  had  been  introduced  by  a 
gentleman  so  weE  qualified  to  sustain  them,  by 
his  character  and  talents. 

The  motion  for  referring  Mr.  Maoon's  propo- 
sitions was  carried. 

[The  following  gentlemen  compose  this  com- 
mittee :  Messrs.  Tallmad&e,  Olat,  Btjtlee,  Eea 
of  Pennsylvania,  "Weakley,  Haxe,  Ttjekee.] 

7.  JSesohed,  That  so  much  of  the  Message 
of  the  President  of  the  United  States  as  relates 
to  the  finances  of  the  United  States,  be  referred 
to  the  Committee  of  Ways  and  Means. 

8.  Resohed,  That  so  much  of  the  Message 
of  the  President  of  the  United  States  as  relates 
to  the  fortifications  of  the  ports  and  harbors  of 
the  United  States,  be  referred  to  a  select  com- 
mittee. 

[This  committee  is  composed  of  the  following 
gentlemen :  Messrs.  Olopxoit,  John  Poeteb, 
Emoit,    MoKim,    Gaednee,     MoBetde,    and 

WiTHEESPOON.] 

Monday,  December  4. 
Several  other  members  to  wit :  from  Mary- 
land, Alexandbe  MoKim  ;  from  North  Carolina, 
Thomas  Kenan  ;  from  South  Carolina,  Eobeet 
"WiTHEESPOOif ;  from  Kentucky,  Hbnet  Ceist  ; 
and  from  Georgia,  William  W.  Bibb,  appeared, 
and  took  their  seats  in  the  House. 

Committee  of  Manufactures. 

Mr.  Sawyee  asked  leave  to  lay  upon  the  ta- 
'  ble  the  following  resolution,  of  a  nature  similar 
to  one  which  he  had  proposed  at  the  last  ses- 
sion, which,  from  the  shortness  of  the  session, 
he  presumed,  rather  than  from  any  unfriendly 
disposition,  never  had  been  acted  on : 

Sesolved,  That  a  standing  committee  be  appointed, 
to  be  called  the  Committee  of  Mannfactures,  whose 
dnty  it  shall  be  to  take  into  consideration  all  such  pe- 
titions, matters,  and  things,  touching  manufaotores, 
as  shall  be  presented,  or  shall  or  may  come  in  ques- 
tion and  be  referred  to  them  by  the  House,  and  to 
report,  from  time  to  time,  their  opinion  thereon. 

Mr.  S.  said  it  was  certainly  too  much  to  ex- 
pect any  one  committee  to  do  justice  to  two 
such  important  subjects,  becoming  daily  more 
so  as  those  of  commerce  and  manufactures. 
He  wished  to  have  employed  on  the  subject  of 
manufactures  the  undivided  energies  of  the  best 
talents  of  the  House ;  he  hoped  that  all  the  rays 
of  patriotism  and  genius  in  the  House  would 
be  directed  to  this  subject  as  to  a  focal  point  at 
which  they  should  aU  converge.  How  could  one 


committee  properly  attend  to  the  mass  of  business 
before  the  Committee  of  Commerce  and  Manu- 
factures? The  subject  confided  to  them  could 
not  be  acted  on,  and  yet  important  matters 
were  continually  dropping  into  this  gulf  of  ob- 
livion. This  committee,  however,  did  aU  that 
could  be  expected  of  them ;  ho  did  not  believe 
that  any  member  of  it  was  hostUe  to  manufac- 
tures ;  he  could  answer  for  the  chairman,  (Mr. 
Newton,)  whom  he  knew  to  be  friendly  to 
manufactures,  both  from  precept  and  example. 
It  was  because  it  wa^  impossible  for  the  com- 
mittee to  attend  to  all  the  business  before  it, 
that  he  offered  the  resolution. 

Mr.  Si's  motion  lies  on  the  table  one  day,  of 
com'se,  according  to  the  rules  of  the  House. 

Violations  of  Neutral  Right*. 

Mr.  Teoup  begged  leave  to  submit  to  the  con- 
sideration of  the  House  several  resolutions, 
which  had  for  their  object  the  vindication  of 
the  commercial  rights  of  the  United  States 
against  the  belligerent  nations  of  Europe.  He 
submitted  them  at  this  time  with  less  reluctance, 
because  the  introduction  of  them  was  in  no- 
wise inconsistent  with  the  most  friendly  nego- 
tiation which  might  be  pending  with  foreign 
Governments.  It  is  high  time,  said  Mr.  T.,  in 
my  opinion,  that  these  commercial  rights  were 
either  vindicated  or  abandoned.  The  remnant 
of  commerce,  which  the  joint  operation  of  the 
belligerent  decrees  has  left  to  us,  is  scarcely 
worth  carrying  on.  To  designate  what  this 
little  is,  would  be  no  difScult  matter,  but  it 
would  be  superfluous ;  every  one  who  hears  me 
understands  it. 

But,  it  would  be  well  to  inquire,  on  what 
principle  the  belligerents  pretend  to  justify  these 
commercial  restrictions  ?  The  avowed  princi- 
ple is  retaliation,  but  is  it  the  true  principle  ? 
Unquestionably  not.  And  why  ?  Because  it  is 
equally  asserted  by  both  belligerents.  Both 
cannot  be  retahators;  one  must  be  the  ag- 
gressor, the  other  the  retaliator.  If  this  princi- 
ple, then,  be  equally  urged  by  both,  who  is  to 
judge  between  them?  If  the  alleged  principle  of 
retaliation  be  not  the  true  one,  what  is  ?  As 
respects  France,  the  true  principle  of  her  de- 
crees is  to  be  sought  in  the  policy  of  embarrass- 
ing England  by  excluding  from  the  continent 
British  merchandise;  and  as  to  Great  Britain, 
the  principle  of  her  Orders  in  Council  may  be 
found  in  the  consideration  of  her  interest  and 
her,  power.  She  avowedly  contends  that  it  is 
her  interest  to  engross  the  commerce  of  the 
world ;  that  she  has  the  power  to  engross  it, 
and,  therefore,  she  will  engross  it. 

But,  what  are  the  principles  more  specifically 
asserted  by  Great  Britain  ?  First,  the  right  of 
blockade  by  proclamation ;  second,  the  right  to 
turn  your  vessels  into  her  ports  to  pay  duty  and 
take  out  a  license.  This  right  of  blockading  by 
proclamation  is  not  a  right  growing  out  of  a 
state  of  war ;  it  is  no  belligerent  right ;  it  is  a 
pretension,  as  applicable  to  a  state  of  peace  as 
to  a  state  of  war,  and  if  we  submit  to  it  in  a 
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state  of  war,  we  must  submit  to  it  in  a  state  of 
peace.  The  only  principle  of  blockade  which 
we  recognize  is  that  which  gives  to  belligerents 
a  right  to  turn  from  ports  so  closely  invested  as 
to  make  the  entry  of  them  dangerous,  and  af- 
ter due  warning,  vessels  bound  to  them.  But 
the  right  asserted  by  Great  Britain  to  blockade 
by  a  piece  of  parchment  or  paper,  issued  from 
her  Council  Chamber,  a  port  or  ports,  a  king- 
dom or  kingdoms,  a  continent  or  continents,  is 
a  right  no  more  relative  to  a  state  of  war  than 
to  a  state  of  peace ;  and,  if  we  submit  to  the 
pretension  in  a  state  of  war,  we  must  equally 
submit  to  it  in  a  state  of  peace.  It  is  founded 
on  the  most  arbitrary  tyranny,  it  goes  to  the  an- 
nihilation of  your  commerce.  As  to  the  other 
right,  of  forcing  our  vessels  into  her  ports,  to 
pay  duty  and  take  out  license,  this  is  equally 
applicable  to  a  state  of  peace  as  to  a  state  of 
war.  We  acknowledge  the  right  of  Great 
Britain,  or  any  other  nation,  to  shut  her  ports 
against  us,  provided  there  be  no  treaty  stipula- 
tion to  the  contrary.  But  the  right  of  Great 
Britain  or  of  France  to  shut  the  ports  of  any 
other  nation  against  us  is  a  right  no  more  ap- 
pertaining to  a  belligerent  than  to  a  neutral. 
If  we  submit  to  it  in  war,  we  must  equally  sub- 
mit in  peace ;  and  this  right,  like  the  other,  is 
founded  in  the  most  arbitrary  tyranny.  What 
right  has  Britain  to  tyrannize  on  the  ocean,  and 
prescribe  limits  to  our  trade?  She  will  not 
permit  to  us  a  trade  which  she  cannot  herself 
enjoy;  she  prohibits  to  us  a  trade  which  our 
Government  permits,  because  it  is  her  interest 
to  monopolize  it.  It  is  equally  our  interest  to 
monopolize,  and,  therefore,  if  you  please,  sir, 
we  will  prohibit  the  trade  which  her  Govern- 
ment permits,  and  which  it  is  our  interest  to 
monopolize. 

If  Great  Britain  can  rightly  prohibit  our  trade, 
because  it  is  her  interest  to  prohibit  it,  have  we 
not  the  right  to  prohibit  her  trade  for  the  same 
reason?  If  she,  with  right  and  justice,  can  stop 
and  seize,  and  confiscate  our  vessels  because 
they  attempt  a  trade  which  she  forbids,  and 
only  because  she  forbids  it,  cannot  our  Govern- 
ment do  the  same  in  relation  to  her  trade  ?  If  she 
can  turn  our  vessels  into  her  ports  to  pay  duty 
a;id  take  out  license,  what  prohibits  us  from 
doing  the  same  as  to  her  vessels  ?  England  is 
a  nation,  so  are  we.  England  is  independent, 
so  are  we.  What  prohibits  us  from  doing  to 
England  what  England  does  to  us  ?  Unques- 
tionably nothing.  To  say  that  we  have  no  right 
to  do  to  England  what  England  does  to  us,  is  to 
acknowledge  our  own  inferiority ;  it  is  to  ac- 
knowledge that  she  may  demand  without  limit- 
ation, and  that  we  are  under  obligation  to  sub- 
mit without  limitation. 

I  am  aware  that  it  may  be  objected  to  the 
resolutions  that  the  adoption  of  them  would 
lead  to  hostility:  but  the  same  objection  is 
equally  applicable  to  any  resolution  which 
would  go  to  the  vindication  of  our  commercial 
rights.  They  ought  not  to  lead  to  hostility ; 
they  are  merely  retaliatory.    They  follow  the 


spirit  of  the  British  Orders  in  Council  and  French 
decrees,  and  therefore  cannot  be  complained  of 
by  either  power.  There  is  a  great  and  profit- 
able commerce,  and  rapidly  increasing,  passing 
not  indeed  before  our  doors,  but  near  enough 
to  make  the  capture  of  vessels  engaged  in  it 
convenient  to  us,  which  the  resolutions  have 
chiefly  in  view.  I  allude  to  the  Brazil  and 
Spanish  Main  trade. 

Is  it  not  matter  of  sni-prise  that  a  commerce 
so  profitable,  so  extensive,  and  so  convenient, 
should  have  been  permitted  to  a  Government 
which  permits  no  commerce  to  us  but  what  her 
convenience  and  her  interest  suggest  ?    Is  it  not 
strange  that  we  should  have  suffered  that  Gov- 
ernment to  participate  in  a  commerce  which 
both  our  interest  and  our  convenience  stimulate 
us  to  engross  ?    But,  above  all,  is  it  not  inex- 
plicable that  we  should  passively  have  suffered 
the  monopoly  of  it  by  her,  when  we  ourselves 
were  willing  and  able  to  engross  it  ?  The  House 
will  perceive,  on  the   face  of  the  resolutions, 
that,  as  they  regard  France,  they  are  equivalent 
to  a  war  measure — neither  by  a  war  measure, 
nor  by  that  which  I  have  the  honor  to  submit, 
can  we  come  in  contact  with  France  ;  she  has 
no  commerce  on  the  ocean.   In  relation  to  Eng- 
land it  is  short,  infinitely  short,  of  war ;  because 
by  war  her  Continental  Colonies  would  fall ; 
her  West  India  Islands  would  be  distressed,  and 
our  privateers  would  cut  up  her  commerce ;  but 
the  resolutions  propose  merely  to  retort  the 
evils  of  her  own  injustice,  to  do  to  her  what, 
and  no  more  than  what,  she  has  done  to  us. 
Reserving  for  another  occasion  any  further  re- 
marks, I  beg  leave  to  read  the  resolutions  to  the 
House. 
Mr.  T.  then  read  the  following  resolutions  : 
Meeolved,  That  it  is  expedient  to  authorize  the  Pres- 
ident by  law  to  instruct  the  commanders  of  the  arm- 
ed vessels  of  the  United  States  to  stop  and  bring  into 
the  ports  of  the  same  all  ships  or  vessels  with  their 
cargoes,  the  property  of  the  subjects  of  the  King  of 
Great  Britain  and  of  the  Emperor  of  France,  bound 
to  ports  other  than  those  within  the  dominions  or 
colonies  of  either. 

Jiesolved,  That  it  is  expedient  further  to  authorize 
by  law  the  detention  of  all  ships  or  vessels,  with  their 
cargoes,  the  property  of  the  subjects  of  the  King  of 
Great  Britain,  until  the  duties  to  be  regulated  and  as- 
certained by  law  shall  be  first  levied  and  collected 
upon  the  goods  and  merchandise  whereof  the  said 
ships  or  vessels  shall  be  laden,  and  until  the  said 
ships  or  vessels  shall  have  received  due  license  to 
depart. 

Sesolved,  That  it  is  expedient  further  to  authorize 
by  law  the  detention  of  all  ships  or  vessels,  with  their 
cargoes,  the  property  of  the  subjects  of  the  Emperor 
of  France,  brought  within  the  ports  of  the  United 
States,  there  to  abide  the  final  decision  or  order  of  the 
Government  in  relation  to  the  same. 

Resolved,   That   an  ad  valorem   duty  of be 

levied  and  collected  on  all  the  goods,  wares,  or  mer- 
chandise, of  British  product  or  manufacture. 

Resolved,  That  it  is  expedient  further  to  authorize 
the  President,  on  payment  of  the  duties  authorized 
to  be  levied  and  coUeoted  on  the  goods  laden  on  board 
vessels  the  property  of  the  subjects  of  fte  King  of 
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Great  Britain,  forthwith  to  grant  a  license  to  such 
vessels  to  depart  and  to  proceed  to  the  port  of  original 
destination  without  further  hindrance  or  molestation. 

The  House  having  agreed  to  consider  these 
resolutions — 

On  motion  of  Mr.  Teottp,  they  were  ordered 
to  lie  on  the  tahle,  as  he  stated,  to  give  every 
memher  the  same  time  to  consider  tiiem  as  he 
had  himself  taken. 


Tuesday,  Deoemher  6. 
Two  other  memhers,  to  wit,  from  Maryland, 
John  Campbell  ;    and  from  Georgia,  Dennis 
Smelt,  appeared,  and  took  their  seats  in  the 
House. 


Tuesday,  December  7. 

Another  memher,  to  wit,  from  Few  York, 
Uei  Teaoy,  appeared,  and  took  his  seat  in  the 
House. 

Challenges,  Duels,  &c. 

Mr.  Bacon  said  he  held  in  his  hands  three 
propositions  which  deemed  it  his  duty  to  sub- 
mit to  the  House.  They  were  not  for  the  regu- 
lation of  the  great  concerns  with  foreign  nations, 
but  for  the  necessary  object  of  regulating  them- 
selves. It  would  be  seen  that  these  resolutions 
had  not  grown  out  of  any  personal  considera- 
tions, nor  out  of  any  particular  case,  but  out  of 
the  sei-ious  evils  to  which  the  House  had  been 
exposed  by  the  want  of  such  regulations  from 
the  commencement  of  the  Government.  In 
1796,  the  evil  had  risen  to  such  a  height  that 
the  House  had  unequivocally  expressed  its  opin- 
ion on  it.*  Mr.  B.  said  he  felt  it  his  duty  to 
express  his  sense  on  the  subject  by  laying  the 
resolutions  on  the  table,  and  more  particularly 
as  he  understood  that  the  subject  was  now 
agitated  in  the  committee  appointed  to  draught 
rules  and  orders  for  thegovernmentof  the  House. 
He  would  merely  remark  that  the  resolutions 
might  not  be  correct  in  form,  or  they  might  be 
altogether  erroneous  in  principle.  He  was  not 
anxious  as  to  the  particular  form  ;  but  he  was 
decidedly  in  favor  of  the  general  object,  and 
wished  to  take  the  sense  of  the  House  upon  it. 
For  himself  he  was  well  prepared  to  act  on 
them  ;  but  for  the  convenience  of  others  he 
wished  them  to  lie  on  the  table. 

Resolved,  That  the  committee  appointed  to  report 
on  the  rules  and  orders  for  the  government  of  the 
House,  do  report  a  role  declaring,  "  That  if  any  mem- 
ber, in  the  course  of  debate,  shall  mate  use  of  oppro- 
brious or  vilifying  language  with  respect  to  any 
member,  or  caU  into  question  the  integrity  of  his  mo- 
tives, or  those  of  either  branch  of  the  Government  in 
relation  to  the  discharge  of  his  official  duties,  except 
on  a  motion  for  impeachment,  or  for  other  interposi- 
tion of  the  constitutional  powers  of  this  House — or 


*  By  concurrence  in  the  report  of  a  committee,  of  which 
Mr.  Madison  was  chairman,  on  the  subject  of  a  letter  from 
Mr.  Gnnn  to  Mr.  Baldwin,  both  members  of  Congress',  as 
well  as  on  the  case  of  Mr.  Frelinghnysen. 


apply  to  either  indecorous  or  reproachful  expressions 
— it  shall  he  deemed  a  breach  of  the  orders  of  the 
House." 

That  said  committee  be  instructed  further  to  re- 
port a  rule  declaring,  "  That  if  any  member,  during 
the  session  of  Congress,  whether  of  the  House  or  not, 
shall  give  or  send  to  any  other  member  during  his 
actual  attendance  at  the  seat  of  Government,  a  chal- 
lenge to  fight  a  duel,  or  if  the  member  so  challenged 
shall  accept  the  same,  it  shall  be  deemed  a  breach  of 
the  privileges  of  the  House,  as  well  on  the  part  of 
such  members  as  o^  that  of  any  other  person  whether 
a  member  or  not,  who  shall  be  aiding,  abetting,  or 
assisting  in  giving  or  sending  such  challenge,  or  in 
carrying  the  same  into  effect,  and  every  such  member 
shall  be  held  liable  to  be  expelled  from  the  House 
therefor." 

That  said  committee  be  fiuliher  instructed  to  re- 
port u.  rule  declaring,  "That  if  any  person,  during 
the  session  of  Congress,  whether  a  member  of  the 
House  or  not,  shall  commit  personal  violence  or  as- 
sault upon  any  member  diuing  his  actual  attendance 
at  the  seat  of  Government,  it  shall  be  deemed  a 
breach  of  the  privileges  of  the  House,  as  well  on  the 
part  of  the  person  so  assaulting,  as  on  that  of  any 
other  person  who  shall  be  aiding,  abetting,  or  assist- 
ing therein,  and  such  person,  if  a  memher,  shall  be 
held  liable  to  he  punished  therefor,  at  the  discretion 
of  the  House." 

Ordered  to  he  on  the  table. 


Feiday,  December  8. 
Two  other  members,  to  wit :  from  Maryland, 
Philip  B.  Key,   and  from  Virginia,   Daniel 
Shepfey,  appeared,  and  took  their  seats  in  the 
House. 


Monday,  December  11. 

Several  other  members,  to  wit :  from  Massa- 
chusetts, William  Stedman  and  Edwaed  St. 
LoE  Liveemoeb  ;  from  New  York,  Baeent 
Gaedeniee  ;  and  from  Pennsylvania,  John 
Boss,  appeared,  and  took  their  seats  in  the 
House. 

The  Spbakee  laid  before  the  House  a  letter 
from  "Wilson  0.  Nicholas,  resigning  his  seat  as 
one  of  the  members  of  the  House,  for  the  State 
of  Virginia.  The  letter  was  read,  and  ordered 
to  lie  on  the  table. 

Batture  at  New  Orleans. 

A  motion  was  made  by  Mr.  Sheffey,  that  the 
House  do  come  to  the  following  resolutions  : 

Resolved,  That  provision  ought  to  be  made  by  law 
to  authorize  the  President  of  the  United  States  to 
cause  the  several  persons  who  were  removed  from  the 
batttu-e,  in  front  of  the  suburb  St.  Mary,  in  the  city 
of  New  Orleans,  on  the  25th  January,  1808,  to  be 
restored  to  the  possession  thereof ;  to  be  held  with 
the  same  right  with  which  they  respectively  held  the 
same,  prior  to  such  removal ;  any  thing  to  the  con- 
trary notwithstanding. 

Resolved,  That  it  is  expedient  to  authorize  the  Pres- 
ident of  the  United  States,  if  he  shall  be  of  opinion  that 
the  United  States  have  such  a  claim  to  the  batture, 
in  front  of  the  suburb  of  St.  Mary,  in  the  city  of  New 
Orleans,  as  will  justify  the  expense  of  prosecuting  the 
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same,  with  the  assent  of  the  persons  removed  there- 
from, on  the  25th  January,  1808,  to  name  three  per- 
sons, who  shall  have  full  power  to  hear,  and  finally 
determine,  all  right,  title,  claim,  and  demand,  what- 
soever, as  well  oi"  the  United  States  as  the  persons  so 
removed,  both  in  law  and  equity  ;  and  their  decision, 
or  a  majority  of  them,  shall  be  binding,  as  well  on 
the  United  States  as  the  said  parties. 

Resolved,  That  it  is  expedient  to  authorize  the  Pres- 
ident of  the  United  States,  if  he  shall  deem  it  most 
proper,  to  compromise  the  conflicting  claims '  of  the 
United  States  and  the  persons  removed  from  the  bat- 
ture  of  the  suburb  of  St.  Mary,  in  the  city  of  New  Or- 
leans, or  cause  the  same  to  be  tried  in  a  court  of  the 
United  States,  in  such  a  manner,  and  at  such  place, 
as  will  secure  an  impartial  trial. 

The  said  resolutions  were  read,  and  ordered 
to  lie  on  the  table. 

British  Minister — Mr.  Jaclcaonh  Circular. 

Mr.  QiriNOT  observed  that  he  perceived  that 
in  the  letter  from  Mr.  Smith  to  Mr.  Pinkney  ac- 
companying the  Message  from  the  President  of 
the  United  States  of  the  29th  November,  1809, 
an  allusion  was  made  to  an  important  paper 
headed  "  Circular,"  which  had  not  been  commu- 
nicated to  Congress.  He  perceived,  also,  that 
by  the  resolution  just  received  from  the  Senate, 
a  specific  declaration  was  required  as  to  the 
contents  of  that  very  paper.  It  appeared  to 
him  extremely  proper  that  the  House  should 
have  that  paper  on  its  files,  and  within  the 
reach  of  its  members,  before  ^  declaration  was 
made  respecting  it.  Under  this  impression  he 
offered  the  following  resolution  : 

Resolved,  That  the  President  of  the  United  States 
be  requested  to  lay  before  the  House  a  copy  of  a  pa- 
per purporting  to  be  a  circular  letter  from  Mr.  Jack- 
son to  the  British  Consuls  in  the  United  States,  re- 
ferred to  in  the  letter  of  the  Secretary  of  State  to 
Mr.  Pinkney,  accompanying  the  Message  of  the  29th 
November. 

Mr.  Dana  observed  that  there  was  another 
docum,ent  which  it  might  be  of  some  importance 
to  have  on  the  file  of  the  House,  and  which  it 
might  be  also  necessary  to  consult — ^that  was, 
the  despatch  from  Mr.  Canning,  which  it  ap- 
peared was  sent  by  Mr.  Pinkney  to  the  Secre- 
tary of  State.  He  moved  to  add  that  paper  to 
the  resolution. 

Mr.  QuiNOT  accepted  the  amendment  as  a 
part  of  his  resolution. 

Mr.  Eppes  asked  for  a  division  of  the  ques- 
tion. He  said  he  was  willing  to  call  for  any 
paper  which  was,  or  might  be  presumed  to  be 
in  possession  of  the  Department  of  State ;  but 
it  could  not  be  presumed  that  the  circular  of 
Mr.  Jackson  was  in  that  office  in  any  other 
form  than  that  referred  to  in  Mr.  Smith's  letter, 
viz :  in  a  printed  form.  Certain  it  was  that  it 
could  not  be  in  the  Department  of  State,  be- 
cause it  was  dated  subsequently  to  the  intima- 
tion that  no  further  communication  would  be 
received  from  that  source  by  the  Secretary  of 
State.  The  only  reason,  he  presumed,  why  the 
other  paper  alluded  to  had  not  been  communi- 
cated to  Oongi-ess,  was,  that  it  was  a  priuted 


paper,  purporting  to  be  a  despatch  from  Mr. 
Canning.  He  had  no  further  objeetion  to  the 
call  for  either  of  these  papers,  other  than  it  was 
neither  decorous  nor  proper  to  call  upon  the  Pre- 
sident for  that  which  could  not  be  ofiBciaUy  in 
his  possession. 

Mr.  Gaedenibe  observed  that,  in  addition  to 
other  forcible  considerations,  it  would  be  treat- 
ing the  Executive  rudely,  when  he  had  called 
their  attention  to  a  particular  paper,  to  go  to 
any  other  source  to  procure  it ;  besides  that,  in 
the  latter  case,  a  spurious  copy  might  be  im- 
posed upon  the  House.  Kthe  President  referred 
to  a  certain  document  as  justifying  his  conduct, 
by  procuring  that  document  the  House  would 
have  the  whole  ground  before  it.  "What  would 
be  the  situation  of  the  House,  r^  pnrsuiug  the 
ideas  of  some  gentlemen,  every  member  was  to 
bring  forward  a  document  which  he  believed  to 
be  the  legitimate  one,  and  all  these  copies  should 
differ  ?  Who  was  to  decide  which  was  the  cor- 
rect one?  If  the  House  were  to  act  at  all  on 
this  subject,  it  was  not  only  respectful  and  just 
to  the  President,  but  extremely  civil,  to  inquire 
of  him  on  what  ground  he  has  acted.  As  a 
true  American,  and  staunch  republican,  Mr.  G, 
was  desirous  to  give  the  President  every  oppor- 
tunity of  doing  himself  justice. 

Mr.  QuniOT  said  that  a  copy  of  this  circular 
having  been  forwarded  to  our  Minister  in  Eng- 
land, a  copy  must  remain  on  the  flies  of  the 
Secretary  of  State's  office ;  and,  therefore,  he 
asked  for  it  merely  that  the  House  might  have 
on  this  occasion  precisely  that  information 
which  the  Secretary  of  State  had  communicated 
to  Mr.  Pinkney. 

The  question  was  taken  on  the  first  part  of 
the  resolution,  viz :  on  that  part  moved  by  Mr. 
QuiNOT,  and  finally  carried — ^yeas  53,  nays  52. 

The  question  was  then  taken  on  Mr.  Dana's 
amendment,  viz :  on  that  part  calling  for  a  copy 
of  the  paper  purporting  to  be  a  despatch  from 
Mr.  Canning  to  Mr.  Erskine,  and  carried  with- 
out opposition. 

Mr.  Whitman  offered  an  amendment  under- 
stood to  be  intended  to  embrace  in  the  papers 
to  be  called  for,  the  note  from  Mr.  Erskine  to 
Mr.  Smith  containing  the  "three  conditions" 
which  are  admitted  in  Mr.  Smitji's  letter  of 
October  19,  to  have  been  submitted  to  him  by 
Mr.  Erskine. 

_  On  the  suggestion  of  Mr.  QunfOT,  this  mo- 
tion was  declared  to  be  out  of  order,  as  it  was 
now  too  late  to  receive  an  amendment  to  the 
resolution,  both  clauses  of  it  having  been  affirm- 
ed by  the  House. 

The  question  was  then  put  on  the  whole  res- 
olution, as  amended,  and  the  yeas  and  nays 
being  demanded  on  its  passage, 

Mr.  Rhea  said  he  should  vote  against  the  res- 
olution, as  by  passing  it  the  House  could  add 
nothing  to  its  stock  of  information,  nor  receive 
any  official  document ;  in  both  cases  it  could 
receive  only  a  printed  paper. 

The  question  was  then  decided  by  yeas  and 
nays,  in  the  affirmative — ^yeas  69,  nays  46. 
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Mr.  QniNOT  and  Mr.  Dana  were  appointed  a 
committee  to  present  the  foregoing  resolution  to 
the  President  of  the  United  States. 


TuESDAT,  Decemher  12. 
Another  member,  to  wit,  from  Massachusetts, 
Ebenezbe  Sbavee,  appeared,  and  took  his  seat. 

Gommittee  of  Manufactures. 

Mr.  Sawtee  called  for  tbe  consideration  of 
the  motion  submitted  by  him  for  appointing  a 
separate  Conmiittee  of  Manufactures. 

The  House  agreed  to  consider  the  resolution, 
ayes  68. 

Mr.  Setbeet  supported  the  motion  on  the 
ground  of  the  propriety  of  paying  a  more  par- 
ticular attention  to  the  subject  of  manufactures, 
which  had  lately  become  of  great  importance. 

Mr.  Newton  opposed  the  motion  as  unneces- 
sary, because  the  Committee  of  Commerce  and 
Manufactures  was  competent  to  the  performance 
of  all  the  business  assigned  it,  and  had  always 
manifested  a  disposition  to  foster  the  manufac- 
tures of  the  United  States. 

The  question  on  the  resolution  was  decided 
in  the  negative,  24  members  only  rising  in  the 
afiSrmative. 


Friday,  December  15. 
Mr.  JackamUs  Circular. 
The  following  Message  was  received  from  the 
Pebsident  oe  the  United  States  : 
To  the  House  of  Representatives  of  the  United  States  : 
According  to  the  request  of  the  House  of  Repre- 
sentatives, expressed  in  their  resolution  of  the  11th 
instant,  I  now  lay  before  them  a  printed  "  copy  of  a 
paper  purporting  to  be  a  circular  letter  from  Mr. 
Jackson  to  the  British  Consuls  in  the  United  States," 
as  received  in  a  gazette  at  the  Department  of  State ; 
and  also  a  printed  paper,  received  in  a  letter  from  our 
Minister  in  London,  purporting  to  be  a  copy  of  a 
despatch  from  Mr.  Canningto  Mr.  Erskine,  of  the  23d 
of  January  last.  JAMES  MADISON. 

December  12,  1809. 

[The  first  paper  enclosed  was  the  "  Independ- 
ent American"  of  November  21,  containing  a 
copy  of  the  "  Circular."      The  second  was  a 
piece  cut  out  of  a  London  newspaper.] 
The  circular  is  as  follows : 

Washington,  November  13,  1809. 
(^Circular.") 
Sm :  I  have  to  inform  yon,  with  much  regret,  that 
the  facts  which  it  has  been  my  duty  to  state  in  my 
official  correspondence  with  Mr.  Smith,  have  been 
deemed  by  the  President  of  the  United  States  to 
afford  a  sufficient  motive  for  breaking  off  an  impor- 
tant negotiation,  and  for  putting  an  end  to  all  com- 
munication whatever  with  me  as  the  Minister  chM-ged 
with  that  negotiation,  so  mteresting  to  both  nations, 
and  on  one  most  material  point  of  which  an  answei 
has  not  even  been  returned  to  an  official  and  written 
overture.  One  of  the  facts  alluded  to  has  been  ad- 
mitted by  the  Secretary  of  State  himself,  mhis  letter 
to  me  of  the  19th  October,  viz  :  that  the  three  condi- 
tions forming  the  substance  of  Mr.  Erskine's  ori^nal  in- 
VoL.  IV.— 13 


structions  were  submitted  to  him  by  that  gentleman; 
the  other,  viz  :  that  that  instmetion  is  the  only  one 
in  which  the  conditions  were  prescribed  to  Mr.  Er- 
skine for  the  conclusion  of  an  arrangement  on  the 
matter  to  which  it  related,  is  known  to  me  by  the 
instructions  which  I  have  myself  received.  In  stating 
these  facts,  and  in  adhei-icg  to  them,  as  my  duty  im- 
periously enjoined  me  to  do,  in  order  to  repel  the 
frequent  charges  of  ill  faith  which  have  been  made 
against  His  Majesty's  Government,  I  c^uld  not  im- 
agine that  offence  would  bo  taken  at  it  by  the  Ameri- 
can Government,  as  most  certainly  none  could  be 
intended  on  my  part^f  and  this  view  of  the  subject 
has  been  made  known  to  Mr.  Smith.  But,  as  I  am 
informed  by  him,  that  no  farther  communication  will 
be  received  from  me,  I  conceive  that  I  have  no  al- 
ternative left,  which  is  consistent  with  the  King's 
dignity,  but  to  withdraw  altogether  from  this  city, 
and  to  wait  elsewhere  the  arrival  of  His  Majest/s 
commands  upon  the  unlooked-for  turn  which  has 
thus  been  given  to  his  affairs  in  this  country.  I 
mean  in  the  interval  to  make  New  York  the  place  of 
my  residence,  where  you  will  henceforward  please  to 
direct  your  communications  to  me,  as  I  shall  be  ac- 
companied by  every  member  of  His  Majesty's  mis- 
sion.    I  am,  &c.  F.  J.  JACKSON. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  Qotnot,  these  papers  were 
ordered  to  be  printed — for  the  motion  59,  against 
it  40. 


Monday,  December  18. 
Another  member,  to  wit,  from  New  York, 
Heeman  Kniokebbaokee,  appeared,  and  took 
his  seat  in  the  House. 


Thttesdat,  December  21. 
Conduct  of  the  British  Minister. 

The  House  again  went  into  Comipittee  of  the 
"Whole  on  the  resolution  from  the  Senate.  _ 

Mr.  Emott  concluded  his  speech  against  it,  as 
given  entire  in  preceding  pages. 

Mr.  Gholson  said,  that  notwithstanding 
much  had  already  been  said  on  the  subject  be- 
fore the  committee,  he  hoped  he  should  be  par- 
doned for  occupying  a  small  portion  of  their  at- 
tention. The  resolution  before  us  seems  to 
embrace  several  objects  pre-eminently  entitled 
to  the  dispassionate  consideration  of  Congress; 
objects  altogether  unconnected  with  those  fac- 
tions and  political  dissensions  which  have  un- 
happily too  long  prevailed  among  brethren 
of  the  same  common  family,  and  which  may 
one  day  prove  fatal  to  political  liberty.  _  The 
first  question  which  presents  itself  in  the  inves- 
tigation of  this  subject,  involves  on  the  one  hand 
the  veracity  and  dignity  of  the  American  Gov- 
ernment, and,  on  the  other,  the  character  and 
reputation  of  a  British  Envoy,  and,  in  some  de- 
gree, of  the  British  Ministry. 

In  my  remarks  on  this  subject,  I  consider  it 
regular  to  commence  with  the  origin. of  the 
mission  from  Great  Britain  to  the  United  States, 
out  of  which  has  arisen  the  present  unpropitious 
posture  of  the  affairs  between  the  two  coun- 
tries. What,  sir,  were  the  circumstances  under 
which  that  mission  was  despatched  here  ?  In  the 
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month  of  May  last,  it  was  known  to  the  British 
Ministry  that  a  commercial  arrangement  had 
been  made  by  their  Envoy  resident  here,  (Mr.  Er- 
skine,)  with  the  American  Government,  but  un- 
der the  allegation  that  it  was  made  contrary  to 
instructions,  it  was  no  sooner  known  than  it, 
and  the  Minister  making  it,  were  disavowed. 
Mr.  Jackson  was  then  appointed  to  substitute 
Mr.  Erskine,  the  disavowed  agent,  and  at  the 
time  he  (Mr.  Jackson)  was  sent  to  this  country, 
it  was  well  known  by  the  British  Ministry  that 
the  Government  of  the  United  States  stood 
solemnly  pledged  1o  the  American  people  to 
maintain,  and  that  they  had  inviolably  and 
steadily  adhered,  to  certain  points  and  princi- 
ples in  our  differences  with  England,  a  surren- 
der of,  or  departure  from  which,  would  be  a 
sacrifice  of  the  honor  and  best  interests  of  this 
nation. 

Yes,  sir,  when  they  well  knew  that,  in  the 
affair  of  the  Chesapeake,  our  Executive  would 
not,  arid  the  voice  of  almost  the  whole  nation 
had  pronounced  that  heonght  not  to  make 
the  first  advance  to  a  reconciliation,  Mr.  Jack- 
son was  charged,  not  only  to  require  the  first 
advance  from  us,  to  wit :  that  in  the  document 
which  should  contain  the  adjustment  of  that 
affair,  the  revocation  of  the  President's  procla- 
mation of  1807,  interdicting  the  British  armed 
ships  from  our  own  water,  should  be  recited  as 
an  indispensable  preliminary;  but  to  require 
from  us  also  the  violation  of  the  principles  of 
our  naturalization  laws,  by  insisting  on  the  sur- 
render of  foreigners  who  had  become  naturaliz- 
ed. As  to  the  Orders  in  Council,  we  know  not 
what  specific  propositions  he  was  charged  with 
in  relation  to  them.  As  far  as  we  are  able  to 
deduce  any  thing  from  facts  before  us,  it  must 
be  understood  that  the  British  Government  had 
determined  to  accept  of  no  conditions  for  the 
repeal  of  the  Orders  in  Council  except  such 
as  had  been  previously  declared  on  the  part  of 
the  American  Government  to  he  inadmissible. 
Notwithstanding  what  has  been  said  by  the 
gentleman  from  New  York,  (Mr.  Emott,)  I  think 
it  is  easily  to  be  demonstrated  that  the  British 
Government  did  not  intend  to  make  any  ar- 
rangement different  from  that  contemplated  by 
the  celebrated  instructions  of  the  twenty- third 
of  January,  transmitted  to  Mr.  Erskine.  If  the 
British  Government,  so  recently  as  May  last, 
disavowed  an  arrangement,  and  recalled  its 
Minister,  under  an  allegation  that  he  violated 
his  msiruotions,  was  it  to  be  supposed  that  they 
would,  m  two  or  three  months,  so  far  change 
their  policy  as  to  authorize  an  arrangement  on 
the  same  principles  that  they  had  just  rejected? 
Certainly  not,  sii\  It  is  evident  that  such  an 
accommodation  could  not  have  been  designed, 
because  Mr.  Canning  says  that  such  measures 
must  be  adopted  as  should  secure  the  objects 
of  the  Orders  in  Council.  That  they  did  not 
by  this  mean  the  mere  continuance  of  the  non- 
intercourse  law  as  to  France,  is  manifest ;  for 
Mr.  Canning  says  to  Mr.  Pinkney,  that  a  repeal 
as  to  Great  Britain,  would  be  a  repeal  as  to  the 


whole  world,  unless  the  British  Navy  were  to 
be  permitted  to  enforce  the  law  interdicting 
intercourse  with  France  by  the  seizure  of  such 
vessels  as  should  be  found  violating  it. 

These,   sir,  were   the    circumstances    under 
which  the  mission    commenced.    What  were 
those  that  characterized  its  progress  and  ter- 
mination?   I  think  it  very  easy  to  show  that 
the  conduct  of  the  Minister  himself,  after  he 
arrived,  partook  strictly  of  the  same  character 
as  the  conduct  of  the  Ministry  who  sent  him. 
I  think  I  have  shown  that  the  disposition  mani- 
fested by  the  Ministry  in  sending  him  here  was 
insulting  to  this  country.     Let  us  next  inquire 
into  the  character  disclosed,  and  the  conduct 
displayed  by  that  Minister  after  his  arrival. 
And,  in  this  inquiry,  without  wading  through 
all  the  documents,  which  gentlemen  can  as  well 
understand  by  perusing  them  in  their  chambers 
as  by  hearing  them   read  here,  I  will  merely 
advert  to  the  offensive  expressions  used  by  Mr. 
Jackson,  and  to  the  manner  in  which  those  ex- 
pressions were  met  by  the  Secretary  of  State. 
By  doing  this,  it  will  be  very  discernible,  not 
only  that  the  facts  stated  in  the  resolution  are 
sustained  by  the  correspondence,  but  that  the 
resolution  does  not  go  so  far  as  facts  would 
warrant.    In  Mr.  Jackson's  letter  of  the   11th 
of  October,  he  says,  that  the  arrangement  with 
Mr.  Erskine  was  made  under  such  circumstan- 
ces as  could  only  lead  to  a  disavowal.    If  the 
circumstances  were  such  as  could  only  lead  to 
a  disavowal,  they  must  have  been  dishonorable, 
and  Mr.  Jackson,  by  intimating  that  our  Govern- 
ment had  a  knowledge  of  these  circumstances, 
charges  it  with  being  particepg  criminis.    Can 
any  thing  be  more  palpable  than  this?     He  ex- 
presses this  idea  in  still  stronger  terms  when  ha 
intimates  that  Mr.  Smith  had  a  principal  agency 
in  the  misconduct  on  this  occasion.     It  certainly 
was  not  in  Mr.  Smith's  power  to  substitute  con- 
ditions for  those  which  he  declined  accepting, 
but  it  must  have  been  done  by  Mr.  Erskine. 
But,  notwithstanding  this,  he  charges  Mr.  Smith, 
not  only  with  conniving  at  a  conduct  improper 
in  itself,  because  it  could  only  lead  to  rejection 
of  the  arrangement  growing  out  of  it,  but  in- 
sinuates that  he  was  the  principal  actor  in  the 
scene.    In  Mr.  Smith's  letter  in  answer  to  Mr. 
Jackson,  the  animadversions  are  too  clear  in 
their  object  to  be  mistaken.    Mr.  J.  is  informed 
of  the  displeasure  of  the  American  Government 
at  such  insinuations ;  and,  in  the  very  first  let- 
ter which  was  written  by  the  Secretary  of  State, 
he  disclaims  pointedly  having  had  any  knowl- 
edge whatever  of  the  deficiency  of  Mr.  Erskine's 
instructions  at  the  time  of  making  the  arrange- 
ment.   And  what  says  Mr.  Jackson  in  reply  ? 
He  says  again,  that  Mr.  Erskine's  instructions 
were  known  to  Mr.  Smith.     Sir,  I  acknowledge 
very  candidly,  that  on  a  superficial  perusal  of 
the  correspondence,  the  charge  of  falsehood, 
from  the  art  and  adroitness  with  which  it  is 
wrapt  up,  does  not  appear  so  palpable  as  when 
it  is  more  closely  examined.    Yet,  sir,  notwith- 
standing all  knowledge  of  the  instructions  had 
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been  denied  by  Mr.  Smith,  Mr.  Jackson  reiter- 
ates the  assertion  that  they  were  known.  Do 
gentlemen  say  that  there  is  no  insult  in  this? 
That  there  is  nothing  wrong  in  the  assertion  of  a 
knowledge  on  the  part  of  the  Secretary  of  State 
which  he  had  before  formally  and  solemnly  dis- 
claimed. In  Mr.  Smith's  letter  to  Mr.  Jackson, 
of  the  first  of  November,  he  intimates  to  Mr. 
Jackson  that  a  language  implying  such  a  knowl- 
edge on  the  part  of  the  American  Government, 
■was  altogether  inadmissible.  What  is  Mr.  Jack- 
son's reply  in  his  letter  of  the  4th  of  November, 
■which  is  the  last  communication  that  a  proper 
self-respect  on  the  part  of  the  American  Gov- 
ernment would  permit  it  to  receive  from  him  ? 
After  again  insinuating  that  our  Government 
had  a  knowledge  of  Mr.  Erskine's  instructions, 
he  says :  "  That  any  thing  therein  (in  his 
former  letter)  contained  may  be  irrelevant  to 
the  subject,  it  is  of  course  competent  to  you  to 
endeavor  to  show ;  and  as  far  as  you  succeed 
in  so  doing,  so  far  will  my  argument  lose  of  its 
validity ;  but,  as  to  the  propriety  of  my  allu- 
sions, you  must  allow  me  to  acknowledge  only 
the  decision  of  my  own  Sovereign,  whose  com- 
mands I  obey,  and  to  whom  alone  I  can  con- 
sider myself  responsible."  In  speaking  of  the 
propriety  of  his  allusions,  he  acknowledges  that 
he  had  made  them,  and  does  not  deny  that  they 
are  of  the  character  ascribed  to  them.  This  in- 
solent letter  is  concluded  by  expressions  too 
plain  for  any  misconception  whatever.  He 
says :  "  I  have  carefully  avoided  drawing  con- 
clusions which  did  not  necessarily  follow  from 
the  premises  advanced  by  me,  and  least  of  all 
should  I  think  of  uttering  an  insinuation  where 
I  was  unable  to  substantiate  a  fact."  He  here, 
in  fact,  recognizes  the  insinuation  imputed  to 
him,  and  says  he  would  not  have  made  it  if  he 
could  not  have  substantiated  it.  Collecting  all 
his  insinuations,  on  the  one  hand,  and  the  re- 
futation of  them,  on  the  other,  I  draw  the  con- 
clusion that  Mr.  Jackson  not  only  insulted  the 
Government,  but  charged  it  ■with  one  of  the 
foulest  crimes — with  direct  falsehood. 

If  the  circumstances  under  which  he  was  sent, 
and  his  conduct  after  he  arrived  here,  were  such 
as  I  have  described,  I  ask  if  the  occasion  does 
not  require  that  the  American  Government 
should  take  a  firm  and  dignified  stand?  That 
we  should  repel  insults  and  respect  ourselves  ? 
Shall  the  authority  to  whom  only  is  entrusted 
the  most  solemn  act  of  gavernment  which  can 
be  performed,  the  act  of  deciding  on  the  last 
appeal  of  nations,  stand  by  and  see  the  Execu- 
tive insulted  by  an  emissary,  such  as  Mr.  Jack- 
son was  ?    I  hope  not,  sir. 

Sir,  I  consider  the  present  no  time  for  the 
causeless  crimination  of  our  own  Government, 
and  much  less  is  it  a  time  to  countenance  any 
other.  We  should  discard  domestic  difierences 
and  party  spirit,  which,  at  a  juncture  like  this, 
may  be  disastrous  to  our  country.  If  we  differ 
among  ourselves,  in  the  name  of  God  let  us 
unite  against  foreign  aggression  and  foreign  in- 
sult.   It  is  admitted  by  gentlemen  on  the  other 


side,  that  both  Great  Britain  and  France  have 
done  ns  wrong.  If  so,  why  not  unite  against 
the  one  as  well  as  against  the  other?  A  con- 
duct Uke  this  must  produce  the  happiest  con- 
sequences. If  any  thing  like  union  is  discovered 
against  insult  and  injury,  I  believe  in  God  that 
it  would  not  be  long  ere  we  met  on  reciprocal 
terms  of  amity.  Sir,  for  my  country,  I  only 
desire  the  rule  of  right ;  that  we  must  obtain. 
If  it  is  thonght  I  wish  any  disaster  to  befall  the 
British  nation,  lam  misunderstood.  I  am  will- 
ing that  Great  TJritain  should  be  great,  happy, 
and  prosperous.  I  should  view  her  downfall 
as  an  inauspicious  event ;  consequences  might 
result  from  it  which  I  will  not  undertake  to  esti- 
mate ;  but  I  hope  that  the  expectation  never 
will  be  encouraged  from  this  Hall,  that  Great 
Britain  can  or  will  receive  any  terms  from 
us  other  than  such  as  are  fair,  honorable,  and 
reciprocal. 

The  terms  which  have  been  offered  to  us  are 
not  of  that  kind.  I  submit  it  to  gentlemen's 
own  decision.  "We  have  long  experienced  in- 
justice, and  if  we  are  only  capable  of  being  firm 
to  our  purpose,  and  adhering  to  the  principles 
of  neutrality  which  have  hitherto  guided  the 
councils  of  our  country,  and  especially  the  en- 
lightened policy  of  the  Executive  department, 
we  shall  no  doubt  obtain  justice. 

In  every  view,  therefore,  it  appears  to  me 
that  the  resolution  from  the  Senate  not  only  is 
supported  by  the  correspondence  laid  before 
us,  but  is  rendered  peculiarly  important  by  the 
occasion.  The  appeal  made  by  Mr.  Jackson 
from  the  Executive,  from  the  organ  with  which 
alone  a  foreign  Minister  can  have  communica- 
tion, to  the  people,  to  a  tribunal  with  which  he 
cannot  communicate,  adds  great  force  to  the 
arguments  in  favor  of  a  firm  stand  on  onr  part. 
I  hope  it  will  be  made,  and  that  it  never  will 
be  abandoned  till  we  receive  that  justice  which 
has  been  but  too  long  delayed. 

Mr.  Koss  observed :  I,  for  one,  am  an  Admin- 
istration man,  if  that  Administration  act  cor- 
rectly, whether  it  shall,  in  a  time  of  great  diffi- 
culty and  doubt,  insure  a  prospect  of  peace  ■with 
Great  Britain,  or  whether  it  may  find  it  neces- 
sary in  asserting  the  rights  and  independence 
of  the  Government  to  involve  the  nation  in  wai". 
I  think  the  importance  of  the  one  course  is  as 
great  as  the  other,  and  I  wiU,  under  such  cir- 
cumstances, equally  support  them  when  they 
are  likely  to  make  war  as  to  make  peace,  how- 
ever other  gentlemen  may  differ  from  me  on 
this  head. 

Before  I  proceed  to  state,  sir,  what  I  conceive 
necessary  to  be  understood,  in  order  to  come  to 
a  correct  judgment  on  these  resolutions,  permit 
me  to  premise  that  there  is  more  than  a  pre- 
sumption that  Mr.  Erskine  had  a  power  to  enter 
into  the  arrangement  which  he  made.  1st.  Be- 
cause he  himself  declared,  he  had  such  power. 
2dly.  Because  ho  acted  in  conformity  to  that 
declaration ;  and,  3dly.  Because  Mr.  Jackson 
does  not  deny  he  had  such  power.  Mr.  Jack- 
son does  not  pretend  to  say  that  Mr.  Erskine 
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had  not  otlier  despatches  and  other  instructions 
than  those  of  the  23d  of  January,  and  that,  in 
them,  there  were  not  other  conditions  of  a  dif- 
ferent grade  and  character  from  those  contained 
in  that  despatch.  Hence,  I  think  it  is  fairly  to 
be  concluded,  that  Mr.  Erskine  had  the  power 
to  enter  into  the  agreement.  It  has,  however, 
been  said  by  the  gentleman  from  Connecticut, 
(Mr.  Dana,)  that  this  is  not  so  much  a  question 
of  what  our  Government  was  ignorant  of,  as  of 
what  they  knew,  or  what  they  ought  to  have 
known;  and  he  has  entered  into  a  long  exami- 
nation of  the  made  of  commissioning  diplomatic 
characters,  whether  by  letters  of  credence  or  by 
full  powers,  and  has  drawn  a  distinction  be- 
tween the  two.  In  the  first  place,  I  apprehend 
it  is  in  nowise  material,  to  enable  the  House  to 
decide  on  the  resolution,  whether  the  President 
did  or  did  not  know  the  nature  of  Mr.  Erskine's 
powers.  But  it  is  necessary  to  rescue  him  from 
the  imputation  which  those  are  disposed  to  oast 
on  him  who  are  desirous  to  pull  down  the  Ad- 
ministration. What  was  the  amount  of  the 
gentleman's  showing  on  this  occasion  ?  That 
in  all  oases,  in  order  to  complete  a  treaty,  it  is 
necessary  there  should  be  a  commission  or  full 
power.  But  has  he  shown  that  it  is  necessary 
in  order  to  make  a  preliminary  arrangement 
similar  to  that  entered  into  ?  I  apprehend  he 
has  not.  On  referring  to  the  letter  quoted  by 
him  from  Mr.  Jefferson,  then  Secretary  of  State, 
to  Mr.  Hammond,  we  find  the  former  calling 
upon  the  latter  to  exhibit  his  powers  to  enter 
into  a  negotiation ;  but  Mr.  Jefferson  afterwards 
recedes  from  that  demand,  and  receives  the 
word  of  Mr.  Hammond  that  he  is  possessed  of 
power  to  negotiate  as  sufiBoient  evidence  of  his 
being  clothed  with  the  proper  power  without 
the  exhibition  thereof.  But  the  ratification 
was  not  withheld,  as  has  been  justly  said,  be- 
cause there  was  an  absence  of  a  full  power  on 
this  occasion.  Mr.  Jackson  himself  states  that 
this  was  not  the  ground  on  which  the  ratifica- 
tion was  withheld.  It  must  first  be  proved 
that  it  was  obligatory  on  the  Executive  to  call 
for  Mr.  Erskine's  full  power,  and  it  must  then 
be  proved  that  he  did  not,  before  his  observa- 
tions can  be  brought  to  bear  on  the  question. 
"Where  is  the  proof  that  the  Executive  did  not 
call  for  those  powers?  It  is  not  pretended  that 
Mr.  Erskine  had  not  a  power  to  make  an  ar- 
rangement, but  that  it  was  not  concluded  in 
pursuance  of  his  instructions.  Therefore,  if  he 
had  produced  ten  thousand  powers,  unless  his 
instructions  had  authorized  him  to  do  what  he 
did,  the  British  Ministry  would  have  rejected 
the  terms  stipulated  for  them,  as  they  have 
done.  But  why  is  it  necessary  to  know,  on 
this  occasion,  whether  the  President  did  call 
for  these  powers  or  not  ?  The  inquiry  composes 
no  part  of  the  resolution ;  it  is  neither  expressly 
mentioned  nor  glanced  at;  and  why  this  in- 
quiry is  raised,  I  confess  I  am  utterly  at  a  loss 
to  know,  unless  it  was  to  prove  that  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  United  States  had  a  knowledge  of 
the  instructions,  and  that  they  restricted  Mr. 


Erskine's  powers.  The  gentleman  has  not  ven- 
tured to  infer  that  the  President  of  the  United 
States  had  this  knowledge,  but  the  course  of 
his  argument  goes  to  show  that,  in  his  opinion, 
he  did  possess  this  knowledge.  He  lays  down 
the  position,  that  it  was  the  duty  of  the  Presi- 
dent to  have  seen  those  powers,  and,  I  presume, 
supposes  that  the  conclusion  will  be  drawn  that 
the  President  performed  his  duty ;  and,  of 
course,  taking  it  for  granted  that  there  were  no 
other  instructions  than  those  of  the  28d  of  Jan- 
uary, that  the  President  must  have  seen  those 
instructions,  and  consequently  have  known  that 
Mr.  Erskine  had  not  power  to  conclude  the  ar- 
rangement. All  his  argument  went  to  raise  a 
structure  to  induce  a  belief  in  this  House,  and 
in  the  public  at  large,  that  this  knowledge  must 
have  been  in  possession  of  the  President.  The 
gentleman,  at  the  same  time,  professes  the  ut- 
most regard  and  respect  for  Mr.  Madison.  This, 
I  confess,  is  following  the  direction  of  the  poet, 
who  says  : 

"  Damn  with  faint  praise,  assent  with  civil  leer ; 
And,  without  sneering,  teach  the  rfest  to  sneer." 

But  let  us  inquire  if  the  President  had  any 
knowledge  that  Mr. Erskine  had  no  fuH  power; 
for  if  I  show,  beyond  aU  doubt,  that  the  Presi- 
dent did  not  know  it,  all  this  insidious  fabric, 
which  is  designed  to  produce  so  many  delusions, 
will  vanish  at  once.  I  think  it  is  to  be  pre- 
sumed that  the  President  had  no  knowledge 
that  Mr.  Erskine  had  not  fuU  powers,  because 
he  entered  into  the  arrangement.  What  object 
could  he  have  in  view  which  should  induce  him 
to  conclude  an  arrangement,  except  with  full 
confidence  of  its  being  carried  into  efiect  ?  Not 
to  get  rid  of  the  embargo — that  had  long  before 
been  interred  by  its  fathers  with  a  truly  Chris- 
tian spirit.  Not  to  get  rid  of  the  non-intercourse 
— ^because  the  moment  the  arrangement  was  dis- 
avowed, the  President  breathed  life  and  spirit 
into  that  act,  and  gave  it  renewed  existence. 
It  was  not  from  any  hostile  disposition  to  Eng- 
land, because  he  could  have  no  reason  to  wish 
for  a  war.  And  because,  if  he  had  desired  a 
war  with  that  country,  he  had  no  occasion  to 
seek  a  pretext  therefor,  inasmuch  as  long  ante- 
cedents, and  up  to  the  very  time  of  making  the 
arrangement,  the  causes  for  war  against  Great 
Britain  were  great  and  numerous,  as  has  been 
agreed  by  all  parties.  If  not  to  get  rid  of  the 
embargo,  nor  of  the  non-intercourse,  nor  for 
war,  what  object  could  he  have,  with  such 
knowledge  as  has  been  imputed  to  him,  not  ex- 
pressly, but  by  inference,  in  making  the  ar- 
rangement of  April  ?  Will  gentlemen  be  good 
enough  to  condescend  so  far  as  to  assign  some  ob- 
ject that  the  Executive  could  have  had  in  view 
from  such  conduct?  Eor  it  is  not  to  be  pre- 
sumed that  men,  in  or  out  of  office,  act  without 
motive  and  without  object.  Therefore,  hearing 
no  reason  assigned  why  the  President  should 
act  thus  preposterously,  as  it  is  attempted  to  be 
insinuated  he  did,  by  those  in  opposition,  it 
would  be  reasonable  to  conclude  that  he  had  no 
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such  knowledge.  But,  in  opposition  to  this  in- 
sinuation, also,  you  have  the  solemn  declaration 
of  the  President  of  the  United  States,  through 
the  Secretary  of  State.  Humiliating  in  the  ex- 
treme must  it  be  to  hear  this  solemn  assevera- 
tion questioned,  even  in  a  side-way,  in  order  to 
support  the  insolence  of  a  British  Minister! 
Was  it  not  enough  that  the  country  has  heen 
enabled  to  endure,  in  order  to  secure  the  great 
object  of  remaining  in  peace,  insult  after  insult, 
outrage  after  outrage,  and  even  that  the  Gov- 
ernment should  be  insulted  by  foreign  diplo- 
matic characters,  without  doubts  and  suspicions 
being  insinuated  by  members  of  this  House? 
Pray,  sir,  let  me  ask  this  House,  or  the  whole 
of  the  United  States,  what  the  President  of  the 
United  States  has  ever  done  in  any  official 
character,  among  the  many  which  he  has  filled 
■with  honor  to  himself  and  reputation  to  his 
country,  that  the  correctness  of  his  declarations, 
made  through  his  Minister  of  State,  should  be 
disputed  ?  But  I  might  suffer  the  humiliation 
of  going  still  farther  into  the  subject.  We  have 
the  word  of  the  recalled  Minister,  if  that  be 
considered  more  conclusive  by  gentlemen  than 
that  of  the  President  of  the  United  States,  that 
he  did  not  communicate  his  instructions  to  Mr. 
Smith.  We  have,  1st.  The  presumption  that 
the  Executive  had  no  knowledge  of  Mr.  Er- 
skine's  instructions,  because  he  could  have  no  ob- 
ject in  vieW  in  concluding  an  arrangement  with 
that  knowledge ;  2d.  We  have  his  declaration 
to  that  effect  through  the  Secretary  of  State ; 
3d.  We  have  the  declaration  of  the  Minister, 
"whose  act  was  disavowed,  to  the  same  effect. 
What  have  we  to  destroy  this  proof?  The 
deceptive,  poisonous  insinuations  of  Mr.  Jack- 
son. Mr.  Erskine  repeatedly  declared  that  he 
had  ample  powers.  On  the  news  being  received 
during  the  last  session  of  the  issuing  of  the  or- 
der of  the  26th  April,  he  declared  that  he  had 
no  doubt  his  arrangement  would  be  carried  into 
effect.  He,  to  the  last  moment,  declared  that 
he  acted  in  the  spirit,  if  not  in  the  letter,  of  his 
several  letters  of  instructions.  How,  therefore, 
was  it  possible  for  the  President  to  receive  in- 
formation from  Mr.  Erskine  that  he  was  not  in- 
vested with  competent  power,  when  Mr.  Erskine 
himself  declared  and  believed  he  was,  and  acted 
accordingly. 

From  these  considerations  I  apprehend  it 
most  clearly  appears  that  the  President  of  the 
United  States  had  not  a  knowledge,  neither  was 
it  his  duty  to  have  had  a  knowledge  that  Mr. 
Erskine  did  not  posess  powers  to  make  the  ar- 
rangement which  he  did. 

TuESDAT,  December  26. 
Two  other  members,  to  wit :  from  Massachu- 
setts, Benjamin  Piceman,  jr. ;  and  from  Vir- 
ginia, William  A.  BuKWELL,  appeared,  and  took 
their  seats  in  the  House. 


TnuESDAT,  December  28. 
Conditct  of  the  British  Minister. 

The  House  again  resumed  the  consideration 
of  the  report  of  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  on 
the  resolution  from  the  Senate  approving  the 
conduct  of  the  Executive  in  refusing  to  receive 
any  further  communications  from  Francis  J. 
Jackson. 

The  motion  for  indefinite  postponement  be- 
ing still  under  consideration — 

Mr.  Staneobp  said,  so  many  were  the  ob- 
jectionable features  of  the  present  resolution 
before  the  House,  he  should  vote  for  its  indefi- 
nite postponement,  and  with  permission  of  the 
House  he  would  give  his  reasons  for  his  vote. 
In  the  first  place,  he  thought  the  language  and 
style  of  the  resolution  highly  objectionable,  and 
calculated  to  render  that  which  was  already  bad 
enough  stiU  worse ;  that  it  was,  in  the  second 
place,  a  strange  innovation  upon  all  former 
practice  and  usage  under  our  present  Govern- 
ment ;  and  lastly,  that  it  was  clearly  unconsti- 
tutional. Thus  much  he  should  endeavor  to 
show,  and  trusted  he  would  be  able  to  do  it  to 
the  satisfaction  of  the  House. 

Mr.  S.  then  premised  that  he  had  disapproved 
the  introduction  of  the  resolution  of  approbation 
at  the  last  session ;  that  he  considered  unneces- 
sary ;  but  the  present  he  considered  not  only 
unnecessary,  but  even  pernicious.  That  was  a 
pacific  one ;  this  belligerent  in  all  its  aspects. 
He  had  suggested  a  mode  to  one  or  two  gentle- 
men, of  getting  rid  of  that  one,  if  they  had 
thought  proper,  and  in  which  case  he  would 
have  contributed  his  vote  to  have  got  clear  of 
it.  But,  had  the  question  been  put  in  a  direct 
form,  he  should  have  differed  from  his  colleague, 
(Mr.  Macon,)  inasmuch  as  he  should  have 
voted  for  it  He  could  not  have  done  honestly 
otherwise,  as  he  had  most  cordially  approved 
the  arrangement  made  by  our  Government  with 
Mr.  Erskine.  Further,  that  as  respected  the 
rejection  of  Mr.  Jackson,  he  thought  entirely 
with  his  colleague,  that  he  might  well  have 
been  dismissed  on  the  receipt  of  his  first  letter. 
He  tells  us  for  what  he  had  been  sent  and  com- 
manded to  do.  In  the  case  of  the  Chesapeake, 
to  make  "declarations"  and  to  receive  counter 
"  declarations  "  simultaneously.  In  other  words, 
for  the  arrogance,  insults,  and  murders,  we  had 
borne  and  suffered,  he  came  to  stipulate  atone- 
ment, if  we  would  stipulate  a  sort  of  counter 
atonement  at  the  same  time.  Stipulation  for 
stipulation,  at  any  rate.  It  had  "  not  appeared 
to  His  Majesty  necessary  to  command  him  to 
propose  to  our  Government  any  formal  agree- 
ment "  to  take  place  of  the  rejected  one.  For 
the  matter,  said  Mr.  S.,  of  Mr.  Jackson's  in- 
structions, much  rather  than  for  the  manner  of 
his  negotiation,  might  the  communication  have 
been  cut  off  with  him.  Both  matter  and  man- 
ner were,  to  be  sure,  objectionable,  but  the  for- 
mer, in  his  estimation,  formed  much  the  most 
solid  ground  of  dismissal.  It  was  but  too  ob- 
vious the  mission  of  Mr.  Jackson  would  end  as 
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the  former  one  had  done.    That  he  did  not 
come  to  propitiate"  us  was  but  too  manifest. 

While  the  resolution  before  us,  sir,  affects  to 
support  the  Executive  Government  against  in- 
sult, and  language  "  highly  indecorous,"  it  de- 
scends into  a  style  of  expression,  itself  more 
culpable  and  degrading;  unworthy,  indeed,  of 
the  country  and  the  dignity  of  its  Government. 
It  was  a  flattering  truth  to  know  that  in  the 
style  of  diplomatic  correspondence  the  American 
side  of  the  question  suffered  not  in  comparison 
with  that  of  any  other.  In  the  late,  as  well  as 
former  instances,  the  advantage  has  been  cal- 
culated, as  he  presumed,  to  inspire  every  Amer- 
ican bosom  with  just  sentiments  of  pride.  Had 
it,  therefore,  been  recommitted,  as  his  colleague 
(Mr.  Macon)  had  advised,  he  had  no  doubt  it 
could  have  been  amended,  and  rendered  more 
worthy  of  consideration  as  a  State  paper,  than 
it  Is  likely  to  be  in  its-present  dress  and  form. 

Besides,  Mr.  Speaker,  if  the  measure  be  in- 
tended to  have  any  effect,  it  must  be  a  bad  one. 
It  looks  toward  war.  Already  are  our  diffi- 
culties with  Great  Britain  critical  enough,  but 
if  gentlemen  wish  war,  the  thing  is  altogether 
appropriate  to  its  end;  weU  calculated  not  to 
support,  but  to  thwart  the  pacific  views  and  in- 
tentions of  the  Executive.  We  may,  in  this 
way,  foreclose  the  door  of  amicable  negotiation 
which  the  Executive  by  his  first  Message  showed 
us  he  had  kept  open.  If  rudeness  of  expression 
had  been  resorted  to  on  the  part  of  the  British 
Minister,  in  his  correspondence  with  our  Gov- 
ernment, had  it  not  been  repelled  on  their 
part  ?  Had  they  not  amply  redressed  the  in- 
sult of  the  individual?  It  might  well  afford 
some  consolation  to  ourselves  and  the  country, 
if  other  wrongs  and  insults  have  been  even  as 
wen  repaired  as  this.  Besides  the  murder  of 
Pierce,  the  mqre  horrid  murders  on  board  the 
Chesapeake,  the  continuation  of  impressments 
for  years,  we  have  had  instances,  more  than 
one,  it  is  said,  of  other  Ministers  conspiring  with 
your  conspirators,  menacing  you  with  war,  and 
putting  your  Government  at  defiance,  here  in 
the  ten  mUes  square,  and  the  sensibility  of 
Congress  had  never  before  been  awakened  to  a 
resolution  of  this  kind  in  defence  of  the  Exec- 
utive. The  truth  is,  sir,  it  never  needed  it, 
nor  does  it  now.  We  have,  in  very  deed,  Mr. 
Speaker,  refined  upon  the  more  substantial  in- 
sults we  have  suffered,  till  we  have  literally  re- 
duced it  to  a  war  of  words.  It  is  the  expressions 
of  the  individual  we  are  combating,  and  pledg- 
ing the  whole  force  of  the  country  to  protect 
the  President  against  the  consequences  of,  and 
not  the  more  palpable  injuries  received.  Would 
to  Heaven,  sir,  such  a  resolution  had  not  been 
brought  forward !  It  is  unworthy  of  us — un- 
worthy of  the  political  professions  we  hereto- 
fore made,  even  those  made  at  our  last  session. 
That  a  resolution  of  approbation,  Mr.  Speaker, 
is  against  all  example  for  the  last  eight  years ; 
that  it  is  an  innovation  upon  all  usage  and 
practice,  reference  need  only  be  had  to  the 
speeches  of  gentlemen  during  the  last  session. 


They  afford  the  most  ample  proof.     They  were 
then  unwilling  to  pour  out  the  oil  of  adulation 
upon  the  Executive  head.      It  was  deemed  un- 
necessary, anti-republican,  to  do  so.     He  hoped 
gentlemen    understood    him.      He   was  using 
their  own  language  upon  that  occasion,  and  not 
his  own.      He  borrowed  it  for  its  excellence 
and  fitness. upon  the  present  occasion.    Such 
language  conveyed  his  sentiments  then,  and  still 
did;  and,  for  his  part,  he  could  not  compre- 
hend how  it  could  be  correct  then,  and  now  the 
reverse  of  correct.     Some  gentlemen   on  the 
floor  perfectly  remembered  that  when  Mr.  Jef- 
ferson came  into  the  Presidency,  eight  years 
ago,  he  changed  the  mode  of  personal  address 
into  that  of  written  message.     "  In  doing  this," 
said  he,  in  his  first   Message,  "I  have  had  a 
principal  regard  to   the  convenience  of  the  Le- 
gislature, to  the  economy  of  their  time,  to  their 
relief  from  the    embarrassment  of  immediate 
answers  on  subjects  not  yet  fully  before  them, 
and  to  the  benefits  thence  resulting  to  the  pub- 
lic affairs."     All  acquiesced  in  this  new  course, 
and  from  that  time  to  the  late  instance  mention- 
ed, no  time  had  been  wasted  in  pouring  back 
the   oil  of   adulation    or  approbation,  in  any 
form,  on  the  Executive  head.   The  only  instance 
which  could  be    cited  during  the   last  eight 
years,  was  found  incidentally  incorporated  in  a 
resolution  relating  to  the  navigation  of  the  Mis- 
sissippi.     The  words  were,  "  and  relying  with 
perfect  confidence  on  the  vigilance  and  wisdom 
of  the  Executive."      This,  then,  was  the  only 
drop  of  this  oU  which  the  last  Administration 
produced,  and  has  been  called  up  at  this  first  or- 
dinary session  of  a  new  Administration  to  form 
an  example  to  follow ;  or  rather,  might  we  not 
say,  to  resume  the  exploded  practice  of  former 
times,  and  thus  echo  back  messages  in  this  new 
form  of  joint  resolution.     But  what  was  the 
style  in  which  gentlemen  spoke  at  our  last  sum- 
mer session,  when  the  subject  of  approbation 
was  then  before  us?     The  language  of  one  was, 
if  it  were  the  object  to  bring  before  the  House 
a  discussion  upon  the  Message  of  the  President, 
and  to  return  an  answer  to  his  Excellency's! 
most  gracious  Message,  he  should  certainly  be 
opposed  to  it.    If  there  had  ever  been  a  partic- 
ular part  of  the  former  Administration  which 
had  met  the    approbation  of  the  Eepublicans 
generally  of  this  country,  it  was  the  discontin- 
uance of  the  practice."     Another  had  told  us 
that  he  was  "opposed  to  a  deviation  from  what 
he  conceived  to  be  the  duty,  and  becoming  the 
dignity  of  the  House."     He  thought  the  House 
had  nobler  duties  to  perform  than  passing  ab- 
stract resolutions,  out  of  which  no  legislative 
act  is  contemplated,  merely  for  the  purpose  of 
pouring  the  oil  of  adulation  upon  the  head  of 
the  Chief  Magistrate."     And  again,  the  gentle- 
man from  Pennsylvania,  (Mr.  Findlat,)  whose 
opinions  are  always  so  much  relied  upon  and 
respected  in  this  House,  and  he,  Mr.  S.,  trusted 
by  few  more  sincerely  than  himself,  had,  upon 
that  occasion,  with  singular  happiness  and  force, 
spoken  thus:  "Law,"  said  the  gentleman,  "is 
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the  only  language  of  a  Legislature.  It  is  the 
only  language  that  can  command  obedience 
and  respect.  Any  equal  number  of  citizens 
met  in  a  tavern,  and  there  passing  a  resolution 
of  approbation,  would  have  equal  force  with 
such  a  resolution  passed  in  this  House,  and 
would  be  more  in  character.  They  are  acting 
■without  authority  from  the  constitution  or  the 
rules  of  the  House."  It  would  be  for  that  gen- 
tleman to  tell  us,  to  tell  the  House,  and  he 
would  beg  the  gentleman's  pardon  for  the  par- 
ticular request — but  he  must  request  that  he 
would  take  the  occasion  to  let  us  all  know  how 
his  doctrine  then  is  now  to  be  got  over.  For 
his  own  part,  he  could  not  comprehend  how 
right  and  wrong  could  change  their  respective 
sides  in  so  short  a  time. 

His  colleague,  (Mr.  Macon,)  in  referring  to 
former  times,  had  expressed  some  doubt  wheth- 
er the  majority  were  the  same  party  now  they 
were  then.  He  felt  no  doubt  himself  they  were 
the  same ;  but  there  was  no  room  to  doubt, 
from  the  present  question  itself,  they  had  under- 
gone some  strange  modification  since  former 
times.  The  doctrines  then  must  be  well  remem- 
bered by  him,  yourself,  Mr.  Speaker,  arid  a  few 
others  on  this  floor.  ■  The  advocates  of  this  sort 
of  adulation  must  go  back  beyond  the  times  of 
the  late  and  last  Administration,  if  they  would 
Introduce  the  fashion  again.  At  the  opening 
of  the  fifth  Congress,  in  the  answer  of  this 
House  to  the  speech  of  the  President,  these 
words  are  used :  "  "We  cannot  omit  to  testify 
our  approbation  of  the  measure,  and  to  pledge 
ourselves  that  no  considerations  of  private  in- 
convenience shall  prevent,  on  our  part,  a  faith- 
ful discharge  of  the  duties  to  which  we  are 
called."  And  again,  this  sentence :  "  "Whilst 
we  view  with  great  satisfaction,  the  wisdom, 
dignity,  and  moderation,  which  have  marked 
the  measures  of  the  Supreme  Executive  of  our 
country  in  its  attempt  to  remove,  by  candid 
explanations,  the  complaints  and  jealousies  of 
France,  we  feel  the  full  force  of  that  indignity 
which  has  been  offered  our  country  in  the  re- 
jection of  its  Minister."  This  language  was 
too  much  in  the  style  of  adulation  for  us  then 
to  brook,  and  our  names,  sir,  stand  recorded 
together  against  it.  Let  gentlemen  compare  for 
themselves. 

It  is  the  peculiar  misfortune,  sir,  of  this  sys- 
tem, if  again  to  be  revived,  that  the  right  of 
approbation  fully  implies  the  right  of  disappro- 
bation and  censure;  and  during  the  same 
Administration  of  which  we  are  speaking 
this  right  of  disapproving  and  censuring  was 
also  attempted  to  be  exercised.  The  resolution 
was  introduced  at  the  first  session  of  the  sixth 
Congress,  by  a  gentleman  then  from  the  city  of 
New  York,  (Mr.  Livingston,)  in  the  case  of 
Jonathan  Bobbins.  The  same  gentleman  is  oc- 
casionally present  here  at  this  time,  and  seems 
yet  to  be  a  stickler  for  judicial  decision,  and 
still  thinks  the  Executive,  against  an  individual, 
matchless  odds.  The  part  of  the  resolution  al- 
luded to,  runs  thus :  "  that  the  decision  of  those 


questions  by  the  President  of  the  United  States 
against  the  jurisdiction  of  the  courts  of  the 
United  States,  in  a  case  where  those  courts 
had  already  assumed  and  exercised  jurisdiction, 
and  his  advice  and  request  to  the  judge  of  the 
district  court,  that  the  person  thus  charged 
should  be  delivered  up,  provided,  only,  such 
evidenice  of  his  criminality  should  be  produced 
as  would  justify  his  apprehension  and  commit- 
ment for  trial,  is  a  dangeroits  interference  of 
the  Executive  with  judicial  decisioTi^.'"  Hence, 
then,  sir,  it  might  be  easily  seen  from  a  practice 
of  this  sort,  tlftt  a  whole  session  might  be 
wasted  without  doing  any  part  of  the  public 
business.    The  thing  would  be  endless. 

In  the  fourth  Congress,  on  a  subject  of  a  call 
for  papers  in  relation  to  the  British  Treaty,  an 
unhappy  difference  arose  between  this  House 
and  the  Executive.  General  Washington  was 
the  President.  His  reply  to  the  House  was, 
"that  a  just  regard  to  the  constitution,  a,nd  to 
the  duty  of  his  ot&ce,  forbid  a  compliance  with 
their  request."  The  House,  again  by  resolution, 
asserted  their  right,  disclaiming,  however,  at 
the  same  tim"e,  any  agency  in  making  treaties. 
Notwithstanding  the  violence  and  passion  of 
the  moment,  this  House  did  not  then  think  they 
had  any  right  to  meddle  with  the  making  of 
treaties ;  but  now  it  would  seem  the  present 
House  were  disposed  to  join  the  Senate  in  this 
sort  of  interference  in  the  negotiations  of  the 
Executive  to  form  a  treaty. 

In  all  the  cases  alluded  to,  sir,  it  should  be 
distinctly  kept  in  view,  that  each  House  had 
acted  for  itself  in  voting  their  approbation  and 
homage  to  Executive  speeches  and  proclama- 
tions. He  had  reference  to  the  proclamation 
of  neutrality  by  General  Washington.  This 
was  the  first  time  Congress  ever  legislated  ap- 
probation before. 

Mr.  QuiNCT. — It  is  not  my  intention,  Mr. 
Speaker,  to  offer  any  commonplace  apology  for 
the  few  observations  I  shall  submit  to  the  House 
on  the  subject  now  under  consideration.  Such 
is  the  character,  and  such  the  consequences  of 
these  resolutions,  that  no  man,  who  had  at  heart 
the  honor  and  happiness  of  this  country,  ought 
to  continue  silent,  so  long  as  any  topic  of  illus- 
tration is  unexhausted,  or  any  important  point 
of  view  unoccupied. 

It  is  proposed,  sir,  that  this  solemn  assembly, 
the  representative  of  the  American  people,  the 
depositary  of  their  power,  and  in  a  constitu- 
tional light,  the  image  of  their  wisdom,  should 
descend  from  the  dignity  of  its  legislative  du- 
ties, to  the  task  of  uttering  against  an  individual 
the  mingled  language  of  indignation  and  re- 
proach. Not  satisfied  with  seeing  that  individ- 
ual prohibited  the  exercise  of  his  official  char- 
acter,, we  are  invited  to  pursue  him  with  the 
joint  terrors  of  legislative  wrath,  couched  in 
terms  selected  to  convey  opprobrium  and  infix  a 
stigma.  "Indecorum,"  "insolence,"  "affront," 
"more  insolence,"  "more  affront,''  "direct, 
premeditated  insult  and  affront,"  "disguises, 
fallacious  and  false :"  these  are  the  stains  we 
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are  called  upon  to  cast ;  these  the  wounds  we 
are  about  to  inflict.  It  is  scarcely  possible  to 
comprise,  within  the  same  compass,  more  of 
the  spirit  of  whatever  is  bitter  in  invective,  and 
humiliating  in  aspersion.  This  heaped  up  meas- 
ure of  legislative  contumely  is  prepared;  for 
whom?  For  a  private,  unassisted,  insulated, 
unallied  individual?  No,  sir.  For  the  accred- 
ited Minister  of  a  great  and  powerful  Sovereign, 
whose  character  he  in  this  country  represents, 
whose  confidence  he  shares ;  of  a  Sovereign  who 
is  not  bound,  and  perhaps  will  not  be  disposed 
to  uphold  him,  in  misconduct ;  but  who  is  bound, 
by  the  highest  moral  obligations,  and  by  the 
most  impressive  political  considerations,  to  vin- 
dicate his  wrongs,  whether  they  affect  his  per- 
son or  reputation,  and  to  take  care  that  what- 
ever treatment  he  shall  receive  shall  not  exceed 
the  measure  of  justice,  and  above  all,  that  it 
does  not  amount  to  national  indignity. 

Important  as  is  this  view  of  these  resolutions, 
it  is  not  their  most  serious  aspect.  .This  bull  of 
anathemas,  scarcely  less  than  Papal,  is  to  be  ful- 
minated, in  the  name  of  the  American  people, 
from  the  high  tower'  of  their  authority,  under 
the  pretence  of  asserting  their  rights  and  vindi- 
cating their  wrongs.  What  will  that  people 
say,  if,  after  the  passions  and  excitements  of 
this  day  shall  have  subsided,  they  shall  find — 
and  find  I  fear  they  will — that  this  resolution  is 
false,  in  fact ;  that  a  falsehood  is  the  basis  of 
these  aspersions  upon  the  character  of  a  public 
Minister?  What  will  be  their  just  indignation, 
when  they  find  national  embarrassments  multi- 
plied, perhaps  their  peace  gone,  their  character 
disgraced,  for  no  better  reason  than  that  you, 
their  representatives,  following  headlong  a  tem- 
porary current,  insist  on  making  assertions,  as 
they  may  then,  and  I  believe  will,  realize  to  be 
not  authorized  by  truth,  under  circumstances, 
and  in  tei-ms,  not  warranted  by  wisdom  ? 

Let  us  not  be  deceived.  It  is  no  slight  re- 
sponsibility which  this  House  is  about  to  assume. 
This  is  not  one  of  those  holiday  resolutions, 
which  frets  and  fumes  its  hour  upon  the  stage 
and  is  forgotten  forever.  Very  diflferent  is  its 
character  dnd  consequences.  It  attempts  to 
stamp  dishonor  and  falsehood  upon  the  fore- 
head of  a  foreign  Minister.  If  the  allegation 
itself  be  false,  it  will  turn  to  plague  the  accuser. 
In  its  train  will  follow  severe  retribution,  per- 
haps in  war ;  certainly  in  additional  embarrass- 
ments, and  most  certainly,  in  worse  than  all, 
the  loss  of  that  sentiment  of  self-esteem,  which 
to  nations,  as  well  as  individuals,  is  "  the  pearl 
of  great  price ;"  which  power  cannot  purchase, 
nor  gold  measure. 

In  this  point  of  view,  all  the  other  questions 
,  which  have  been  agitated  in  the  course  of  this 
debate  dwindle  into  utter  insignificance.  The 
attack  or  defence  of  administration,  the  detec- 
tion of  fault,  or  even  the  exposure  of  crime,  are 
of  no  importance  when  brought  into  competi- 
tion with  the  duty  of  rescuing  this  House  and 
nation  from  the  guilt  of  asserting  what  is  false, 
and  making  that  falsehood  the  basis  of  outrage 


and  virulence.  I  avoid,  therefore,  all  questions 
of  censure  or  reproach  on  either  the  British 
Minister  or  the  American  Secretary  of  State.  I 
confine  myself  to  an  examination  of  this  resolu- 
tion, particularly  of  the  first  branch  of  it.  This 
is  the  foundation  of  all  that  follows.  I  shall 
submit  it  to  a  rigid  analysis,  not  for  the  purpose 
of  discovering  how  others  have  performed  their 
duties,  but  of  learning  how  we  shall  perform 
ours.  The  obligation  to  truth  is  the  highest  of 
moral  and  social  duties. 

It  is  remarkable,  Mr.  Speaker,  that  of  all  the 
gentlemen  who  have  spoken,  no  one  has  taken 
the  precise  terms  of  the  resolution  as  the  basis 
of  his  argument,  and  followed  that  course  of 
investigation  which  those  terms  naturally  pre- 
scribe. Yet  the  obvious  and  only  safe  course,  in 
a  case  of  such  high  responsibility,  is  first  to 
form  a  distinct  idea  of  the  assertion  we  are 
about  to  make,  and  then  carefully  to  examine 
how  that  assertion  is  supported,  if  supported  at 
all,  by  the  evidence.  With  this  view  I  recur  to 
the  resolution,  in  the  form  in  which  it  is  pro- 
posed for  our  adoption,  and  make  it  the  basis  of 
my  inquiries. 

[The  Resolution.] 

This  part  of  the  resolution,  it  will  not  be 
denied,  is  the  foundation  of  the  whole.  For  if 
no  such  "  idea  was  conveyed"  in  the  letter  of 
the  23d  of  October,  then  there  could  be  no  "  re- 
petition" of  that  idea,  in  the  letter  of  the  4:th 
of  November;  and  if  in  the  former  part  of  his 
correspondence  Mr.  Jackson  had  made  no  such 
"insinuation,"  then  the  assertion  in  this  letter 
that  he  had  made  none,  was  perfectly  harmless 
and  justifiable.  This  part,  therefore,  includes 
the  pith  of  the  resolution.  If  we  analyze  it,  we 
shall  find  that  it  contains  two  distinct  assertions. 
First,  that  the  expressions  alluded  to  convey  a 
certain  idea.  Second,  that  this  idea,  so  con- 
veyed, is  indecorous  and  insolent.  Here  again 
we  are  enabled  to  limit  the  field  of  our  investi- 
gation. For,  if  no  such  idea,  as  is  asserted,  was 
conveyed,  then  the  inquiry,  whether  such  idea 
is  indecorous  and  insolent,  is  wholly  superseded. 
The  true  and  only  question,  therefore,  is  wTie- 
ther  the  expressiom  alluded  to,  do  conoey  the 
asserted  idea.  I  place  the  subject  in  this  ab- 
stract form  before  the  House  to  the  end  that,  if 
possible,_  we_  may  exclude  all  t'hose  prejudices 
and  partialities  which  so  naturally  and  'imper- 
ceptibly bias  the  judgment.  In  the  light  in 
which  it  now  stands,  it  must  be  apparent  to 
every  one  who  will  reflect,  that  the  question 
has,  so  far  as  it  respects  the  principles  on  which 
our  decision  ought  to  proceed,  no  more  to  do 
with  the  relations  between  Great  Britain  and 
the  United  States,  than  it  has  with  those  be- 
tween the  United  States  and  China,  and  has  no 
more  connection  with  Mr.  Francis  J.  Jackson 
and  Mr.  Robert  Smith,  than  with  the  late 
Charles  of  Sweden,  and  the  old  Duke  of  Suder- 
mariia._  It  is  a  simple  philological  disquisition, 
which  is  to  be  decided  by  known  rules  of  con- 
struction.   The  only  investigation  is,  touching 
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the  power  or  capacity  of  certain  terms  to  con- 
vey an.  alleged  idea.  However  illy  suited  a 
question  like  this  may  be  for  the  discussion  of 
an  assembly  like  the  present,  yet  if  we  would 
be  just  to  ourselves  and  the  people,  we  must 
submit  to  an  examination  of  it,  in  that  form  in 
which  alone  certainty  can  be  attained.  It  is 
only  by  stripping  the  subject  of  all  adventitious 
circumstances,  that  we  can  arrive  at  that  per- 
fect view  of  its  nature  which  can  satisfy  minds 
scrupulous  of  truth,  and  anxious  concerning 
duty.  It  is  only  by  such  a  rigorous  scrutiny 
that  we  shall  be  able  to  form  that  judgment 
which  will  stand  the  test  of  time,  and  do  honor 
to  us  and  our  country  when  the  passions  of  the 
day  are  passed  away  and  forgotten. 

The  natural  coui-se  of  inquiry  now  is,  into 
the  idea  which  is  asserted  to  be  conveyed,  and 
the  expressions  which  are  said  to  convey  it. 
Concerning  the  first  there  is  no  difficulty.  The 
idea  asserted  to  be  conveyed  is,  "  that  the  ar- 
rangement made  between  Mr.  Erskine  and  Mr. 
Smith  was  entered  into  by  the  American  Gov- 
ernment, with  a  knowledge  that  the  powers  of 
Mr.  Erskine  were  incompetent  for  that  pur- 
pose." It  would  save  a  world  of  trouble  if  the 
expressions  in  which  this  idea  is  said  to  be  con- 
veyed were  equally  easy  of  ascertainment.  But 
on  this  point,  those  gentlemen  who  maintain 
ihis  insult  are  far  from  being  agreed.  Some  being 
of  opinion  that  it  is  to  be  found  in  one  place, 
some  in  another,  and  others  again  assert  that  it 
is  to  be  found  in  the  whole  correspondence 
taken  together.  Never  was  an  argument  of 
this  nature  before  so  strangely  conducted. 
Gentlemen  seem  wholly  to  lay  out  of  sight  that 
this  resolution  pledges  this  House  to  the  asser- 
tion of  a  particular  fact,  and  expresses  no  gene- 
ral sentiment  concerning  the  conduct  of  Jack- 
son, or  the  conduct  of  his  Government.  Yet, 
as  if  the  whole  subject  of  British  relations  was 
under  discussion,  they  have  deemed  themselves 
at  liberty  to  course  through  these  documents, 
collect  every  thing  which  seems  to  them  inde- 
corous, insolent  or  unsuitable  in  Mr.  Jackson's 
language,  and  add  to  the  heap  thus  made  the 
■whole  list  of  injuries  received  from  Great 
Britain — ^impressments,  affair  of  the  Chesa- 
peake, murder  of  Pierce — and  all  this,  for  what 
purpose  ?  Why,  truly,  to  justify  this  House  in 
making  a  solemn  asseveration  of  a  particular 
fact  1  As  if  any  injury  in  the  world  could  be 
even  an  apology  for  the  deliberate  utterance  of 
a  falsehood.  Let  the  conduct  of  Mr.  Jackson, 
or  of  Great  Britain,  be  as  atrocious  as  it  wiU, 
if  the  fact  which  we  assert  do  not  exist,  we  and 
this  nation  are  disgraced.  It  is  evident,  then, 
that  irksome  as  such  a  task  is,  it  is  necessary 
that  we  should  submit  to  a  precise  inquiry  into 
the  truth  of  that  to  which  we  are  about  to 
pledge  our  reputation  and  that  of  this  people. 

In  our  investigation,  let  ns  follow  the  natural 
course  that  is  pointed  out  in  the  resolution. 
This  alleges  that  the  obnoxious  expressions  are 
contained  in  a  letter  of  the  23d  of  October,  and 
to  this  limits  our  assertion.   In  this  letter,  there- 


fore, either  directly,  or  by  way  of  reference  to 
some  other,  this  obnoxious  idea  or  insinuation 
must  be  found.  For  if  it  be  not  in  this,  even 
if  it  should  be  contained  in  other  parts  of  the 
correspondence,  which  is  not,  however,  pretend- 
ed, stiU  our  assertion  would  be  false.  Concern- 
ing this  letter  of  the  23d  of  October,  I  confi- 
dently assert,  without  fear  of  contradiction, 
that  the  obnoxious  idea,  if  contained  in  that 
letter,  is  conveyed  in  the  paragraph  I  am  now 
about  to  quote.  No  man  has  pretended  to  cite 
any  part  of  thi»  letter,  as  evidence  of  the  as- 
serted insult,  except  the  ensuing,  and  although 
there  is  not  a  perfect  coincidence  in  opinion  as 
to  the  particular  part  in  which  it  resides,  yet 
all  agree  that  it  lurks  somewhere  in  this  para- 
graph, if  it  have  any  dwelling-place  in  this 
letter. 

[The  paragraph.] 

I  have  quoted  the  whole  paragraph  because, 
in  that  obscure  and  general  mode  of  argument 
in  which  gentlemen  have  indulged,  it  has  been 
read  as  that-entire  portion  in  which  the  insult 
is  conveyed.  It  is  diflScult  to  conceive  how 
some  parts  of  this  paragraph  can  be  thought  to 
convey  any  insult.  However,  in  prosecution 
of  my  plan,  I  shall  first  exclude  all  those  parts 
in  which  the  obnoxious  idea  cannot  be  pretend- 
ed to  exist,  and  then  limit  my  investigation  to 
that  part  in  which  it  must  exist,  if,  in  the  letter 
of  the  23d  of  October,  it  be  conveyed  at  all. 

With  respect  to  the  first  sentence  in  this 
paragraph,  I  say  confidently,  that  the  insult  is 
not  contained  there.  It  is  simply  a  declaration 
of  the  causes  of  the  disavowal,  so  far  from  in- 
cluding the  obnoxious  idea  of  a  knowledge  in 
our  Government  of  the  incompetency  of  Er- 
skine's  powers,  that  in  a  manner  it  excludes 
that  idea,  by  enumerating  violation  of  instruc- 
tions and  want  of  authority  as  the  only  causes 
of  the  disavowal.  In  the  first  sentence,  then, 
the  insult  is  not.  I  pass  by  the  second,  as  it 
will  be  the  subject  of  a  distinct  examination 
hereafter.  The  third  and  fourth  sentences  it 
will  not  even  be  pretended  convey  this  obnox- 
ious idea.  They  simply  acknowledge  the  fre- 
quency of  graduated  instructions,  and  assert  the 
fact  that  Mr.  Erskine's  were  not  of  that  charac- 
ter. In  this  there  is  no  insult.  As  little  can  it 
be  pretended  to  exist  in  the  fifth  sentence.  It 
merely  asserts  that  Mr.  Smith  "  already,''''  that 
is,  at  or  before  the  time  Mr.  Jackson  was  then 
writing,  is  acquainted  with  the  instructions,  (a 
fact  not  denied,  and  not  suggested  to  be  an  in- 
sult,) and  that  the  fact  of  these  instructions 
being  the  only  ones,  Mr.  Smith  knows  from 
the  information  of  Mr.  Jackson — an  assertion, 
which  so  far  from  intimating  the  obnoxious  idea 
of  a  knowledge  in  Mr.  Smith  at  the  time  of  the 
arrangement  with  Mr.  Erskine,  that  it  conveys 
a  contrary  idea,  by  declaring  that  he  was  in- 
debted for  it  to  his  (Mr.  Jackson's)  information. 
Here,  then,  the  insult  is  not.  With  respect  to 
the  last  sentence  in  this  paragraph,  the  only  as- 
sertions it  contains,  are  the  fact  that  the  terms 
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accepted  were  not  contained  in  the  instructions, 
and  the  evidence  of  this  fact  derived  from  the 
statement  of  Erskine  that  those  acceded  to 
were  substituted  by  Mr.  Smith  in  lieu  of  those 
originally  proposed.  In  all  this,  the  knowledge 
of  Mr.  Smith  of  the  incompetency  of  Mr.  Er- 
skine'g  powers  is  not  so  much  as  intimated. 
Indeed,  no  one  has  pretended  directly  to  assert 
that  they  have  found  it  in  the  parts  of  this 
paragraph,  from  which  I  have  thus  excluded 
the  obnoxious  idea.  Yet,  as  the  whole  has 
been  cited,  and  made  the  basis  of  desultory 
declamation,  I  thought  it  not  time  lost  to  clear 
out  of  the  way  all  irrelevant  matter,  and  to 
leave  for  distinct  examination  the  only  sentence 
of  this  paragraph  in  which  the  insult  lurks,  if 
it  has  any  existence  in  this  letter.  This  point 
we  have  now  attained.  And  as  little  inclined 
as  gentlemen  may  be  to  precise  investigation, 
they  must  yield  to  it.  I  say,  therefore,  confi- 
dently, and  without  fear  of  contradiction,  that 
if  the  assertion  contained  in  this  resolution  be 
capable  of  justification  by  any  part  of  the  letter 
of  the  23d  of  October,  it  is  by  the  following, 
the  only  remaining  sentence  of  the  cited  para- 
graph which  I  have  not  yet  examined :  "  These 
instructions  I  now  understand  by  your  letter,  as 
well  as  from  the  obvious  deduction  which  I 
took  the  liberty  of  making  in  mine  of  the  11th 
instant,  were,  at  the  time,  in  substance  made 
known  to  you;  no  stronger  illustration,  there- 
fore, can  be  given  of  the  deviation  from  them 
which  occurred  than  by  a  reference  to  the  terms 
of  your  agreement."  The  latter  part  of  this 
sentence  being  merely  a  conclusion  from  the 
preceding  part,  and  having  no  relation  to  the 
knowledge  of  our  Government  at  the  time  of 
the  arrangement,  will  be  laid  out  of  considera- 
tion as  being  obviously  wholly  without  the  pos- 
sibility of  any  agency  in  conveying  the  obnox- 
ious idea.  There  remains  only  the  preceding 
part  of  this  sentence  for  the  residence  of  the 
insult.  Here,  if  anywhere,  it  must  exist.  Ac- 
cordingly this  is  usually  shown  as  the  spot 
where  the  ghost  of  insinuation  first  appeared 
before  the  eyes  of  our  astonished  Administra- 
tion. Here  we  shall  again  find  it ;  unless,  in- 
deed, it  were  in  fact  a  mere  delusion  of  the  fancy, 
formed  of  "such  stuff  as  dreams  are  made." 
Let  us  examine  by  way  of  analysis. 

[Here  Mr.  Qdinct  analyzed  the  paragraph.] 

I  have  thus  far  proceeded  by  way  of  a  strict 
analysis  of  every  part  of  the  correspondence,  in 
which  the  insulting  idea,  asserted  in  this  resolu- 
tion, has  been  said  to  be  conveyed.  I  have 
omitted  no  part  which  has  been  cited  in  sup- 
port of  this  first  resolution,  and  think  that  I 
have  shown  that  it  exists  nowhere  in  the  let- 
ter of  the  23d  of  October,  either  in  direct  as- 
sertion, or  by  way  of  reference.  And  it  is 
concerning  what  is  contained  in  that  letter 
alone,  that  the  resolution  under  consideration 
makes  assertion.  The  House  will  observe  that, 
according  to  all  rules  of  fair  reasoning,  it  would 
have  been  sufficient  for  me  to  have  limited  my- 


self to  show  the  fallacy  of  the  arguments  of  the 
advocates  of  this  insult;  it  being  always  in- 
cumbent on  those  who  assert  the  existence  of 
any  thing  to  prove  it.     I  have  not,  however, 
thought  my  duty  on  so  important  an  occasion 
fulfilled,  unless  I  undertook  to  prove  what  the 
lawyers  call  "  a  negative,"  and  to  show,  with 
as  much  strength  of  reasoning  as  I  had,  the 
non-existence  of  the  idea  asserted  in  this  resolu- 
tion ;  witH  what  success,  I  cheerfully  leave  to 
the  decision  of  such  thoughtful  men  in  the  nation 
who  will  take  the  trouble  to  understand  the  ar- 
gument. There  is,  however,  a  corroborative  view 
of  this  subject,  which  ought  not  to  be  omitted. 
The  insulting  idea  said  to  be  conveyed  is, 
that  Mr.  Smith  had  a  knowledge,  at  the  time  of 
the  arrangement,  of  the  incompetency  of  Er- 
skine's  powers,  and  this  because  such  a  knowl- 
edge was  one  of  the  essential  circumstances 
which  could  only  lead  to  a  disavowal.      Now, 
it  does  happen  that  neither  Mr.  Erskine  nor  his 
Government  enumerate  this  knowledge  of  our 
Government  as  one  of  those  essential  circum- 
stances.   On  the  contrary,  they  constantly  omit 
it,  when  formally  enumerating  those   circum- 
stances.     Mr.  Canning  places  the   disavowal, 
solely,  on  the  footing  of  Mr.  Erskine's  having 
"  acted  not  only  not  in  conformity,  but  indirect 
contradiction  to  his  instructions."      Mr.  Jack- 
son, also,  in  his  letter  of  the  23d,  when  formally 
enumerating  the  causes  of  the  disavowal,  says 
expressly,  that  the  disavowal  was  "  because  the 
agreement  was  concluded  in  violation  of  that 
gentleman's  instructions,  and  altogether  without 
authority  to  subscribe  to  the  t«rms  of  it."  Now, 
is  it  not  most  extraoi-dinary,  that  after  such  for- 
mal statements,  not  including  the  knowledge  of 
our  Government  among  the  essential  circnm- 
stances,  that  it  is  on  this  knowledge  the  British 
Government  intend  to  rely  for  the  justification 
of  their  disavowal  ?    I  simply  ask  this  question, 
if  the  British  did  intend  thus  to  rely  on  the 
previous  knowledge  of  our  Government,  why 
do  they  always  omit  it  in  their  formal  enumera- 
tions ?    And  if  they  do  not  intend  thus  to  rely, 
in  what  possible  way  could  it  serve  that  Gov- 
ernment thus  darkly  to  insinuate  it  ?    But  as  if 
it  were  intended  to  leave  this  House  wholly 
without  excuse  in  passing  this  resolution,  Mr. 
Jackson  expressly  asserts,  in  this  very  letter  of 
the  28d  of  October,  that  the  information  of 
that  fact  was  derived  from  him,  the  knowledge 
of  which,  this  resolution  asserts,  he  intended  to 
intimate  was  known  at  the  time  of  the  arrange- 
ment with  Erskine.     For  he  specifically  says : 
"I  have  had  the  honor  of  informing  you  that  it 
(Mr.  Erskine's  instruction)  was  the  only  one  by 
which  the  conditions  on  which  he  was  to  con- 
clude were  prescribed."    Now,  if  Mr.  Jackson 
had  remotely  intended  to  intimate  that  Mr. 
Smith  had  a  previous  knowledge  of  that  fact, 
would  he  have  asserted  that  he  was  indebted  to 
him  (Mr.  Jackson)  for  the  information  ?     Con- 
clusive as  this  argument  is,  there  Is  yet  another 
in  reserve,  which  is  a  clincher.     And  that  is, 
that  this  very  knowledge  which  we  propose 
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solemnly  to  affirm  Mr.  Jackson  intimated  our 
Government  possessed  at  the  time  of  the  ar- 
rangement, it  is,  from  the  nature  of  things,  im- 
possihle  they  should  have  possessed.  The  idea 
asserted  to  he  intended  to  be  conveyed  is,  a 
knowledge  in  our  Government  that  the  arrange- 
ement  was  entered  into  without  competent 
powers  on  the  part  of  Mr.  Erskine.  Now,  the 
fact  that  Mr.  Erskine's  powers  were  incom- 
petent, it  was  impossible  for  our  Government 
to  know,  except  from  the  confession  of  Mr. 
Erskine.  But  Mr.  Erskine  before,  at  the  time, 
and  ever  since,  has  uniformly  asserted  the  re- 
verse. So  that,  besides  all  the  other  absurdities 
growing  out  of  this  resolution,  there  is  this  ad- 
ditional, that  it  accuses  Mr.  Jackson  of  the 
senseless  stupidity  of  insinuating  as  a  fact,  a 
knowledge  in  our  Government,  whiohfrom  the 
nndeniable  state  of  things  it  is  not  possible 
they  should  have  possessed.  Mr.  Speaker,  can 
any  argument  be  more  conclusive?  1.  The 
idea  is  not  conveyed  by  the  form  of  expression. 
2.  Mr.  Jackson,  though  expressly  enumerating 
the  only  causes  which  led  to  a  disavowal,  does 
not  suggest  this.  3.  Mr.  Jackson  expressly 
asserts  the  knowledge  that  these  were  the 
only  instructions  derived  from  him ;  of  course  it 
could  not  have  been  known  previous  to  the  ar- 
rangement. 4.  Had  he  been  absurd  enough 
to  attempt  to  convey  such  an  idea,  the  very  na- 
ture of  things  shows  that  it  could  not  exist.  I 
confess  I  am  ignorant  by  what  reasoning  the 
non-existence  of  an  insinuation  can  be  demon- 
strated, if  it  be  not  by  this  concurrence  of  argu- 
ments. 

Before  I  conclude  this  part  of  the  subject,  it 
will  b6  necessary  to  make  a  single  observation 
or  two,  on  the  following  passage  in  Mr.  Jack- 
son's letter  of  the  4th  of  November,  for  although 
our  assertion  has  relation,  in  the  part  of  the  res- 
olution nnder  consideration,  only  to  the  letter 
of  the  23d  of  October,  yet  this  subsequent  pas- 
sage has  been  adduced  as  a  sort  of  accessory 
after  the  fact.  "  Ton  wiU  find  that,  in  my  cor- 
respondence with  you,  I  have  carefully  avoided 
drawing  conclusions  that  did  not  necessarily  fol- 
low from  the  premises  advanced  by  me,  and  least 
of  all  should  I  think  of  uttering  an  insinuation, 
where  I  was  unable  to  substantiate  a  fact.  To 
facts,  as  I  have  become  acquainted  with  them,  I 
have  scrupulously  adhered."  This  the  subsequent 
part  of  the  resolution  nnder  debate  denominates, 
"  the  repetition  of  the  same  intimation."  But 
if  the  argument  I  have  ofiered  be  correct,  there 
was  no  such  "intimation"  in  the  preceding 
letters,  and  of  course  no  repetition  of  it  here. 
For  if  he  had,  as  I  think  I  have  proved,  iu  his 
former  letters  uttered  no  such  insinuation  as  is 
asserted,  then  all  the  allegations  in  this  para- 
graph are  wholly  harmless  and  decorous,  neither 
disrespectful  nor  improper.  "But  this,"  says 
the  gentleman  from  Pennsylvania,  (Mr.  Milnoe) 
"is  conclusive  to  my  mind,  that  Mr.  Jackson 
did  intend  to  insult,  for  if  he  had  not  would  he 
have  refrained  from  giving  an  explanation 
when  it  was  asked  ?  "    That  gentleman  will  re- 
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collect  that  the  assertion  of  this  House  is  as  to 
the  idea  which  Mr.  Jackson  has  conveyed  in  the 
letter  of  the  23d,  not  as  to  the  idea  which  he 
intended  to  convey.  Suppose  he  intended  it, 
and  has  not  done  it,  our  assertion  is  still  false. 
But  will  that  gentleman  seriously  conclude, 
contrary  to  so  obvious  a  course  of  argument, 
that  he  has  asserted,  or  even  intended  to  assert, 
this  particular  idea,  merely  because  he  does  not 
choose  to  explain  it?  Arc  there  not  a  thousand 
reasons  which  might  have  induced  Mr.  Jackson 
not  to  explain,  c^sistent  with  being  perfectly 
innocent  of  the  intention  originally  to  convey  it  ? 
Perhaps  he  thought  that  he  had  abeady  been 
explicit  enough.  Perhaps  he  thought  the  ex- 
planation was  asked  in  terms  which  did  not  en- 
title Mr.  Smith  to  receive  it.  Perhaps  he  did 
not  choose  to  give  this  satisfaction.  Well 
that  now  is  "very  ungentlemanly,"  says  the 
gentleman  from  Pennsylvania,  (Mr.  Milnoe.) 
I  agree,  if  he  pleases,  so  it  was.  But  does  that 
justify  this  resolution?  Because  he  is  not  a 
gentleman,  shall  we  assert  a  falsehood  ? 

I  briefly  recapitulate  the  leading  points  of  my 
argument.  When  Mr.  Jackson  asserts  "that 
the  substance  of  the  instructions  was  known  to 
our  Government,"  the  expression  cannot  con- 
vey the  obnoxious  idea,  because  it  is  not  pre- 
tended that,  in  those  instructions,  the  existence 
of  other  powers  was  excluded.  When  he  says, 
"you  must  have  thought  it  unreasonable  to 
complain  of  disavowal,"  the  time  of  knowledge 
implied  is  confined  by  the  structure  of  the 
sentence  to  the  time  of  a  disavowal  known, 
and  cannot  be  limited  backwards  to  the  time  of 
arrangement  made.  It  is  also  absurd  to  sup- 
pose that  Mr.  Jackson  would  intimate  by  impli- 
cation the  knowledge  of  our  Government  of 
Erskine's  incompetency  of  powers  at  the  time 
of  arrangement,  as  an  essential  circumstance  on 
which  the  King's  right  of  disavowal  was  found- 
ed, and  yet  omit  that  circumstance  in  a  formal 
enumeration ;  and  lastly,  it  is  still  more  absurd 
to  suppose  that  he  would  undertake  to  insinuate 
a  knowledge,  which,  from  the  nature  of  things, 
could  not  possibly  exist. 

I  have  thus,  Mr.  Speaker,  submitted  to  a 
strict  and  minute  scrutiny  all  the  parts  of  this 
correspondence  which  have  been  adduced  by 
any  one  in  support  of  the  fact  asserted  in  this 
resolution.  This  course,  however  ii-ksome,  I 
thought  it  my  duty  to  adopt,  to  the  end  that 
no  exertion  of  mine  might  be  wanting  to  pre- 
vent this  House  from  passing  a  resolution, 
which,  in  my  apprehension,  is  pregnant  with 
national  disgrace,  and  other  innumerable  evils. 

Feidat,  December  29. 
Another  member,  to  wit,  from  North  Caro- 
lina, James  Holland,  appeared  and  took  his 
seat. 

COL.  ISAAC  a.  OOLES. 

Breach  of  Privilege. 
Mr.  Tatloe,  from  the  committee  appointed 
to  inquire  into  the  circumstances  alluded  to  in 
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the  letter  of  I.  A.  Ooles  to  the  Speaker  of  the 
House,  made  the  following  repor  : 

That,  according  to  that  order,  they  have  taken 
into  consideration  the  subject  referred  to  them ;  that 
in  making  the  proposed  inquiry  they  have  taken  the 
depositions  of  the  honorable  James  Turner,  a  Sena- 
tor of  the  United  States,  and  of  Mr.  Samuel  Sprigg, 
which  depositions  they  bog  leave  to  report  to  the 
House. 

From  these  depositions  it  was  established,  to  the 
satisfactory  belief  of  your  committee,  that  Mr.  I.  A 
Coles,  without  any  immediate  previous  altercation  or 
provocation,  did  assault  and  strike  a  member  of  this 
House,  within  the  walls  of  the  north  wing  of  the 
Capitol ;  that  this  act  was  done  on  Monday,  the  27th 
ult.,  about  one  o'clock  P.  M.,  and  after  this  House 
had  adjourned  over  to  the  following  day. 

That,  from  the  assertions  of  Mr.  Coles,  and  from 
the  actual  admission  of  the  member  assaulted,  your 
committee  were  satisHed  that  the  provocation  or  sup- 
posed provocation  which  occasioned  the  attack  did 
not  arise  from  any  thing  said  or  any  act  done  by  the 
member  of  this  House,  in  the  fulfilment  of  his  duties 
as  a  Representative  in  the  Congress  of  the  United 
States. 

Your  committee  are  of  opinion  that  this  latter  cir- 
cumstance may  be  received  in  extenuation,  but  can- 
not be  admitted  in  justification  of  the  act  done  by 
Mr.  Coles ;  and,  from  all  the  circumstances  of  the 
case,  they  are  of  opinion  that  said  assault  and  vio- 
lence offered  to  the  member  was  a  breach  of  the  priv- 
ileges of  this  House. 

Your  committee  further  report,  that  they  have 
considered  the  letter  of  Mr.  Coles  to  the  Speaker 
of  this  House,  together  with  another  letter  from 
Mr.  Coles  addressed  to  the  Chairman  of  your  Com- 
mittee, (which  they  also  beg  leave  to  report  to  the 
House,)  that  these  two  letters,  in  the  opinion  of  your 
committee,  do  contain  acknowledgments  and  apolo- 
gies on  the  occasion,  which  ought  to  be  admitted  as 
satisfactory  to  the  House.  They  therefore  recom- 
mend the  following  resolution : 

Resolved,  That  any  further  proceeding  in  the  above 
case  is  unnecessary. 

To  the  Bon.  John  Taylor,  Chairman,  Sfo. 

Sir  :  Understanding  that  the  declaration  which  I 
had  the  honor  this  mormng  to  make  before  the  com- 
mittee, will  be  more  acceptable  if  put  in  the  written 
form,  I  hasten  to  comply  with  what  1  believe  to  be 
their  wish,  in  tendering  through  them,  to  the  House 
of  Representatives,  the  renewed  assurance  "  that  if  I 
could  have  supposed  that  the  circumstance  alluded 
to  in  my  letter  to  the  Speaker,  would  have  been  con- 
strued into  a  breach  of  the  privilege  of  the  House, 
it  would  not  have  occurred  at  the  time  and  in  the 
place  where  it  unfortunately  happened." 

With  sentiments  of  great  respect,  I  am  your  obe- 
dient humble  servant,  I.  A.  COLES. 

Decejiiber  28,  1808. 

Ordered  to  lie  on  the  table. 

Conduct  of  the  British  Minister. 

The  House  resumed  the  consideration  of  this 
subject.  At  four  o'clock  Mr.  Litbkmobe  com- 
menced a  speech,  but  gave  way  for  a  motion  to 
to  adjourn  which  was  carried,  53  to  51. 


Satuedat,  December  30. 
A  motion  was  made  by  Mr.  Dawson,  that  the 


report  made  yesterday,  on  the  occurrence  be- 
tween I.  A.  CoLBS  and  a  member  of  this  House, 
and  the  documents  accompanying  the  same,  be 
printed  for  the  use  of  the  members :  and  the 
question  being  taken  thereon,  it  was  resolved  in 
the  affirmative — yeas  76,  nays  25.  The  report 
and  documents  were  referred  to  a  Committee 
of  the  Whole  on  Thursday  next. 

Gonduct  of  the  British  Minister. 

Mr.  Ehba,  of  Tennessee— Mr.  Speaker,  it  is 
not  deemed  necessary  in  the  observations  I  will 
make  on  the  resolution  under  consideration,  to 
take  into  view  any  relations  of  the  United 
States  with  Great  Britain  or  France,  because  it 
does  not  clearly  appear  that  any  exist,  except  in 
this,  that  the  United  States  are  suffering  loss 
and  damage.  If  there  be  any  relations  with 
Great  Britain,  as  they  respect  the  United  States, 
they  are  negative  and  suffering ;  as  they  respect 
Great  Britain,  positive  and  active.  Be  they 
what  they  may,  they  are  not  properly  within 
the  range  of  a  discussion  on  this  resolution, 
which  merely  respects  the  conduct  of  an  Am- 
bassador Extraordinary  and  Minister  Plenipo- 
tentiary of  His  Britannic  Majesty  near  the 
United  States.  How  the  relations,  if  there  be 
any,  between  the  United  States  and  France  are 
connected  with  the  subject  of  this  resolution, 
will  require  the  greatest  civilian,  the  most  wise 
master  of  public  law,  to  discover ;  the  consid- 
eration of  these  subjects,  except  so  far  as  men- 
tioning only  circumstances  which  have  existed, 
win  be  omitted.  Neither  does  it  appear  very 
necessary  to  recur,  in  examining  this  question, 
in  the  view  I  intend  to  take  of  it,  to  writers  or 
authorities,  as  they  are  called,  on  public  law  or 
laws  of  nations,  because,  if  any  time  heretofore, 
there  was  a  public  law  acknowledged  and  prac- 
tised by  all  civilized  nations,  that  law  is,  in 
these  times,  become  obsolete  and  disused;  and 
the  great  nations  of  the  old  world  have  sever- 
ally adopted  particular  systems  of  law  respecting 
other  nations,  adapted  to  their  own  several  ex- 
isting circumstances,  and  bottomed  on  principles 
different  from  those  which  heretofore  were  de- 
nominated principles  of  public  law.  When, 
therefore,  in  the  course  of  these  observations, 
said  Mr.  E.,  I  may  use  the  words  "  public  law," 
my  intention  is  to  express  thereby  an  idea  of 
some  system  named  public  law,  not  the  law  of 
nature,  which,  gradually  becoming  obsolete,  has 
been  very  little,  if  any,  in  use  since  the  com- 
mencement of  the  American  Revolution — a 
system  which,  notwithstanding  it  is  often  ap- 
pealed to,  if  ever  it  did  exist,  is  now  only  to  be 
found  in  books,  and  not  in  practice.  Neither  is 
it  intended  in  this  case  to  draw  into  notice  any 
diplomatic  proceedings  many  years  heretofore 
transacted,  by  way  of  argument,  in  support  of 
what  I  may  say  on  the  subject  of  this  resolu- 
tion ;  inasmuch  as  the  truth  and  merits  of  it  do 
rest  and  depend  on  the  Message  of  the  President 
of  the  United  States,  and  the  documents  accom- 
panymg  the  same,  and  the  other  documents  rel- 
ative thereto,  which  have  been,  received  from 
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him  since  the  commencement  of  this  session  of 
Congress,  together  with  some  other  documents 
relative  to  the  arrangement  of  April  last,  made 
between  the  American  Government  and  the 
honorable  David  Montague  Erskine,  late  Am- 
bassador Extraordinary  and  Minister  Plenipo- 
tentiary from  His  Britannic  Majesty,  near  the 
United  States. 

This  resolution  is  not  an  answer  to  a  !^essage 
from  the  President  of  the  United  States ;  there 
are  not  in  it  any  words  of  relation  between  it 
and  a  message  evidencing  an  expression  or  in- 
tended direction  of  that  nature;  neither  are 
there  in  it  any  words  manifesting  an  intention 
to  transmit  it  to  him  as  an  address ;  for  these 
and  other  reasons,  which,  if  necessary,  might  be 
mentioned,  it  does  not  appear  that  this  joint 
resolution  can,  with  any  propriety,  be  named 
an  answer  or  response  to  a  Message  from  the 
President,  or  an  address  to  him.  It  may,  there- 
fore, be  reasonably  expected,  that  any  objec- 
tion raised  against  it,  on  the  opinion  of  its  being 
an  answer  to  a  Message  from  the  President,  or 
an  address  to  him,  will  not  prevail. 

This  resolution  is  not  a  declaration  of  war ; 
it  is  predicated  on  a  specified  conduct  of  an 
Ambassador  Extraordinary  and  Minister  Pleni- 
potentiary of  His  Britannic  Majesty,  near  the 
Government  of  the  United  States,  and  on  the 
denial  of  the  Executive  Government  of  the 
United  States  to  receive  any  further  communi- 
cations from  him  in  consequence  of  that  con- 
duct. And  it  may  be  observed  that,  how  an- 
cient soever  among  nations  the  custom  or  usage 
of  sending  or  receiving  Ambassadors,  Plenipo- 
tentiaries, and  public  Ministers  of  that  kind 
may  be,  the  custom  or  usage,  it  is  reasonable  to 
believe,  is  bottomed  only  on  the  great  principle 
of  humanity,  and  does  not  impose  a  perfect  ob- 
ligation either  to  send  such  minister,  or  to  re- 
ceive him,  or  to  continue  him  after  being  re- 
ceived ;  therefore,  not  to  send  an  Ambassador, 
Plenipotentiary,  or  public  Minister — not  to  re- 
ceive such  Minister — to  recall  such  Minister — 
or  to  refuse  to  receive  any  further  communica- 
tions from  such  Minister,  is  not  a  just  cause  of 
war;  and  it  follows  that  the  acting  or  not  act- 
iBg,  in  either  of  the  cases,  is  not  a  declaration 
of  war.  True  it  is,  that  the  resolution  states, 
that  "  the  0  ongress  of  the  United  States  do 
solemnly  pledge  themselves  to  the  American 
people,  and  to  the  world,  to  stand  by  and  sup- 
port the  Executive  Government  in  its  refusal  to 
receive  any  further  communications  from  the 
said  Francis  James  Jackson,  and  to  call  into 
action  the  whole  force  of  the  nation,  if  it  should 
become  necessary,  in  consequence  of  the  con- 
duct of  the  Executive  Government  in  this  re- 
spect, to  repel  such  insult,  and  to  assert  and 
maintain  the  rights,  the  honor,  and  the  interests 
of  the  United  States ;  "  but,  it  is  to  be  observed, 
that  that  pledge  goes  only  to  the  doing  of  cer- 
tain things  which  may  become  necessary  in 
consequence  of  the  conduct  of  the  Executive 
Government  in  respect  to  that  thing  which  is 
alluded  to.    But  if  any  gentleman  is  disposed 


to  continue  to  this  resolution  the  name  of  an 
answer  to  a  Message  from  the  President,  or 
address  to  him,  or  to  call  it  a  declaration  of 
war,  he  certainly  may  give  it  any  name  he 
pleases ;  and  I  hope,  said  Mr.  E.,  that  I  may 
also  have  the  liberty  to  give  it  a  name  that  ap- 
pears appropriate  to  it. 

[Here  Mi-.  Rhea  entered  into  a  close  examination  of 
the  correspondence  between  the  British  Minister  and 
the  American  Seoretaiy  of  State,  to  show,  Jirst,  the 
insult  to  the  American  Government  by  charging  it 
with  falsehood ;  secoitdly,  the  falsity  of  that  charge 
by  showing  that  it  was  founded  on  false  assumptions! 
and  continued  :j 

The  whole  civilized  world  is  a  spectator  in 
the  discussion  of  this  resolution ;  and  all  the 
civilized  nations  in  the  world  are  and  will  be 
anxiously  desirous  to  know,  whether  the  Unit- 
ed States  of  America,  after  having  hitherto, 
with  impunity,  suffered  aU  the  aggressions  of 
Great  Britain,  and  after  having  suffered  Great 
Britain,  with  impunity,  to  impress  thousands  of 
their  seamen,  and  retaru  theni  on  board  of  their 
armed  ships  and  vessels,  and  compelling  them 
to  fight  against  nations  with  whom  the  United 
States  are  at  peace ;  after  having  suffered  Great 
Britain,  with  impunity,  to  murder  their  citizens, 
and  after  having  suffered  Great  Britain  with 
impunity  to  attack  their  sovereignty,  in  case  of 
the  Chesapeake  frigate,  will,  after  all  these 
outrages  and  hostile  acts,  tamely,  meekly,  and 
patiently,  submit  and  bow  down  to  the  lowest 
degree  of  debased  degradation,  and  suffer 
Francis  J.  Jackson,  Ambassador  Extraordinary 
and  Minister  Plenipotentiary  of  His  Britannic 
Majesty,  with  impunity,  to  abuse  their  Execu- 
tive Government,  and  to  impute  to  it  with  im- 
punity the  detestable  charge  of  untruth. 


Tuesday,  January  2,  1810. 
Another  member,  to  wit,  from  Pennsylvania, 
EoBEET  Jenkins,  appeared,  and  took  his  seat  in 
the  House. 


Wednesday,  January  3. 
Trade  to  the  Baltic. 
Mr.  BuEWELL  said  that  he  had  given  to  the 
subject  of  our  foreign  relations  as  much  con- 
sideration as  he  was  capable  of  doing,  and  di- 
gested some  plan  which  appeared  to  him  best 
adapted  to  the  present  situation  of  the  country. 
It  would  be  recollected,  however,  that  they  had 
seen  in  the  papers  that  France  either  had 
blockaded  or  did  contemplate  the  blockade  of 
all  the  ports  not  embraced  in  the  British  orders; 
and  they  had  seen  in  the  papers  a  paragraph 
intimating  that  a  project  existed  to  close  the 
northern  ports  against  all  vessels  but  those  of 
France.  He  conceived  it  necessary  to  call  for 
any  information  which  by  possibility  might  be 
in  possession  of  the  Executive  on  this  subject, 
as  such  information,  if  to  be  obtained,  might 
have  some  influence  upon  his  mind  as  to  the 
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course  proper  to  be  pursued;  and  therefore 
moved  the  following  resolution : 

Resolved,  That  the  President  of  the  United  States 
be  requested  to  lay  before  this  House  any  informa- 
tion he  may  possess  relative  to  the  blockade  of  the 
ports  of  the  Baltic  by  France,  and  the  exclnsion  of 
neutral  vessels  by  Russia,  Sweden,  and  Denmarl:. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to  without  opposition, 
and  Mr.  Buewbll  and  Mr.  Gaednbb  appointed 
a  committee  to  wait  on  the  President  accord- 
ingly. 

Conduct  of  the  British  Minister. 

The  House  resumed  the  consideration  of  the 
unfinished  business  of  yesterday,  being  the 
resolution  from  the  Senate  approving  the  con- 
duct of  the  Executive  in  refusing  to  receive  any 
further  communication  from  Francis  James 
Jackson,  &c. 

The  resolution  was  ordered  to  be  read  a  third 
time. 

To-morrow  was  named  as  the  day  on  which 
it  should  be  read  a  third  time,  and  negatived, 
ayes,  32. 

The  resolution  was  then  ordered  to  be  read 
a  third  time  to-day. 

Mr.  Newton. — ^Mr.  Speaker :  It  is  with  re- 
gret, sir,  I  feel  myself  constrained  to  offer  some 
observations  on  the  resolution  from  the  Senate 
now  on  its  passage. 

I  am  not  ignorant  that  I  am  trespassing  on 
your  patience,  and  that,  at  this  late  period  of 
the  discussion,  I  address  you  to  no  little  disad- 
vantage; but  I  derive,  under  such  discourage- 
ment, great  satisfaction  in  knowing  that  your 
politeness  and  indulgence  are  at  aS  times  the 
same. 

I  lament,  sir,  that  the  discussion  has  not  been 
confined  to  the  subject  which  the  resolution 
presents  for  consideration,  but  as  I  had  no  con- 
trol over  the  debate,  I  am  compelled  to  pursue 
it  through  the  meanders  it  has  taken. 

As  silence  on  the  observations  which  have 
been  made,  though  on  points  foreign  to  the  one 
in  debate,  may  be  ascribed  to  an  aqquiescence 
in  their  justness,  I  cannot  refrain  from  apprising 
you  that  1  hold  myself  bound  to  answer  such  as 
shall,  in  my  judgment,  demand  an  answer. 
This  course  wiU  compel  me  to  discuss  points 
no  ways  related  to  the  one  before  the  House. 

I  shall  endeavor  to  atone  for  taking  this  range 
by  giving  to  each  subject  a  separate  considera- 
tion, and  by  observing  a  due  regard  to  brevity. 
With  this  apology,  I  hasten  in  the  first  instance 
to  the  discussion  of  the  competency  of  Mr.  Ers- 
kine's  powers  to  conclude  the  provisional  agree- 
ment of  the  19th  of  April  last. 
_  I  put  aside  from  this  discussion  the  instruc- 
tions of  Mr.  Erskine  authorizing  him  to  tender 
reparation  for  the  attack  on  the  Chesapeake,  be- 
causehis  power  so  to  act  has  not  been  distinctly 
questioned.  The  gentlemen  who  have  preceded 
me  on  the  same  side  of  the  question  have  sus- 
tained, I  trust  to  your  satisfaction,  and  that  of 
the  House,  the  competency  of  Mr.  Erskine's 
powers  to  make  and  conclude  the  arrangement 


of  the  19th  of  April  last.  Persuaded,  as  I  am, 
that  they  have  performed  this  task  with  great 
ability,  I  will  not  tire  your  patience  by  passing 
over  the  same  gi-ound,  nor  by  citing  the  same 
authorities  on  which  they  relied  to  support 
their  arguments. 

I  will  permit  myself  only  to  take  up  the  dis- 
cussion of  the  points  which  terminated  their  re- 
marks..  I  will  content  myself  with  furnishing 
some  authorities  not  pressed  into  service,  in  sup- 
port of  the  positions  taken  by  them.    That  Mr. 
Erskine  was  a  Minister  Plenipotentiary,  cannot 
be  denied ;  in  that  character  he  was  received, 
and  in  that  he  acted  until  he  was  recalled,  is 
equally  true.     The  propositions  made  by  him  in 
that  cliaracter  were  received  and  acted  upon  a.s 
the  propositions  of  his  Government.     The  Exe- 
cutive of  the  United  States  had  no  control  over 
his  private  instructions ;  no  right  to  demand  an 
exhibition  of  them ;  they  were  given  for  the 
government  of  the  Minister's  conduct.    If  he 
acted  in  contravention  of  his  secret  orders,  over 
which  his  power  was  absolute,  he  became  re- 
sponsible to  his  sovereign  for  his  non-observance 
of  them;  but  his  public  acts  must  necessarily 
be    binding    and    obligatory,   originating,    as 
they  must  be  considered,  in  the  generjd  and 
avowed  powers  of  the  Minister,  exercised  in 
conformity  to  his  private  instructions.    If  his 
secret  instructions  limit  his  general  commission, 
he  is  bound  honestly  to  apprise  the  Govern- 
ment with  which  he  is  negotiating  of  the  fact. 
He  ought  to  say,  to  this  boundary  I  can  go ;  be- 
yond it  I  cannot  pass.     To  illustrate  this  doc- 
trine, which  I  hold  to  be  sound  and  correct,  I 
will  give  as  an  instance  the  chaste  conduct  of 
Mr.  Monroe  and  Mi.  Pihkney,  who,  previous  to 
affixing  their  signatures  to  the  treaty  concluded 
by  them  with  the  British  Commissioners,  pub- 
licly apprised  the  Commissioners  that  they  had 
no  authority  to  bind  the  Government  of  the 
United  States,  as  their  instructions  did  not  per- 
mit them  to  conclude  a  treaty  which  should  not 
contain  stipulations  against  impressments.     The 
fate  of  that  treaty  is  known.     It  was  rejected. 
The  British  Government  could  not  complain, 
because  it  was  previously  informed  that  the 
Ministers  of  the  United  States  had  no  power  to 
form  such  a  treaty. 

Mr.  Erskine  never  entertained  a  doubt  but 
that  his  powers  were  competent  to  the  forma- 
tion of  the  arrangement  of  April  last.  He  un- 
hesitatingly declared,  in  submitting  his  propo- 
sitions for  suspending  as  to  the  United.  States 
the  operation  of  the  Orders  in  Council,  that  he 
was  commanded  by  his  Majesty  to  submit  them 
to  the  consideration  of  the  Executive  of  the 
United  States.  I  will  prove  this  statement  by 
his  letter  of  April  18,  1809,  and  others,  ad- 
dressed to  the  Secretary  of  State.    He  says : 

"  The  favorable  change  in  the  relations  of  His 
Majesty  with  the  United  States,  which  has  been  pro- 
duced by  the  act  usually  termed  the  non-intercourse 
act,  passed  at  the  last  session  of  Congress,  was  also 
anticipated  by  His  Majesty,  and  has  encouraged  a 
fiurther  hope  that  a  reconsideration  of  existing  differ- 
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ences  might  lead  to  their  satisfactory  adjustment. 
On  these  grounds  and  expectations,  I  am  instructed 
to  commimicate  to  the  American  Government  His 
Majesty's  determination  of  sending  to  the  United 
States  an  Envoy  Extraordinary,  invested  with  full 
powers  to  conclude  a  treaty  on  all  points  of  the  rela- 
tions between  the  two  countries.  In  -the  mean  time, 
with  a  view  to  the  attainment  of  so  desirable  an  ob- 
ject, His  Majesty  would  be  willing  to  withdraw  his 
Orders  in  Council  of  January  and  November,  1807, 
so  far  as  respects  the  United  States,  in  the  persuasion 
that  the  President  would  issue  a  proclamation  for 
the  renewal  of  the  intercourse  with  Great  Britain, 
and  that  whatever  difference  of  opinion  should  arise 
in  the  interpretation  of  the  terms  of  such  an  agree- 
ment, will  be  removed  in  the  proposed  negotiation." 

In  anotier  letter,  of  April  19,  he  says  : 
"  In  consequence  of  the  acceptance  by  the  Pres- 
ident, as  stated  in  your  letter  of  the  18th  instant,  of 
the  proposals  made  by  me  on  the  part  of  His  Ma- 
jesty, in  my  letter  of  iJie  same  day,  for  the  renewal 
of  the  intercourse  between  the  respective  countries,  I 
am  authorized  to  declare  that  His  Majesty's  Orders 
in  Council  of  January  and  November,  1807,  will  have 
been  withdrawn,  as  respects  the  United  States,  on 
the  10th  day  of  June  next."     (1809.) 

The  above  extracts  from  Mr.  Erskine's  letters 
leave  us  in  no  suspense  as  to  the  opinion  he  had 
formed  of  his  instructions.  In  this  settled  be- 
lief that  he  had  conformed  strictly  to  the  in- 
Btructions  of  his  Court,  we  find  him  so  late  as 
June  15,  1809,  when  he  notified  to  the  Secre- 
taiy  of  State  the  new  Order  in  Council  issued 
on  the  26th  of  April  last.   In  this  letter  he  says : 

"  In  consequence  of  o£ScJa1  communications  sent  to 
me  from  His  Majesty's  Government,  since  the  adop- 
tion of  that  measure,  I  am  enabled  to  assure  you  that 
it  has  no  connection  whatever  with  the  overtures  (of 
the  19th  of  April,  1809)  which  I  have  been  authoriz- 
ed to  make  to  the  Government  of  the  United  States, 
and  that  I  am  persuaded  that  the  terms  of  the  agree- 
ment so  happily  concluded  by  the  recent  negotiation, 
will  be  strictly  fulfilled  on  the  part  of  His  Majesty. 
The  internal  evidence  of  the  order  itself  would  fuHy 
jtistify  the  foregoing  construction,  and,  moreover,  it 
will  not  have  escaped  your  notice,  that  the  repeal  has 
not  thereby  been  made  of  the  orders  of  the  7th  of 
January,  1807,  which,  according  to  the  engagement 
I  have  entered  into  on  the  part  of  His  Majesty,  is  to 
be  abrogated  with  the  other  orders,  in  consequence 
of  the  adjustment  of  differences  between  the  two 
countries,  and  the  confidence  entertained  of  a  further 
conciliatory  understanding." 

Thus  it  appears  that  Mr.  Erskine,  from  com- 
munications, subsequent  to  the  26tli  of  April, 
from  this  Government,  is  decidedly  of  opinion 
that  he  acted  within  the  pale  of  his  instructions. 
His  language  is  free  from  ambiguity.  He  says : 
"  In  consequence  of  official  communications  sent 
to  me  from  His  Majesty's  Government,  since 
the  adoption  of  the  order  of  the  26th  of  April,  I 
am  enabled  to  assure  you  it  has  no  connection 
whatever  with  the  terms  of  agreement  conclud- 
ed by  the  recent  negotiation."  Nothing  can  be 
clearer  than  that  his  opinion  was  made  up  on  a 
full  consideration  of  all  the  instructions  received 
by  him  from  his  Government.    This  must  be 


evident  to  the  most  superficial  observer  on  read- 
ing the  following  extract  from  a  letter  of  the 
14th  August,  1809,  addressed'  by  him  to  the 
Secretary  of  State.    It  is  as  follows  : 

"  Under  these  circumstances,  therefore,  finding  that 
I  could  not  obtain  the  recognitions  specified  in  Mr. 
Canning's  despatch  of  the  23d  of  January,  (which 
formed  but  one  part  of  his  instructions  to  me,)  in  the 
formal  manner  required,  I  considerd  that  it  would  be 
in  vain  to  lay  before  the  Government  of  the  United 
States  the  despatch  in  question,  which  I  was  at  hb- 
erty  to  do  in  exttnso,  had  I  thought  proper.  But  as 
I  had  such  strong  grounds  for  believing  that  the  ob- 
ject of  His  Majesty's  Government  could  be  attained, 
though  in  a  different  manner,  and  the  spirit,  at  least, 
of  my  several  letters  of  instructions  be  fully  complied 
with,  I  feel  a  thorough  conviction  on  my  mind  that 
I  should  be  acting  iu  conformity  with  His  Majesty's 
wishes,  and,  accordingly,  conclude  the  late  provi- 
sional agreement  on  His  Majesty's  behalf  with  the 
Government  of  the  United  States." 

The  British  Government  could  not,  from  this 
view,  disavow  the  act  of  its  Minister  without 
incurring,  and,  that  justly,  the  charge  of  bad 
faith.  To  give  support  and  nerve  to  this  in- 
ference, I  will  read  a  passage  from  an  author  of 
great  celebrity,  Burlamaqui.  The  author  says : 
"  If  he  who  has  a  commission  to  treat  has  kept 
within  the  bounds  of  the  power  annexed  to  his 
oflBce,  though  he  acts  contrary  to  his  private 
instructions,  the  sovereign  is  to  abide  by  what 
he  has  done ;  otherwise,  we  could  never  depend 
on  engagements  contracted  by  proxy."  This 
authority  is  fuU,  and  in  point ;  it  covers  the 
whole  ground ;  it  leaves  no  fissures  through 
which  crafty  politicians  can  make  an  escape. 
On  the  reputation  of  the  British  Government 
it  fixes  a  blot  which  nothing  short  of  the 
power  of  time  can  efiace. 

Past  transactions  are  worthy  of  remembrance, 
and  sometimes  of  repetition.  The  chameleon 
may  take  the  hue  of  surrounding  objects,  but 
his  change  of  color  does  not  new-model  his 
figure,  form,  or  character. 

Let  us,  for  a  moment,  bring  to  our  recollec- 
tion the  occurrences  which  took  place,  and  the 
orthodox  opinions  which  were  held,  at  the  time 
when  the  honor  and  dignity  of  this  nation  were 
deeply  wounded,  (a  wound  not  yet  healed,)  in 
the  attack  of  the  Chesapeake  ;  when  the  blood 
of  American  citizens  was  wantonly  shed,  and 
when  the  British  squadron,  after  the  commis- 
sion of  an  act  so  atrocious,  in  violation  of  the 
jurisdiction  of  the  United  States,  anchored  in 
Hampton  Koads  and  interrupted  the  regular 
communication  between  Norfolk  and  other 
places.  After  having  taken  a  review  of  facts, 
let  us  compare  the  opinions  of  that  day  with 
those  subsequently  delivered;  and,  by  the 
standard  of  consistency,  test  them. 

The  President,  soon  after  the  commission  of 
those  outrages,  issued  his  proclamation,  inter- 
dicting the  entrance  of  the  waters  of  the  United 
States  to  the  public  armed  vessels  of  Great  Brit- 
ain. That  act  of  the  President  was  considered 
as  just  and  proper,  as  flowing  from  moderation 
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and  wisdom.  The  propriety  of  it  was  defend- 
ed on  the  declaration  to  the  Executive  by  Mr. 
Erskine,  that  it  was  his  firm  belief  that  Ad- 
miral Berkeley  had  acted  without  orders.  Keep 
in  force  the  proclamation,  was  the  language  of 
that  memorable  day,  until  reparation,  ample 
and  satisfactory,  should  be  made.  Such  was 
the  state  of  the  public  mind.  Mr.  Rose  arrived ; 
his  mission,  instead  of  having  the  salutary  ten- 
dency of  removing  the  irritations  excited,  was 
eminently  calculated  to  nurture  and  increase 
them.  Insults  were  added  to  injuries.  Before 
he  would  deign  to  make  known  to  the  Pres- 
ident the  nature  and  extent  of  the  reparation 
he  was  authorized  to  offer,  he  demanded  the 
revocation  of  the  President's  proclamation  ;  in 
plain  terms  informing  this  nation  that  its  Gov- 
ernment should  make  concessions  to  His  Ma- 
jesty for  using  precautionary  measures  against 
the  lawless  acts  of  his  officers,  as  a  prerequisite 
to  a  tender  of  the  reparation  His  Majesty  had 
condescended  through  him  to  offer.  This  new 
mode  of  redress  proving  no  ways  satisfactory, 
Mr.  Rose's  mission  terminated.  No  sooner  was 
it  known  that  the  negotiation  with  Mr.  Rose 
proved  abortive,  in  consequence  of  the  inad- 
missible demands  made  by  him,  as  already  stat- 
ed by  me,  than  the  President  was  openly  ac- 
cused as  being  the  cause  of  it,  by  adhering  to  a 
"  mere  punctilio." 

Thus,  sir,  we  see,  that  no  Republican  Pres- 
ident can  do  right,  when  his  actions  are  viewed 
through  the  medium  of  party  spirit. 

Mr.  Stanley  said  he  did  not  flatter  himself 
he  could  add  any  thing  to  the  information 
which  the  House  ah-eady  possessed  on  this  sub- 
ject. Yet,  as  a  measure  was  about  to  be  adopt- 
ed, which,  without  the  possibility  of  yielding 
any  advantage,  would,  in  his  opinion,  fix  a  stain 
on  the  national  character,  and  put  at  hazard 
the  peace  and  prosperity  of  the  country,  he 
felt  impelled  by  the  imperious  call  of  duty,  to 
raise  his  feeble  voice  against  it.  Permit  me 
here,  said  Mr.  S.,  to  express  the  surprise  and 
regret  with  which  I  have  heard  observations 
from  those  who  support  the  resolution,  which, 
having  no  connection  with  the  resolution  itself, 
are  calculated,  if  not  intended,  to  excite  the 
passions  of  the  House  or  of  the  people ;  to  fu- 
rorize  the  public  mind ;  to  mislead  our  judg- 
ments in  deciding  the  question,  and  to  obtain  a 
result  rather  from  passion  than  reason.  I  al- 
lude to  the  repeated  recital  of  British  outrages, 
the  bombardment  of  Copenhagen,  and  the  attack 
on  Constantinople.  A  calm  discussion  of  the 
question  itself,  would  px'obably  lead  to  as  cor- 
rect a  decision,  and  be  not  less  honorable  to  the 
American  Congress.  The  danger  of  foreign  in- 
fluence has  been  mentioned  to  us,  by  way  of 
caution,  I  presume.  A  solicitude  on  this  point 
cat!  be  but  commendable,  though  I  hope  unne- 
cessary. It  may  be  the  fate  of  this  country  to 
be  cursed  with  men  whose  ill-directed  ambition, 
and  predominant  selfish  views,  lead  them  to  sup- 
port the  interest  and  the  designs  of  foreign  na- 
tions, though  adverse  to  the  interests  and  honor  i 


of  their  own.  If  such  there  be,  let  them  be  mark- 
ed as  objects  of  suspicion,  scorn,  and  contempt. 
It  has  also  been  the  fate  of  other  countries, 
and  may  be  the  misfortune  of  this,  to  possess  in 
its  bosom,  and  to  cherish  in  its  confidence,  men, 
who  from  an  equally  base  and  corrupt  self-love 
and  ill-directed  ambition,  become  supple  cour- 
tiers, political  sunflowers,  crinfing  demagogues ; 
who,  worshipping  the  idol  power,  whether  in 
the  hands  of  a  military  commander,  a  protector, 
or  a  consul,  tender  an  implicit  olsedience  and 
united  support  to  every  measure  which  ema- 
nates from  the  Executive,  the  source  of  office 
and  profit.    Such  men  bring  upon  a  country  the 
curses  of  undue  domestic  influence.    Not  to 
know  and  not  to  fear  the  dangers  both  of  for- 
eign and  domestic  influence,  is  to  close  our  eyes 
on  the  light  of  history,  and  to  disregard  the 
testimony  of  ages.    The  States  of  Greece,  as 
the  gentleman  from  Virginia  (Mr.  Eppbs)  re- 
minds us,  fell  from  foreign  influence ;  the  un- 
happy Kingdom  of  Spain  at  this  moment  groans 
and  bleeds  from  the  same  cause.  And,  sir,  from 
domestic  influence,  Rome  had  her  Caesar,  Eng- 
land her  Cromwell,  and  France  now  drags  the 
chains  of  Bonaparte.     Should  it  ever  become 
the  settled  doctrine  in  this  country,  that  the 
opinions  and  the  measures  of  the  Executive  are 
entitled  to  our  prompt  acquiescence  and  blind 
support;  that,  like  the  devoted  soldier,  a  mere 
military  machine,  we  are  not  to  pause  over  a 
vote ;  that  free  discussion  of  the  merits  of  the 
Executive  shall  authorize  suspicion  of  the  parity 
of  the  citizen ;  the  time  wiU  be  fast .  hastening 
when  a  throne  shall  be  erected  upon  the  ruins 
of  the  Constitution  of  the  United  States,  and  the 
name  of  America  be  added  to  the  list  of  those 
Republics  which  have  "  risen  like  the  rocket, 
and  fallen  like  the  stick."     Whether  either  of 
these  parties  exist  in  this  country,  I  need  not 
at  this  time  inquire;   no  circumstance  could 
render  such  an  inquiry  in  this  place  other  than 
unpleasant.    I  have  suggested  the  possibility  of 
their  existence,  and  their  evils,  with  a  view 
equally  pure,  I  hope,  with  that  of  those  who 
have  before  alluded  to  them,  and  to  excite  a 
caution  which  weU  merits  the  attention  of  the 
American  people. 

Associated  in  this  House  with  gentlemen,  all 
of  whom,  I  am  to  presume,  are  actuated  by  the 
same  love  of  country ;  who  alike  feel  the  obliga- 
tions of  honor,  conscience,  regard  to  the  consti- 
tution and  responsibility  to  our  constituents — 
I  cannot  but  believe  they  act  on  this  occasion 
with  motives  as  pure  as  my  own.  Yet,  sir,  feel^ 
ing  myself  bound  by  these  high  sanctions  to  pur- 
sue the  course  pointed  out  by  my  own  judgment, 
and  the  dictates  of  my  own  conscience,  I  am 
compelled  to  declare,  that  I  disapprove  the 
conduct  of  the  administration  in  the  affair  with 
Mr.  Jackson,  and  that  I  am  decidedly  opposed 
to  the  resolution  before  us. 

Prom  the  view  I  have  taken  of  the  corre- 
spondence between  Mr.  Smith  and  Mr.  Jackson, 
my  mind  is  satisfied — 
That  the  letters  of  Mr.  Jackson  do  not  con- 
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tain  the  insult  to  our  administration  which  is 
imputed  to  them  hy  the  resolution.  That,  if 
they  did,  the  Congress  of  the  United  States  are 
not  required  either  by  duty  or  policy  to  inter- 
fere in  the  business — and  that  if  they  will  inter- 
fere, the  resolution  under  consideration  is  im- 
proper. On  each  of  these  points  I  will  submit 
a  few  observations. 

In  regard  to  the  insult  said  to  be  contained  in 
Mr.  Jackson's  letters,  my  remarks  shall  be  brief, 
with  no  other  reference  to  the  letters  already 
so  often  repeated,  as  to  have  become  "  dull  as  a 
tale  twice  told,"  than  I  may  conceive  necessary 
to  be  intelligible.  The  offensive  idea  "  that  the 
Executive  Government  of  the  United  States  had 
a  knowledge  that  the  arrangement  lately  made 
by  Mr.  Erskine  in  behalf  of  his  Government 
"with  the  Government  of  the  United  States,  was 
entered  into  without  competent  powers  on  the 
part  of  Mr.  Erskine  for  that  purpose,"  is  said  in 
the  resolution  to  be  conveyed  in  Mr.  Jackson's 
letter  of  the  23d  of  October,  and  to  be  repeated 
in  that  of  the  4th  of  November.  Yet,  as  if  it 
was  on  all  hands  admitted  that  no  such  idea 
could  be  found  in  these  letters,  all  who  have 
most  anxiously  desired  to  find,  it,  have  endeav- 
ored to  establish  it  by  recurring  to  Mr.  Jack- 
son's letter  of  the  11th  of  October,  and  there 
point  us  to  that  part  of  the  letter,  where  Mr. 
Jackson,  in  reply  to  Mr.  Smith's  declaration, 
that  an  explanation  was  expected  of  the  grounds 
of  the  disavowal  by  His  Britannic  Majesty  of  the 
arrangement  made  between  Mr.  Smith  and  Mr. 
Erskine,  informs  Mr.  Smith,  that  he  had  seen 
with  pleasure  the  forbearance  of  Mr.  Smith,  to 
complain  of  this  disavowal,  "  inasmuch  as  you 
could  not  but  have  thought  it  unreasonable  to 
complain  of  the  disavowal  of  an  act  done  under 
such  circumstances  as  could  only  lead  to  the 
consequences  that  have  actually  followed."  He 
adds,  "  It  was  not  known  when  I  left  England 
whether  Mr.  Erskine  had,  according  to  the  lib- 
erty allowed  him,  communicated  to  you  in  ex- 
tmso  his  original  instructions;  it  now  appears 
that  he  did  not.  But  in  reverting  to  his  official 
correspondence,  and  particularly  to  a  despatch 
addressed  on  the  20th  of  April  to  His  Majesty's 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs,  I  find 
that  he  there  states,  that  he  submitted  to  your 
consideration  the  three  conditions  specified  in 
those  instructions,  as  the  groundif  ork  of  an  ar- 
rangement which,  according  to  information  re- 
ceived from  this  country,  it  was  thought  in 
England  might  be  made,  with  a  prospect  of 
great  mutual  advastage.  Mr.  Erskine  then  re- 
ports, 'Berbatim  et  seriatim,  your  observations 
upon  each  of  the  three  conditions,  and  the  rea- 
sons which  induced  you  to  think  that  others 
might  be  substituted  in  lieu  of  them.  It  may 
have  been  concluded  between  yon  that  these 
latter  were  an  equivalent  for  the  original  condi- 
tions ;  but  the  very  act  of  substitution  evident- 
ly shows  that  those  original  conditions  were  in 
fact  very  explicitly  communicated  to  you,  and 
by  you  of  course  laid  before  the  President  for 
his  consideration.  I  need  hardly  add,  that  the 
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difference  between  these  conditions  and  those 
contained  in  the  arrangement  of  the  18ih  and 
19th  of  April,  is  sufficiently  obvious  to  require 
no  elucidation ;  nor  need  I  draw  the  conclusion, 
which  I  consider  as  admitted  by  all  absence  of 
complaint  on  the  part  of  the  American  Govern- 
ment, viz :  that  under  such  cii'oumstances  BQs 
Majesty  had  an  undoubted  right  to  disavow  the 
act  of  his  Minister." 

As  the  offensive  idea  is  alleged  to  be  an  allu- 
sion to  the  ciroiqpstances  under  which  the  ar- 
rangement with  Mr.  Erskine  was  concluded, 
which  justified  the  King  in  disavowing  it ;  inti- 
mated to  be  known  to  our  administration  at  the 
date  of  this  letter;  it  is  necessary  to  search, 
from  the  evidence  before  ns,  what  those  circum- 
stances were  upon  which  the  King  justified  his 
disavowal ;  these  found,  we  shall  be  at  no  loss 
to  fix  Mr.  Jackson's  allusion,  and  then  to  in- 
quire whether  these  circumstances  thus  alluded 
to,  were  in  fact  known  to  our  administration. 
It  appears  from  the  documents  before  us,  that 
the  King's  Order  in  Council  of  the  24th  of  May, 
1809,  announcing  the  provisional  agreement 
concluded  by  Mr.  Erskine  and  the  disavowal  of 
it,  assigns  as  the  sole  ground  of  the  disavowal, 
that  the  said  agreement  "  was  not  such  as  was 
authorized  by  His  Majesty's  instructions."  And 
Mr.  Pinkney,  on  the  28th  of  May,  informs  Mr. 
Smith  that  the  British  Minister,  Mr.  Can- 
ning, had  in  their  interview  on  the  25th  of 
May  declared  "that  the  British  Minister  (Mr. 
Erskine)  had  acted  in  his  late  negotiation  and 
engagements  with  you,  not  only  without  author- 
ity, but  in  direct  opposition  to  the  most  precise 
instructions ;"  that  these  facts  were  communi- 
cated by  Mr.  Pinkney,  and  known  to  our  ad- 
ministration before  the  arrival  of  Mr.  Jackson, 
appears  from  the  correspondence  between  Mr. 
Smith  and  Mr.  Erskine  in  July  and  August.  Mr. 
Jackson  also,  in  his  letter  of  the  11th  of  Octo- 
ber, says  that  his  Government  "  with  frankness, 
promptitude,  and  a  most  scrupulous  regard  to 
national  honor,  gave  notice  to  the  American 
Minister  in  London  of  the  disavowal,  of  the 
motives  of  it,  and  of  the  precautions  sponta- 
neously taken  by  His  Majesty  to  prevent  any  loss 
or  injury  accruing  to  the  citizens  of  the  United 
States  from  an  agreement,  however  unauthorized, 
made  in  His  Maj-esty's  name."  And  in  his  let- 
ter to  Mr.  Smith,  23d  of  October,  explicitly  de- 
clares "His  Majesty  was  pleased  to  disavow  the 
agreement  concluded  between  you  and  Mr. 
Erskine,  because  it  was  concluded  in  violation 
of  that  gentleman's  instructions,  and  altogether 
without  authority  to  subscribe  to  the  terms  of 
it."  And  to  dispense  with  a  recital  of  each 
particular  in  which  the  instructions  were  disre- 
garded, Mr.  Jackson  adds,  "  These  instructions 
I  now  understand  by  your  letter,  as  well  as  from 
the  obvious  deduction  which  I  took  the  liberty 
of  making  in  mine  of  the  11th  instant,  were  at 
the  time  in  substance  made  known  to  you ;  no 
stronger  illustration,  therefore,  can  be  given  of 
the  deviation  from  them  which  occurred,  than 
by  a  reference  to  the  terms  of  your  agreement," 
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We  thus  find  the  British  Government  on  every 
occasion,  and  through  every  agent,  assigning 
the  violation  of  instructions,  and  the  want  of 
authority  in  Mr.  Erskine  to  conclude  the  agree- 
ment, as  the  sole  ground  of  the  disavowal,  and 
relying  on  that  ground,  and  no  other,  to  shield 
them  from  the  charge  of  perfidy.  With  this 
evidence  before  us ;  with  the  admission  of  Mr. 
Jackson  "  that  the  instructions  were  not  made 
known  in  externa  ;"  with  the  correspondence  of 
Mr.  Smith  and  Mr.  Erskine  showing  the  knowl- 
edge of  our  administration  of  the  instructions  to 
Mr.  Erskine  and  of  the  grounds  of  the  disavow- 
al of  his  arrangement  prior  to  the  arrival  of  Mr. 
Jackson  in  the  United  States,  does  it  consist 
with  candor  and  good  sense ;  is  it  not  a  palpa- 
ble violation  of  both,  so  to  torture  the  language 
of  Mr.  Jackson  in  his  letter  of  the  11th  of  Oc- 
tober, in  allusion  to  the  circumstances  which 
"  could  only  lead  to  the  disavowal,"  and  to  the 
knowledge  of  them  by  our  administration,  which 
prevented  their  complaints  to  him  on  his  arri- 
val, as  to  make  them  convey  an  idea  that  a  dis- 
tinct and  different  ground  of  disavowal  existed 
than  that  which  his  Government  and  himself 
had  before  repeatedly  assigned ;  to  impute  to 
him  the  insinuation  that  the  restricted  authori- 
ty of  Mr.  Erskine  was  known  at  the  time  of 
the  arrangement,  when  he  had  explicitly  de- 
clared "  that  the  instructions  were  not  made 
known  in  extenso,"  and  thus  to  fix  upon  him 
the  absurdity  of  contradicting  himself? 

Such  construction,  and  such  an  imputation, 
in  my  opinion,  is  at  war  with  every  sound  rule 
of  construction,  and  every  honorable  principle 
of  just  and  fair  dealing.  It  is  worthy  the  obser- 
vation of  those  gentlemen  who  so  clearly  see  an 
insult  in  this  letter  of  the  11th  of  October,  that 
they  have  found  what  had  escaped  the  jealous 
perspicacity  of  Mr.  Smith,  and  the  patient  re- 
search of  the  draughter  of  the  resolution ;  since 
Mr.  Smith,  in  his  reply  of  the  19  th  of  October, 
gives  no  intimation  of  any  thing  offensive  in  this 
letter,  and  the  resolution  confines  the  insulting 
idea  to  the  letter  of  the  23d  of  October.  We 
come  now  to  the  letter  of  the  23d  of  October, 
in  which,  according  to  the  resolution,  is  con- 
tained the  "  insolent  and  indecorous  expressions, 
conveying  the  idea  that  the  Executive  Govern- 
ment of  the  United  States  had  a  knowledge  that 
the  arrangement  lately  made  by  Mr.  Erskine 
with  the  Government  of  the  United  States  was 
entered  into  without  competent  power  on  the 
part  of  Mr.  Erskine."  The  offensive  idea  is 
said  to  be  found  in  the  following  part  of  Mr. 
Jackson's  letter :  "  I  have  no  hesitation  in  in- 
forming you  that  his  Majesty  was  pleased  to 
disavow  the  agreement  concluded  between  you 
and  Mr.  Erskine,  because  it  was  concluded  in 
violation  of  that  gentleman's  instructions,  and 
altogether  without  authority  to  subscribe  to  the 
terms  of  it.  These  instructions,  I  now  under- 
stand by  your  letter,  as  well  as  from  the  obvious 
deduction  which  I  took  the  liberty  of  making  in 
mine  of  the  11th  instant,  were  at  the  time  in 
substance  made  known  to  you;  no  stronger 


illustration,  therefore,  can  be  given  of  the  devi- 
ation from  them  which  occurred  than  by  a 
reference  to  the  terms  of  your  agreement." 
There  is  no  equivocation  in  this  language.  He 
says  the  instructions  were  made  known  in  tub- 
st<mee — an  expression  which  from  its  very  terms 
excludes  the  idea  of  being  made  known  in  foil 
extent ;  and  that  it  is  true,  as  Mr.  J.  here  alleges, 
that  the  substance  of  Mr.  Erskine's  instructions 
were  made  known,  appears  from  Mr.  Smith's 
letter  of  the  19th  of  October.  "  Certain  it  is 
that  your  predecessor  did  present  for  my  con- 
sideration the  three  conditions  which  now  ap- 
pear in  the  printed  document ;  that  he  was  dis- 
posed to  urge  them  more  than  the  nature  of 
two  of  them  (both  palpably  inadmissible,  and 
one  of  them  more  than  merely  inadmissible) 
could  permit,  and  that  on  finding  his  first  pro- 
posals unsuccessful,  the  more  reasonable  terms 
comprised  in  the  arrangement  respecting  the 
Order  in  Council  were  adopted."  And  Mr. 
Erskine  himself  declared  to  his  Government, 
20th  of  April,  as  stated  by  Mr.  Jackson  to  Mr. 
Smith,  11th  of  October,  and  not  questioned  by 
him,  "  that  he  had  submitted  to  the  considera- 
tion of  Mr.  Smith  the  three  conditions  specified 
in  his  instructions,  as  the  groundwork  of  an  ar- 
rangement," and  adds  the  reasons  which  in- 
duced Mr.  Smith  to  think  "  that  others  might  be 
substituted  in  lieu  of  them."  These  expressions 
of  Mr.  Jackson  are  imequivocal,  free  from  ob- 
scurity, and  cover  no  insinuation.  They  assert 
a  sin^e  fact,  the  existence  of  which  is  establish- 
ed by  the  letters  of  Mr.  Smith  himself.  To  find 
in  them  a  meaning  "  conveying  the  insolent  and 
indecorous  idea  that  our  Government  knew  of 
Mr.  Erskine's  restricted  authority,"  is  to  give 
to  language  a  signification  different  from  that 
heretofore  received,  and  to  exert  a  strength  of 
imagination  to  which  I  have  no  pretensions. 
But  in  the  letter  of  Mr.  Jackson  of  November 
4th,  is  said,  by  the  resolution,  to  be  found  "  the 
stiU  more  insolent  and  a&onting  "  repetition  of 
the  same  insinuation.  In  the  conclusion  of  this 
letter  Mr.  J.  complains,  not  intemperately,  of  the 
liberty  Mr.  Smith  claimed  of  styling  his  remarks 
"  irrelevant  and  improper,"  a  freedom  which  I 
should  regret  to  believe  would  be  justified  by 
our  Secretary's  ideas  of  decorum.  Mr.  Jackson 
concludes  in  the  words  which  are  said  to  con- 
tain this  offensive  repetition  of  the  imaginary 
insult :  "  You  will  find  in  my  correspondence 
with  you,  that  I  have  carefully  avoided  drawing 
conclusions  that  did  not  necessarily  follow  from 
the  premises  advanced  by  me,  and  least  of  all 
should  I  think  of  uttering  an  insinuation  where 
I  was  unable  to  substantiate  a  fact." 

If  Mr.  Jackson  had  really  uttered  an  unfound- 
ed insinuation,  he  here  certainly  repeats  it,  be- 
cause he  adheres  to  all  he  had  before  said,  and 
retraqts  nothing.  But  if,  as  I  believe,  he  had 
not  made  any  insinuations,  but  had  directly  and 
obviously  referred  to  facts  which  were  either 
admitted  or  had  been  substantially  proved,  and 
more  especially  as  he  has  not  anywhere  made 
the  insinuation  charged,  "that  our  Government 
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were  acquainted  with  Mr.  Erskine's  restricted 
authority,"  the  conclusion  seems  to  be  irresist' 
ible,  that  he  could  not  here  repeat  an  insinua- 
tion which  he  had  not  previously  made.  This 
paragraph  obviously  means  that  he  had  abstained 
from  such  an  insinuation  because  "he  was  un- 
able to  substantiate  the  fact."  Nor  can  I  con- 
ceive how  this  declaration  could  be  oflfensive  to 
Mr.  Smith,  imless  received  by  him  as  present- 
ing a  contrast  to  his  own  deportment,  in  which 
case  he  owes  his  feelings  to  his  own  conscious 
sensibility. 

Were  it,  however,  otherwise,  and  if,  instead 
of  an  insinuation  so  hidden  that  a  Secretary  of 
State  only  can  discover  it,  Mr.  Jackson  had 
given  a  direct  and  unequivocal  insult,  the  Con- 
gress of  the  United  States  are  not  required 
either  by  duty  or  policy  to  interfere.  The  con- 
stitution has  wisely  created  different  branches 
of  the  Government,  committed  to  each  its  sepa- 
rate cares  and  duties,  made  each  independent  of 
the  other,  intending  thereby  to  secure  the  sepa- 
rate deliberation  and  separate  responsibility  of 
each.  To  attain  its  blessings,  these  valuable 
objects  of  the  constitution  ought  not  to  be  de- 
feated. To  the  President  alone  is  given  the 
power  to  receive  Ministers  and  to  treat  with 
them,  and  as  in  the  course  of  this  duty  he  be- 
comes personally  interested  in  the  deportment 
of  foreign  Ministers,  if  they  demean  themselves 
disrespeotftilly  towards  him,  he  is  clothed  with 
the  power  to  break  off  intercourse  with  them 
at  pleasure,  and  so  far  to  suspend  their  ministe- 
rial functions.  This  power  has  been  repeatedly 
exercised  by  our  Presidents,  as  the  constitution 
intended  it  should  be,  upon  their  own  responsi- 
bility. And  it  is  the  highest  policy  of  this  Gov- 
ernment, in  order  to  obtain  the  advantages  of 
the  free  judgment  and  decision  of  the  President, 
so  to  conduct  towards  him  that  he  should  learn 
to  act  without  fear  of  the  censure  of  Congress 
on  the  one  hand,  and  without  any  hope  on  the 
other,  that  their  countenance  shall  shelter  his 
measures  from  scrutiny.  This  policy,  and  the 
strict  inviolability  of  the  Executive  power  in 
all  cases  of  treaty,  were  emphatically  settled  in 
the  case  of  Jay's  Treaty,  in  which  the  President, 
(whose  independent  example  deserves  more  re- 
spect than  it  has  met  from  his  successors),  stand- 
ing upon  his  own  responsibility  refused  to  sub- 
mit to  the  House  of  Kepresentatives  any  papers 
relating  to  that  negotiation,  except  the  treaty 
itself.  Yet  if  the  plan  proposed  by  these  reso- 
lutions be  adopted;  if  we  by  formal  resolutions 
approve  the  conduct  of  the  President  in  an 
jlfiair  so  exclusively  his  own,  as  that  of  the  rup- 
ture with  Mr.  Jackson,  may  we  not  on  some 
future  occasion,  as  observed  by  my  honorable 
colleague,  (Mr.  Macon,)  claim  the  right  of  cen- 
suring in  matters  equally  within  his  sole  and 
peculiar  province?  If,  then,  we  are  to  mter- 
fere  with  Executive  duties,  not  merely  as  syco- 
phants, applauding  his  every  act,  but  as  freemen 
condemning  what  we  do  not  approve,  the  mev- 
itable  consequence  must  be,  a  conflict  between 
the  Executive  and  Legislative  Departments,  m 


which  the  wounds  of  either  can  only  be  inflict- 
ed through  the  constitution ;  or  (an  issue  equally 
fatal)  the  advantages  intended  to  be  derived 
from  separate  deliberation,  distinct  responsi- 
bility, and  mutual  jealousy  and  watchfulness  of 
the  separate  departments  disappear,  in  a  miser- 
able complaisance  of  acting  by  previous  con- 
cert, and  thus  propping  each  other  before  the 
people. 

The  question  was  then  taken  on  postponement 
as  moved  by  Mr.  Gaedbniee,  and  negatived 
without  a  division.  # 

And  at  length,  at  half  past  five  o'clock,  the 
main  question  on  the  final  passage  of  the  res- 
olution was  taken  and  carried — yeas  72,  nays 
41,  as  follows : 

Yeas. — Lemuel  J.  Alston,  Willis  Alston,  jr.,  Wil- 
liam Anderson,  Ezekiel  Bacon,  David  Bard,  Harwell 
Bassett,  William  W.  Bibb,  Adam  Boyd,  John  Brown, 
Robert  Brown,  William  A.  Bnrwell,  William  Butler, 
Joseph  Calhoun,  Matthew  Clay,  Howell  Cobb,  James 
Cochran,  James  Cox,  William  Crawford,  Richard 
Cutts,  John  Dawson,  Joseph  Desha,  John  W.  Eppes, 
William  Findlay,  Jonathan  Fisk,  Meshack  Franklin, 
Barzillai  Gannett,  Gideon  Gardner,  Thomas  Gholson, 
jr.,  Peterson  Goodwyn,  William  Helms,  James  Hol- 
land, Benjamin  Howard,  Jacob  Hufty,  Robert  Jen- 
kins, Richard  M.  Johnson,  Thomas  Kenan,  William 
Kennedy,  John  Love,  Aaron  Lyle,  Robert  Marion, 
Samuel  McKee,  Alexander  McKim,  William  Milnor, 
John  Montgomery,  Nicholas  R.  Moore,  Jeremiah 
Morrow,  Thomas  Newbold,  Thomas  Newton,  John 
Nicholson,  Feter  B.  Porter,  John  Rea  of  Pennsyl- 
vania, John  Rhea  of  Tennessee,  Matthias  Richards, 
John  Roane,  Erastus  Root,  John  Ross,  Ehenezer  Sage, 
Thomas  Sammons,  Ebenezer  Seaver,  Adam  Seybert, 
Dennis  Smelt,  John  Smilie,  George  Smith,  Henry 
Southard,  John  Taylor,  John  Thompson,  Uri  Tracy, 
Charles  Turner,  jr.,  Robert  Weakley,  Robert  White- 
hill,  and  Robert  Witherspoon. 

Nats. — Daniel  Blaisdell,  James  Breckenridge,  John 
C.  Chamberlain,  William  Chamberlin,  Epaphroditus 
Champion,  Martin  Chittenden,  Samuel  W.  Dana, 
John  Davenport,  jr.,  William  Ely,  James  Emott, 
Barent  Gardenier,  Thomas  R.  Gold,  William  Hale, 
Nathaniel  A.  Haven,  Jonathan  H.  Hubhard,  Richard 
Jackson,' jr.,  Herman  Knickerbacker,  Joseph  Lewis, 
jr.,  Edward  St.  Loe  Livermore,  Robert  Le  Roy  Liv- 
ingston, Nathaniel  Macon,  ArchibaldMcBry.de,  Jona- 
than 0.  Mosely,  Jos.  Pearson,  Benjamin  Pickman, 
jr.,  Timothy  Pitkin,  jr.,  Elisha  R.  Potter,  Josiah 
Quincy,  Richard  Stanford,  John  Stanley,  William 
Stedman,  James  Stephenson,  Lewis  B.  Sturges, 
Jacob  Swoope,  Samuel  Taggart,  Benjamin  TaUmadge, 
Jahez  Upham,  Killian  K.  Van  Rensselaer,  Laban 
Wheaton,  Ezekiel  Whitman,  and  James  Wilson. 

[On  this  vote  were  absent  2T  members,  viz : 
Messrs,  Campbbli.,  Clopton,  Cook,*  Oeist, 
Dbnotng,*  Goldsboeough,  Geat,  Hkistbe,  J. 
G.  Jaokson,  Jones,  Key,  Lyon,*  Matthews, 
Millee,  T.  Mooee,  Mumfoed,*  Nelson,  Ean- 
DOLPH,*  Sawtbe,  Shaw,  Shbfpet,  /.  Smith,  S. 
Smith,  Troup,  Van  Dtkb,*  Van  Eorne,  and 
"Wtnn*  •  of  whom  those  marked  (*)  have  not 
appeared  in  their  seats  during  the  present  ses- 
sion and  those  in  italic  are  known  to  be  absent 
from  the  city.] 

The  House  then  adjourned,  at  a  quarter  be- 
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fore  six,  after  a  session  of  nineteen  hours,  dur- 
ing the  whole  of  which  time  the  Speaker  pre- 
sided in  the  Ohair  with  dignity  and  moderation, 
to  Friday  next. 


Fkidat,  January  5. 
Another    member  to  wit,  from  Delaware, 
Nicholas  Van  Dtke,  appeared,  and  took  his 
seat  in  the  House. 

Olaim  of  Elimbeth  Samilton. 
Mr.  Johnson,  from  the  Committee  of  Claims, 
made  a  report  on  the  petition  of  Elizabeth  Ham- 
ilton, referred  on  the  5th  ultimo ;  which  was 
read,  and  referred  to  a  Committee  of  the  Whole 
on  Wednesday  next.    The  report  is  as  follows  : 

TTiat  it  is  stated  by  the  petitioner,  that  her  late 
husband,  Alexander  Hamilton,  served  as  Lieutenant 
Colonel  in  the  Army  of  the  United  States  during  the 
Eevolutionary  war;  that,    in   common  with   other 
officers  he  was  entitled  to  five  years'  full  pay  as  com- 
mutation for  half-pay  during  life ;  that  her  husband, 
being  in  Congress  at  the  time  the  resolution  passed 
making  this  provision  in  favor  of  the  officers  of  the 
Eevolution,  in  a  letter  to  the  Secretary  of  War  he 
relinquished  his  claim   to   commutation ;    and  the 
petitioner  prays  for  the  amount  of  said  commutation. 
It   does  not  appear,  from    any  evidence   from   the 
Secretary  of  War  or  of  the  Treasury,  that  the  late 
Colonel  Hamilton  ever  did  relinquish  his  right  to  half- 
pay  or  commutation,  nor  can  the  committee  believe 
that  it  would  be  proper  or  generous  that  such  relin- 
quishment should  be  relied  on  as  a  bar  to  a  just  claim 
upon  the   United   States  for    meritorious    services 
against  the  representatives  of  such  claimant      It  ap- 
pears, from  a  letter  from  the  Secretary  of  the  Treas 
ury,  that  the  late  Colonel  Hamilton   received  pay  as 
an  officer  up  to  the  end  of  Februaiy,  1782.  and  no 
later.      And  there  is  no  evidence  upon  the  Treasury 
books,  or  books  of  the  War  Office,  whether  at  this  or 
what  period  Colonel  Hamilton  resigned.     The  com- 
mittee, however,  have  been  furnished  with  a  docu- 
ment, which  induces  the  belief  that  Colonel  Hamil- 
ton did  not  resign  his  commission  until  after  the  28th 
day  of  October,  1783,  which  document  is  in  these 
words :  "  In  pursuance  of  an  act  of  Congress  of  the 
30th  day  of  September,   1783,  Lieutenant   Colonel 
Hamilton  is  to  take  rank  as  Colonel  by*revet,  in 
the  Annies  of  the  United  States  of  America.    Signed 
at  Princeton,  October  28,  1783,  by  Elias  Boudmot 
President,"  &e. 

The  committee  are  of  opmion,  that  the  resolution 
of  Congress,  upon  a  liberal  construction,  did  not  re- 
quire actual  service,  and  that  the  officer  should  be  in 
the  receipt  of  his  pay  to  entitle  him  to  commutation ; 
but  that  he  should  have  a  commission,  and  be  at  aU 
times  liable  to  be  called  on  to  perform  the  duties  of 
his  station.  The  committee  are  confirmed  in  this 
opinion,  when  they  recollect  the  situation  of  the 
Umted  States  and  the  Army  m  the  year  1783,  and 
in  fact,  from  the  capture  of  ComwaUis  and  his  Army 
at  Littie  York,ui  the  State  of  Virginia,  m  the  year 
1781.  But  this  claim  is,  like  all  other  claims  of  this 
description,  barred  by  the  statute  of  limitation.  The 
following  resolution  is  offered : 

Besdved,  That  the  prayer  of  the  petition  ought  not 
to  be  granted. 


MoNDAr,  January  15. 
Two  members,  to  wit:    from  Few   York, 
GuEDON  8.  MuKFOHD,  and  from  Kentucky,  Mat- 
thew Lyon,  appeared,  and  took  their  seats  in 
the  House. 


TuESDAT,  January  16. 
Another  member,  to  wit,  from  South  Caro- 
lina, BioHABD  Wtnn,  appeared,  and  took  his  seat 
in  the  House. 


Wednesday,  January  17. 
A  new  member,  to  wit,  Davto  S.  Gaeland, 
returned  to  serve  as  a  member  of  this  House 
for  the  State  of  Virginia,  in  the  place  of  Wilson 
Carey  Nicholas,  resigned,  appeared,  produced 
his  credentials,  was  qualified,  and  took  Ms  seat. 


Wednesday,  January  31. 
Officers  of  the  BefooluUon. 
Mr.  Nelson,  from  the  committee  appointed  on 
the  twenty-fourth  instant,  made  a  report  on  the 
several  petitions  of  the  surviving  ofiBcers  of  the 
late  Eevolutionary  Army ;  which  was  read,  and 
referred  to  a  Committee  of  the  Whole  on  Monday 
next.     The  report  is  as  follows : 

That,  by  a  resolution  of  Congress  of  the  15th  of 
May,  1778,  all  military  officers  who  then  were,  or 
should  thereafter  be,  in  the  service  of  the  United 
States,  and  who  should  continue  in  service  during  the 
war,  and  not  hold  any  office  of  profit  under  the  United 
States,  or  any  of  them,  should,  after  the  conclusion 
of  the  war,  be  entitled  to  receive,  annually,  for  the 
term  of  seven  years,  if  they  should  live  so  long,  one- 
half  of  the  then  pay  of  such  officera :  provided  that 
no  general  officer  of  the  cavahy,  artillery  or  mfantiy, 
should  be  entitled  to  receive  more  than  the  one-half 
part  of  the  pay  of  a  colonel  of  such  corps,  respective- 
ly ;  and,  provided  that  the  said  resolution  should  not 
extend  to  any  officer  in  the  service  of  the  United 
States,  unless  he  should  have  taken  an  oath  of  Alle- 
giance, and  should  actually  reside  within  some  one 
.of  the  United  States. 

That,  by  a  resolution  of  Congress  of  the  11th  of 
August,  1779,  it  was  resolved  that  the  half-pay  pro- 
vided by  the  aforesaid  resolution  of  the  15th  of  May 
1778,  should  be  extended  to  continue  for  life.  ' 

That,  by  a  resolution  of  Congress  of  the  21st  of  Oc- 
tober, 1780,  it  was  provided  that  the  officers  who 
should  contmue  in  the  service  to  the  end  of  the  war 
should  be  entitled  to  half -pay  during  life,  to  com- 
mence from  the  time  of  theu-  reduction. 

That,  by  a  resolution  of  Congress  of  the  17th  day 
of  January,  1781,  all  officers  in  the  hospital  depart- 
ment, and  medical  staff,  theremafter  mentioned,  who 
should  contmue  in  service  until  the  end  of  the  war 
or  be  reduced  before  that  time  as' supernumeraries, 
should  be  entitled  to  receive  durmg  Ufe,  in  Beu  of 
half-pay,  the  foUowing  allowances,  viz:  The  director 
of  the  hospital,  equal  to  tiie  half-pay  of  a  heutenant- 
oolonel ;  chief  physician  and  surgeons  of  the  army  and 
hospital,  and  hospital  physicians  and  surgeons,  pur- 
veyor, apothecary,  and  reghnental  surgeons,  each 
equal  to  the  half-pay  of  a  captain. 

That,  by  a  resolution  of  Congress  of  the  22d  day 
of  March,  1783,  it  was  provided  that  such  officers  as 
were  then  in  service,  and  should  continue  therem 
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until  the  end  of  the  war,  should  be  entitled  to  receive 
the  amount  of  five  years'  fiill  pay  in  money,  or  secu- 
rities on  interest  at  six  per  centum  per  annum,  as 
Congress  should  find  most  conTenient,  instead  of  the 
half-pay  promised  for  life  by  the  resolution  of  the 
21st  day  of  October,  1780  ;  the  said  securities  being 
such  as  should  he  given  to  the  other  creditors  of 
the  United  States:  provided  it  should  be  at  the  op- 
tion of  the  lines  of  the  respective  States  and  not  of 
oflSoers  individually  in  those  lines,  to  accept  or  refuse 
the  same ;  and  provided,  also,  that  their  election 
should  be  signified  to  Congress,  through  the  Command- 
er-in-  Chief,  from  the  lines  under  his  immediate  com- 
mand, within  two  months,  and  through  the  command- 
ing officer  of  the  Southern  Army,  from  those  under 
his  command,  within  six  monthsfrom  the  date  of  the 
resolution. 

That  the  same  commutation  should  extend  to  the 
corps  not  belonging  to  the  lines  of  any  particular 
State,  and  who  were  entitled  to  half-pay  as  aforesaid : 
the  acceptance  or  refusal  to  be  determined  by  the 
corps,  and  to  he  signified  in  the  same  manner,  and 
within  the  same  time,  as  above  mentioned-,  that  all 
officers  belonging  to  the  hospital  department,  who  are 
entitled  to  half-pay  by  the  resolution  of  the  17th  of 
January,  1781,  might  collectively  agree  to  accept  or 
refuse  the  aforesaid  commutation,  signifying  the  same 
through  the  Commander-in-Chief,  within  six  months ; 
that  such  officers  as  had  retired  at  different  periods 
entitled  to  half-pay  for  life,  might,  collectively,  in 
each  State  of  which  they  are  inhabitants,  accept  or 
refuse  the  same ;  their  acceptance  or  refusal  to  be 
signified  by  agents  authorized  for  that  purpose,  within 
six  months ;  that  with  respect  to  such  retiring  officers, 
the  commutation,  if  accepted  by  them,  should  be  in 
lieu  of  whatever  might  he  then  due  to  them  since 
the  time  of  their  retiring  from  service,  as  well  as 
what  might  thereafter  become  due ;  and  that  as  soon 
as  their  acceptance  should  be  signiJSed,  the  Superin- 
tendent of  Finance  should  be,  and  he  was  thereby, 
authorized  to  take  measures  for  the  settlement  of 
their  accounts  accordingly,  and  to  issue  to  them  cer- 
tificates bearing  interest  at  six  per  cent.;  that  all  offi- 
cers entitled  to  half-pay  for  life,  not  included  in  the 
preceding  resolution,  might,  also,  collectively,  agree 
to  accept  or  refuse  the  aforesaid  commutation,  signi- 
fying the  same  within  six  months  from  the  passage  of 
said  resolution. 

The  petitioners  state,  and  the  fact  is  of  too  general 
notoriety  to  he  disputed,  that  although  they  confi- 
dently expected,  at  the  time  they  were  compelled 
from  imperious  necessity  to  accept  the  sum  in 
gross  in  Ueu  of  half-pay  for  life,  that  it  wOnld  be  paid 
to  them  in  reality,  and  not  by  a  fresh  promise  without 
any  sufficient  guarantee  for  its  due  performance,  yet 
they  were  compelled  to  receive  certificates,  which,  for 
want  of  any  specific  provision  for  the  payment  of 
them,  or  the  interest  accruing  on  them,  were  imme- 
diately depreciated  to  five  for  one,  and,  by  degrees,  to 
ten  for  one,  in  exchange  for  money.  They  therefore 
pray  that  half-pay  for  life,  to  commence  from  the 
time  of  the  reduction  of  the  Army,  may  be  granted  to 
them,  according  to  the  solemn  stipulations  entered 
into  with  them  by  Congress,  by  the  resolutions  before 
referred  to ;  deducting  therefrom  the  five  years'  full 
pay  received  by  them  in  depreciated  paper,  by  way  of 
commutation. 

It  is  well  known  to  your  committee,  and  to  the 
whole  nation,  that  the  far  greater  part  of  the  officers 
were  compelled  by  hard  necessity  to  dispose  of  their 
commuUtion  certificates  at  prices  infinitely  below 


their  nominal  amount ;  that  this  did  Jiot  proceed  from 
want  of  patriotism,  of  which  they  had  beforehand 
given  proofs  most  unequivocal,  or  of  want  of  confidence 
in  their  Government ;  but  that,  after  having  spent 
the  vigor  of  their  manhood  in  the  service  of  their 
country,  they  returned  to  the  walks  of  civil  life, 
(many  of  them  maimed,  and  scarcely  able  to  halt 
along,)  ignorant  of  what  was  passing  or  likely  to 
pass  in  the  councils  of  their  country;  the  griping  hand 
of  poverty  bore  hard  upon  them  ;  and,  unacquainted 
as  they  necessarily  were  with  civil  affairs,  they  fell 
an  easy  prey  to  the  wiles  of  the  artfal  and  insidious 
speculator,  who  was  lyiBg  in  wait  to  fatten  upon  their 
hard  earnings.  Under  circumstances  like  these,  it 
would  have  been  strange  indeed,  if  they  had  kept 
their  certificates  in  their  pockets.  No,  the  thing  was 
impracticable ;  go  they  must,  for  whatever  they 
would  bring,  and  be  the  consequences  whatever  they 
might. 

Upon  the  whole,  the  committee  are  of  opinion  that 
the  contract  entered  into  by  Congress  with  the  officers 
of  the  late  Revolutionary  Army,  for  giving  them  half- 
pay  for  life,  has  not  been  substantially  complied  with 
by  the  Government.  They,  therefore,  recommend 
the  following  resolution :     ' 

Sesolved,  That  the  prayer  of  the  petitioners  is  rea- 
sonable, and  ought  to  be  granted. 


Fbidat,  February  9. 
Robert  Fulton  and  Torpedoes. 
The    following  letter  was   laid  before  the 
House : 

"  Kalokama,  February  9,  1810. 

"  Sir  :  Having  published  a  pamphlet  explaining 
my  experience  on  the  practice  and  effects  of  tor- 
pedoes, I  beg  leave  to  present  you,  and  each  member 
of  the  House  of  Bepresentatives,  one  copy.  Should 
the  House  consider  this  subject  of  sufficient  interest 
to  merit  further  explanation,  I  shall  be  happy  to  give 
a  lecture  at  such  time  and  place  as  may  be  most  con- 
venient, in  which  I  will  exhibit  the  various  modes  of 
attack  with  torpedoes  and  harpoon  guns,  as  prepared 
for  action,  with  such  models  and  demonstrations  as 
will  lead  to  a  clear  understanding  of  the  subject 

"  I  have  the  honor  to  be,  &c., 

"  ROBERT  FULTON. 

"  Hon.  Speaker  House  of  Reps." 

Leave  was  given  to  present  the  pamphlets 
mentioned  in  the  above  letter,  as  requested. 

Naoigation  of  the  MoMle. 

The  following  Message  was  received  from  the 
Pkesident  op  thb  TJhited  States  : 
To  tTie  Souse  of  Representatives  of  the  United  States  : 

I  transmit  to  the  House  a  report  of  the  Secretary 
of  State,  comriying  with  their  resolution  of  the  22d" 
of  January.  JAMES  MADISON. 

Fkekuart  9,  1810. 

Department  State,  Feb.  8,  1810. 

The  Secretary  of  State,  to  whom  the  President  has 
been  pleased  to  refer  the  resolution  of  the  House  of 
Representatives  of  the  22d  of  last  month,  has  the 
honor  to  state  that  it  appears  from  the  records  in  this 
department,  that  in  the  years  1801  and  1802,  the 
Executive  had  endeavored  to  obtain,  for  the  citizens 
of  the  United  States  residing  on  the  waters  of  Tom- 
bii'bee  and  Alabama  rivers,  the  free  navigation  of  the 
Mobile  river  to  its  confluence  with  the  ocean — first, 
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day,  for  the  purpose  of  ejchibiting  the  torpedoes  and 
delivering  a  lecture  on  their  practice  and  utility. 

Mr.  Ehea  .moved  to  recommit  the  report  to 
the  committee  who  reported  it,  vrith  a  view  to 
obtaining  a  report  on  the  merits  of  it. — ^Motion 
negatived. 

Mr.  LrvBRMOEB  called  for  a  division  of  the 
resolution  reported  hy  the  committee,  so  as  to 
take  a  question  separately  on  the  words,  "  Be- 
sohed,  That,  when  the  House  shall  adjourn,  it 
adjourn  to  meet  on  Monday." 

The  question  on  this  part  of  the  resolution 
was  decided  by  yeas  and  nays — ^yeas  90,  nays  29. 

Mr.  LrvBEMOBE  moved  to  postpone  the  fur- 
ther consideration  of  the  subject  indefinitely. 

A  desultory  debate  took  place  on  these  va- 
rious questions.  It  was  said  that  the  Hall  of 
the  House  of  Representatives  was  exclusively 
appropriated  to  Legislative  purposes,  and  that, 
at  this  time,  to  appropriate  it  to  the  purpose  of 
experimental  lectures,  would  afford  a  precedent 
which  would  be  injurious  ;  that  such  a  meas- 
ure, if  admissible  at  all,  should  not  be  taken 
unless  the  House  were  convinced  of  the  prac- 
ticability of  the  system  proposed  to  be  illustrat- 
ed, because  it  would  hold  out  the  idea  that 
the  House  of  Representatives  had  sanctioned  it. 
It  was  also  said  that  this  system  could  quite 
as  conveniently  be  illustrated  in  one  of  the 
other  apartments  of  the  Capitol,  without  spread- 
ing on  the  Journals  a  formal  record  allowmg 
Mr.  Fulton  the  use  of  this  House.  In  reply,  it 
was  said,  that  this  was  an  invention  which  prom- 
ised to  be  of  great  public  utUity,  and  it  was 
but  reasonable,  as  the  inventor  was  known  to 
be  a  scientific  man,  that  he  should  have  an  op- 
portunity of  demonstrating  its  eflBcaoy,  when 
he  has  oflfered  his  services  for  that  purpose.  If 
it  succeeded,  it  might  be  a  saving  of  many 
millions  to  the  United  States  ;  and  if  it  foiled, 
the  House  would,  by  paying  attention  to  it, 
have  shown  their  disposition  to  encourage 
science.  The  argument  against  the  report  of 
the  committee,  that  this  Hall  was  exclusively 
devoted  to  legislation,  it  was  said,  would  oper- 
ate with  equal  force  against  permitting  Divine 
service  to  be  performed  there  on  Sundays. 

Before  any  question  was  taken  on  the  latter 
clause  of  the  report  of  the  committee,  the  House 
adjourned. 


by  claiming  thianavigation  as  a  natural  right,  sanc- 
tioned by  &e  general  principles  of  the  law  of  nations 
applicable  to  rivers  similarly  situated  |  and,  secondly, 
by  endeavoring  to  purchase  the  country  held  by  Spain 
on  the  Mobile. 

These  efforts  were  made  before  it  was  known  that 
Spain  hnd  ceded  Louisiana  to  France,  and  conse- 
quently before  the  purchase  of  that  province  by  the 
United  States.  Since  that  purchase,  the  country  held 
by  Spain  on  the  Mobile  has  been  claimed  as  being  in- 
cluded therein. 

The  Spanish  Government,  havmg  objected  to  this 
claim  in  a  manner  which  justified  a  belief  that  the 
question  would  not  be  soon  decided,  our  Minister  at 
Madrid  was  instructed  again  to  claim  the  free  naviga- 
tion of  the  Mobile  under  the  general  principles  of  the 
law  of  nations,  and  to  represent  to  His  Catholic  Ma- 
jesty the  propriety  and  necessity  of  giving  orders  to 
his  officers  not  to  interrupt  the  free  communication 
with  our  Territories  through  the  waters  of  the  Mobile. 

In  addition  to  what  has  been  done  through  this  de- 
partment, it  appears  that  the  Governor  of  the  Or- 
leans Territory,  and  other  officers  of  the  United 
States,  have  endeavored  to  induce  the  Spanish  au- 
thorities on  the  Mobile  to  abstain  from  exacting  du- 
ties on  the  passage  of  our  merchandise  or  produce  up 
or  down  that  river.  Notwithstanding,  however, 
every  thing  which  has  been  done,  it  is  xmderstood 
that  these  authorities  have  continued  to  exact  (with 
some  occasional  relaxations)  a  duty  of  twelve  per 
cent.  "  on  all  articles  of  the  growth  or  manufacture 
of  the  United  States,  which  are  conveyed  through  said 
river  to  and  from  the  city  of  New  Orleans." 

All  which  is  respectfully  submitted. 

R.  SMITH. 


Monday,  February  12. 
Torpedoes. 

Mr.  Dawson. — On  hearing  the  Journal  read, 
I  find  that  on  last  Friday  a  letter  was  received 
by  the  Speaker  from  Mr.  Fulton.  "What  merit 
is  due  to  his  invention  I  will  not  pretend  to 
say ;  but  I  know  Mr.  Fulton  to  be  a  man  of 
science  and  successful  experiment ;  of  which  he 
has  given  proofs,  both  in  Europe  and  this  conn- 
try.  It  seems  to  me  that  some  attention  ought 
to  be  paid  to  his  communication.  I  therefore 
move  you  that  his  letter  be  referred  to  a  select 
committee. 

Mr.  Dawson's  motion  was  agreed  to,  and  a 
committee  appointed,  consisting  of  Messrs. 
Dawson,  Tatlob  and  Bacon. 

Wkdnesdat,  February  14. 


Mr.  Dawson  made  the  following  report : 
The  committee  to  whom  was  referred  a  letter  from 
Robert  Fulton  to  the  Speaker  of  the  House  of  Repre- 
sentatives, dated  on  the  9th  instant,  beg  leave  to  re- 
port, in  part,  that  at  their  request  Mr.  Fulton  attend- 
ed the  committee  on  this  morning,  and  explained  to 
them  his  views  of  the  uses  and  effects  of  torpedoes, 
on  which  the  committee  forbear  to  give  an  opinion, 
and  offer  the  following  resolution : 

Resolved,  That,  when  the  House  shall  adjourn  on 
Friday  next,  it  will  adjourn  to  meet  on  Monday ;  and 
that  Mr,  FiUton  have  the  use  of  this  Hall  on  Satur- 


Thitesdat,  February  15. 
Torpedoes. 

A  motion  was  made  by  Mr.  Bijewell,  that 
the  unfinished  business  of  yesterday  do  lie  on 
the  table ;  and  the  question  being  taken  there- 
on, it  was  determined  in  the  negative. 

The  House  then  resumed  the  consideration  of 
the  said  unfinished  business,  and  the  question 
recurring  on  the  motion  to  postpone  indefinitely 
the  further  consideration  of  the  second  member 
of  the  resolution,  Mr.  Spbakbe  decided  that  the 
said  motion  to  postpone  indefinitely  was,  at  the 
time  the  same  was  under  consideration,  out  of 
order. 
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A  motion  was  then  made  by  Mr.  Eoss,  to 
amend  the  said  resolution  by  striking  out  the 
words,  delvoering  a  lecture  on,  for  the  purpose 
of  inserting  the  word  easploAning.  And  the 
question  being  taken  thereon,  it  was  resolved  ia 
the  affirmative. 

The  question  was  then  taken  upon  concurring 
in  the  second  and  last  member  of  the  said  reso- 
lution, and  determined  in  the  negative — yeas 
55,  nays  61. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  Teotjp,  the  question  was 
then  stated  on  concurring  in  the  first  and 
second  members  of  the  said  resolution ;  when 
Mr.  Spkakeb  decided  that,  a  question  being 
divided,  one  part  affirmed  and  the  other  re- 
jected, a  question  cannot  be  put  upon  the  whole 
of  the  resolution  as  originally  proposed.  From 
which  decision  of  the  chair,  an  appeal  was  made 
to  the  House  by  Mr.  Teoitp,  and  being  seconded, 
the  question  was  taken,  "  Is  the  decision  of  the 
Chair  correct  ?  "  and  resolved  iu  the  affirmative 
— ^yeas  78,  nays  21. 

Feidat,  February  16. 
Mrs.  Hwmilton's  Claim. 

The  House  resolved  itself  into  a  Committee 
of  the  Whole  on  the  report  of  the  Committee  of 
Claims  on  the  petition  of  Elizabeth  Hamilton, 
widow  of  Alexander  Hamilton,  praying  for  the 
compensation  due  to  her  deceased  husband. 

[This  report  is  one  of  the  class  of  those  favor- 
able to  the  prayers  of  the  petitioners  on  grounds 
of  equity,  but  declaring,  because  they  are  barred 
by  the  statute  of  limitations,  that  they,  there- 
fore, ought  not  to  be  granted.] 

The  resolution  reported  by  the  Committee  of 
Claims  is  as  follows :  ' 

"  Resolved,  That  the  prayer  of  the  petitioner  ought 
not  to  be  granted." 

The  report  was  supported  by  Messrs.  Mont- 
GOMEEV,  Vaenum,  Hbuvis,  and  Baoon,  on  the 
ground  that  the  late  General  Hamilton  had  no 
claim  on  the  Government  under  the  resolu- 
tions of  the  old  Congress ;  because  he  was,  on 
the  25th  of  November,  1782,  a  delegate  in 
Congress,  and,  by  the  6th  article  of  the  Con- 
federation, incapable  of  holding,  at  the  same 
time,  a  military  commission.  He  was  in  that 
Congress,  a  member  (if  not  the  chairman)  of 
the  committee  which  reported  the_  resolutions 
under  which  his  heirs  are  now  said  to  be  en- 
titled to  compensation.  Had  no  statute  of 
limitations  ever  been  passed,  therefore,  it  was 
said  that  General  Hamilton  or  his  heirs  had  no 
claim  on  the  Government ;  because  in  accept- 
ing a  seat  in  Congress,  he  had  virtually  resigned 
his  commission  before  the  close  of  the  war. 
The  case  might  be  a  hard  one ;  but  there  were 
hundreds  of  cases  at  least  equally  so,  and  cases 
too  in  which  the  sufferers  had  not,  as  General 
Hamilton  had,  subsequently  enjoyed  lucrative 
employments  by  the  favor  of  his  country.  It 
was  said  that  Congress  ought  to  be  just  before 
they  were  generous.  Before  they  granted  a 
claim  of  this  doubtful  character,  influenced  by 


the  character  or  standing  of  the  individual,  they 
should  relieve  the  impoverished  old  soldiers 
who  daily  begged  of  tiiem  for  a  pittance  of 
bread,  whose  claims  were  equally  just  and 
whose  necessities  were  much  more  pressing. 

Mr.  BoTD  spoke  in  favor  of  the  report  of  the 
committee.  Either  the  statute  of  limitations 
was  just  or  it  was  unjust.  If  unjust,  it  ought 
to  be  repealed ;  if  just.  Congress  ought  to  be 
careful  how  they  made  exceptions  ia  favor  of 
particular  claims. . 

Messrs.  Johnson  Gholsok,  Dawson,  Shei'- 
FEY,  Gold,  Ke%  Pitk3N  and  Gaedeniee,  op- 
posed the  report  of  the  committee.  It  was  said 
that  General  Hamilton's  having  received  a 
brevet  commission  at  the  close  of  the  war  was 
evidence  of  his  having  been  considered  in  ser- 
vice until  the  end  of  the  war ;  for  unless  he 
had,  such  a  commission  could  not  have  been 
issued  to  him.  But  a  short  time  before  the 
peace,  he  was  seen  at  the  head  of  his  regiment 
gallantly  storming  a  redoubt  at  the  siege  of 
York,  and  contributed  not  a  little  to  the  cap- 
ture of  CornwaUis  and  his  army.  By  accepting 
a  seat  in  Congress  he  did  not  resign  his  com- 
mission, but  held  himself  liable  to  be  called  into 
service  at  any  time,  if  necessary.  But  if  he 
had,  from  the  best  of  motives,  accepted  a  seat 
in  Congress,  and  thereby  resigned  his  commis- 
sion, it  was  said  that  his  heirs  ought  not,  there- 
fore, to  be  deprived  of  the  compensation  equit- 
ably due  to  him.  Congress  had  extended  the 
hand  of  relief  to  the  daughters  of  Count  de 
Grasse,  who  had  no  shadow  of  a  legal  claim ; 
but  their  father  had  assisted  by  sea,  as  General 
Hamilton  did  on  the  land,  at  the  capture  of 
CornwaUis ;  they  were  in  this  country  in  dis- 
tress, and  Congress  had  reUeved  them.  Should 
the  same  relief  be  denied  to  the  representatives 
of  a  citizen  who  had  served  during  the  war, 
and  whose  legal  claim,  if  barred  at  all,  (except 
by  the  statute  of  limitations,)  was  only  barred 
by  his  zeal  in  the  service  of  his  country,  which 
prompted  him  to  accept  a  seat  in  Congress? 
The  statute  of  limitations,  it  was  said,  was  never 
intended  to  bar  Congress  from  discharging  a 
just  claim,  but  merely  to  prevent  the  account- 
ing officers  of  the  Treasury  from  allowing  all 
the  old,  and  perhaps  fraudulent  claims  which 
might  have  been  pressed  upon  them.  Every 
gentleman  who  spoke,  dwelt  upon  the  obduracy 
of  heart  and  injustice,  as  it  was  termed,  which 
could  refuse  to  the  claim  of  the  wai--wom 
soldier,  the  compensation  due  to  him  for  his 
assistance  iu  achieving  the  liberties  of  his 
country. 

Before  the  question  was  taken  on  the  report, 
the  committee  rose,  reported  progress,  and  ob- 
tained leave  to  sit  again. 
And  the  House  adjourned  to  Monday. 


Monday,  February  19. 
Banh  of  the  United  States. 
Mr.  MoNTGOMEEY,  from  the  committee  ap- 
pointed, on  the  twenty-ninth  ultimo,  on  the 
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memorial  of  the  Stockholders  of  the  Bank  of 
the  United  States,  made  a  report  thereon; 
;whioh  was  read,  and  referred  to  a  Committee  of 
the  Whole  to-morrow.  The  report  is  as  follows : 

That  in  proceeding  to  the  consideration  of  the  said 
petition,  your  committee  instructed  their  chairman  to 
address  a  letter  to  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury,  re- 
i^itesting  him  to  furnish  such  information  or  observa- 
tions as  he  might  think  proper,  in  relation  to  the 
subject-matter  thereof,  as  connected  with  the  financial 
and  commercial  interests  of  the  United  States.  In 
reply  to  which,  the  Secretary,  by  his  letter  to  the 
chairman,  referred  your  committee  to  his  former  re- 
port on  the  said  subject,  made  to  the  Senate  of  the 
United  States,  in  obedience  to  the  order  of  that 
House. 

Your  committee  have  been  attended  by  agents  of 
the  petitioners,  who,  in  addition  to  the  matters  con- 
tained in  the  petition,  have  suggested  to  your  com- 
mittee that  the  object  of  the  petitioners  was  to  obtain 
the  renewal  of  the  charter  m  its  present  form ;  that, 
for  this  renewal,  the  bank  is  willing  to  make  com- 
pensation, either  by  loans  at  a  rate  of  interest,  or  by 
a  sum  of  money  to  be  agreed  upon,  or  by  an  increase 
of  the  capital  stock,  by  a  number  of  shares  to  be 
taken  and  subscribed  for  by  the  United  States,  to  an 
amount  adequate  to  the  compensation  to  be  agreed 
upon  for  such  renewal. 

These  agents  also  suggested  that  they  were  fully 
authorized  and  empowered  to  ofifer  and  conclude  the 
terms  specifically  connected  with  these  propositions. 

Your  committee,  not  feeling  themselves  authorized 
to  enter  into  such  terms,  and  judging  that  the  ex- 
tent of  those  propositions  would  better  apply  to  the 
details  of  a  bUl,  than  to  the  adoption  of  a  principle 
to  be  first  settled  by  the  House,  have,  therefore  for- 
borne to  inquire  into  the  extent  of  the  propositions, 
and,  without  expressing  an  approbation  or  rejection 
of  these  offers,  or  giving  au  opinion  a^  to  the  plan 
and  reasoning  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury,  your 
committee  in  order  that  the  opinion  of  the  Honse  on 
this  great  national  question  may  be  declared  previous 
to  entering  into  the  details  connected  with  the  sub- 
ject, recommend  the  following  resolution : 

Resolved,  That  it  is  proper  to  make  provision  for 
continuing  the  estabUshment  of  the  Bank  of  the 
United  States,  with  offices  of  discount  and  deposit, 
under  the  regulations  necessary  for  the  beneficial 
administration  of  the  national  finances,  during  such 
time,  and  on  such  conditions,  as  may  be  defined  by  law. 


"Wedimsdat,  Feb."28. 
Amey  Da/rdin. 
Mr.  Gholsow,  from  the  committee  appointed 
on  the  seventh  of  December  last,  on  the  petition 
of  Amey  Dardin,  made  a  report  thereon ;  which 
was  read,  and  referred  to  a  Committee  of  the 
whole  House  on  Friday  next. 
The  report  is  as  follows : 

That  the  petitioner  claims  compensation  for  a  Stud- 
horse, known  by  the  name  of  Romulus,  taken  from  her 
husband,  David  Dardin,  in  the  year  1781,  for  the  use 
of  the  army  of  the  United  States.  It  appears  that  the 
said  horse  was  impressed  from  David  Dardin  for  the 
pubUc  service  by  Lieutenant  Rudder,  a  Continental 
officer,  on  the  26th  of  February,  in  the  year  aforesaid, 
and  was  then  valued  at  the  sum  of  £750  specie.  The 
horse  was  taken  to  the  army  m  North  Carolina,  then 


commanded  by  General  Greene,  who,  upon  hearing 
of  the  valuation,  ordered  the  said  horse  to  be  valued 
again,  which  valuation  was  still  higher  than  the  first ; 
whereupon  General  Greene  ordered  the  horse  to  be 
returned  to  his  former  owner,  who  called  npon  three 
persons  to  ascertain  the  damages  sustained  by  the 
use  of  his  horse,  and  they  estimated  the  damages  at 
£100.  The  said  Dardin  then  received  the  horse  as 
his  property,  and  continued  to  use  him  as  such  until 
the  18th  July,  1781,  when  another  Continental  offi- 
cer again  took  the  horse  and  gave  a  receipt  for  him, 
wherein  the  sum  of  £750  is  mentioned  as  having  been 
before  stated  as  the  appraised  value.  This  procedure 
attracted  the  attention  of  the  Executive  of  Virginia, 
and  in  December,  1782,  Benjamin  Harrison,  then 
Governor,  made  a  representation  to  General  Greene 
respecting  this  subject ;  but  the  horse  being  by  this 
time  in  the  State  of  Geor^a,  and  appUed  to  the  pub- 
lic service,  was  continued  therein,  finally  disposed  cS, 
and  never  thereafter  returned  to  the  said  owner.  It 
also  appears  that  this  claim  of  Dardin  was  referred  to 
the  Virginia  Assembly  in  1782  by  the  court  of  Meck- 
linburg  county  ;  and,  in  a  former  report  it  is  stated, 
and  believed  to  be  true,  that  Dardin  accordingly  pe- 
titioned the  Legislature  of  that  State ;  but  his  claim 
being  considered  as  coming  more  properly  against 
the  Union  than  against  any  particular  State,  he 
did  not  succeed.  He,  or  the  present  petitioner, 
was  then  advised  that  redress  might  he  obtained 
against  the  officers  who  took  the  horse,  and  a  suit  was 
instituted  in  the  High  Court  of  Chancery  of  Virginia 
for  that  purpose,  which  suit  was  depending  therein 
until  the  month  of  June  1793,  when  it  appears  to  have 
been  abandoned  and  was  dismisssed.  With  the  ex- 
ception of  the  fact  which  the  committee  have  ex- 
tracted from  a  former  report  in  this  case,  that  this 
claim  was  once  presented  to  and  rejected  by  the  Vir- 
ginia Legislature,  (which  is  deemed  a  circumstance 
of  no  particular  importance,)  all  the  foregoing  state- 
ment is  supported  by  written  documents,  which  ap- 
pear to  be  genuine  and  authentic. 

On  the  merits  of  this  claim,  your  committee  con- 
sider it  almost  superfluous  to  comment.  The  faets 
are  conclusive  in  its  favor,  and  no  obstacle  to  its  dis- 
charge can  be  conceived,  except  the  lapse  of  time  on 
this  subject.  The  committee  beg  leave  to  state,  that 
on  the  23d  July,  1787,  Congress  passed  a  resolution 
providing  that  all  persons  having  unliquidated  claims 
against  the  United  States  shall  exhibit  a  particu- 
lar abstract  thereof  to  the  Comptroller  of  the  Treas- 
ury of  the  United  States  within  one  year.  This 
was  the  first  hmitation  that  was  adopted  in  respect 
to  any  class  of  claims,  except  those  for  personal  ser- 
vices, which  had  been  barred  by  the  resolution  of  2d 
November,  1785.  The  committee  are  of  opinion 
that  this  claim  was  not  included  in  the  resolution  of 
23d  July,  1787,  because  that  resolution  mentions  only 
nnhquidated  claims  ;  and  the  present  claim  was  al- 
ways liquidated  and  certain.  The  certificate  granted 
by  the  Contmental  officer  states  the  appraisement  of 
the  horse,  made  pursuant  to  the  usage  of  the  army, 
at  the  specific  sum  of  £750  specie. 

The  next  hmitation  to  claims  against  the  United 
States,  and  which  it  is  believed  by  the  committee 
embraces  the  claim  of  the  petitioner,  is  contained  in 
the  act  of  the  12th  February,  1793,  which  took  effect 
on  the  1st  of  May,  1794.  On  the  28fli  of  February, 
1794,  the  petitioner,  instead  of  presenting  her  claim 
to  the  Treasury,  according  to  the  requisitioii  of  the 
statute  of  the  12th  of  February,  1793,  presented  it  to 
Congress,  who  took  cognizance  of  it,  and  ordered  it 
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to  lie  on  their  taWe.  Her  petition,  and  the-  only  doo- 
nments  on  which  she  could  have  succeeded  at  the 
Treasury,  were  retained  in  the  possession  of  the 
House  of  Representatives  until,  and  for  some  time 
after,  the  statute  of  limitations  began  to  operate. 
Your  committee  have  no  hesitation  in  hazarding  the 
opinion  that  in  a  case  like  this,  between  A  and  B,  he- 
fore  an  intelligent  and  upright,  and  equitable  judge, 
the  claim  would  be  most  undoubtedly  sanctioned,  as 
not  coming  within  the  spirit,  although  it  may  faU. 
within  the  strict  letter  of  the  act  of  limitation. 

Placing,  however,  this  question  out  of  view,  the 
committee  are  still  of  opinion  that  the  claim  of  the 
petitioner  ought  to  be  allowed.  They  believe  that 
when  a  claim,  founded  in  a  fair  consideration,  and 
supported  by  indisputable  evidence,  is  presented  for 
payment,  a  proper  self-respect  on  the  part  of  the  Gov- 
ernment, as  well  as  justice  to  the  claimant,  requires 
its  discharge.  They  therefore  submit  the  following 
resolution: 

Resolved,  That  the  prayer  of  the  petitioner  ought 
to  be  granted. 

Feidat,  March  2. 
Mrs.  Hamilton's  Claim. 
The  House  resolved  itself  into  a  Committee 
of  the  Whole  on  the  following  resolution  re- 
ported hy  the  Committee  of  Claims  on  the  pe- 
tition of  Elizabeth  Hamilton : 

Resolved,  That  the  prayer  of  tlie  petitioner  ought 
not  to  be  granted. 

Messrs.  Nblsott  and  Tatloe  opposed,  and 
Messrs.  Root,  Boyd,  and  Montgomeet,  sup- 
ported the  report — each  at  considerable  extent. 

At  length  the  question  was  taken  in  com- 
mittee, and  the  report  disagreed  to,  60  to  52. 
The  committee  rose,  and  reported  their  dis- 
agreement. 

The  House  concurred  with  the  Committee 
of  the  Whole  in  their  disagreement — yeas  62, 
nays  52. 

After  some  conversation  as  to  the  proper 
course  now  to  be  pursued, 

Mr.  Gholson  moved  that  the  Committee  of 
Claims  be  instructed  to  report  a  bUl,  pursuant 
to  the  prayer  of  Elizabeth  Hamilton. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to  by  yeas  and  nays — 
61  to  46, 


Feidat,  March  9. 

The  bill  sent  from  the  Senate,  entitled:! 'An 
act  for  the  relief  of  Charles  Minifie,"  was  read 
twice,  and  committed  to  the  Committee  of 
Claims. 

Torpedoes. 

The  bai  from  the  Senate,  entitled  "  An  act 
making  appropriation  for  the  purpose  of  trying 
the  practical  use  of  the  torpedo,  or  submarine 
explosion,"  was  read  the  first  time. 

A  motion  was  made  by  Mr.  LrvBEMOEE,  that 
the  bm  be  rejected  ;  and  the  question  being 
taken  thereon,  it  was  determined  in  the  nega- 
tive—yeas 27,  nays  76. 

The  bill  was  then  read  the  second  tune,  and 
committed  to  a  Committee  of  the  Whole  on 
Monday  next.  ' 


MoNDAT,  March  12. 
Another  member,  to  wit,  from  Virginia,  Johh 
Randolph,  appeared,  and  took  his  seat  in  the 
House. 


Wbdnesdat,  March  14. 
Olai/mfor  Indian  Depredations. 
Mr.  WiTHBESPOON,  from  the  committee  ap- 
pointed on  the  fourteenth  ultimo,  on  the  peti- 
tion of  Alexander  Scott,  made  a  report  thereon, 
which  was  read,  and  referred  to  a  Committee 
of  the  Whole  on  Friday  next.  The  report  is  as 
follows : 

That  in  the  month  of  February,  1794,  WiUiam 
Scott,  James  Pettigiew,  and  John  Pettigrew,  of  South 
Carolina,  left  that  State,  with  a  view  of  establishing 
themselves  in  the  present  Mississippi  Territory,  and 
took  with  them  twenty-one  negro  slaves,  with  goods' 
and  chattels  to  the  value  of  more  than  one  thousand 
dollars ;  that  they  proceeded  in  safety  on  their  jour- 
ney as  far  as.  the  Muscle  Shoals,  on  the  river  Ten- 
nessee, where  they  were  attacked,  about  the  9th  of 
June,  1794,  by  a  party  of  Cherokee  Indians,  who 
put  to  death  all  the  white  people  of  the  family,  and 
took  possession  of  and  carried  away  the  negroes  and 
other  property.  It  appears,  also,  to  your  committee, 
that  repeated  endeavors  have  been  made,  at  very 
great  expense,  to  recover  the  aforesaid  property, 
without  any  other  success  than  the  recovery  of  a  negro 
child ;  and  that  the  persons  legally  entitled  to  the 
said  property  are  forever  foreclosed  froni  any  remedy 
by  which  to  recover  the  same,  in  consequence  of  the 
stipulations  of  the  ninth  article  of  a  treaty  made  with 
the  Cherokee  Indians  on  the  2d  day  of  October,  1798, 
which  article  is  in  the  following  words  :  "  It  is  mu- 
tually agreed  between  the  parties  that  the  horses 
stolen,  and  not  returned  within  ninety  days,  shall  be 
paid  for  at  the  rate  of  sixty  dollars  each.  If  stolen 
by  a  white  man,  citizen  of  the  United  States,  the  In- 
dian proprietor  shall  be  paid  in  ca^  ;  and  if  stolen 
by  an  Indian  from  a  citizen,  to  be  deducted,  as  ex- 
pressed in  the  fourth  article  of  the  Treaty  of  Phila- 
delphia. This  article  shall  have  retrospect  to  the 
commencement  of  the  first  conferences  at  this  place 
in  the  present  year,  and  no  further.  And  all  animos- 
ities, aggressions,  thefts,  and  plunderings,  prior  to 
that  day,  shall  cease,  and  be  no  longer  remembered  or 
demanded  on  either  side."  By  the  above-recited  ar- 
ticle, the  petitioners  are  wholly  deprived  of  redress  in 
the  premises.  If  there  existed  any  tribunal  of  jus- 
tice before  whom  the  case  could  be  brought,  the  right 
of  the  petitioners  to  the  said  negro  slaves  and  their 
increase  would  doubtless  be  established.  But  there 
is  no  court  within  the  United  States  having  cogni- 
zance of  an  action  for  the  recovery  of  property  held 
within  the  Indian  boimdary.  Neither  is  it  in  the 
power  of  the  petitioners  to  avail  themselves  of  force 
or  stratagem,  whereby  to  regain  possession  of  the 
aforesaid  slaves  and  their  increase,  because  they 
would  be  liable  to  punishment  for  a  violation  of  the 
statute  of  the  United  States  regulating  intercourse 
with  the  Indian  tribes.  From  these  premises,  it  ap- 
peared to  your  committee  that  the  petitioners  have 
an  undoubted  right  to  the  above-mentioned  slaves 
and  their  increase,  and  that  they  have  been  depriv- 
ed of  aU  remedy  for  their  recovery  by  the  acts  of 
the  Qovemment  of  the  United  States  ;  that  the  vol- 
untary renunciation  of  their  rights  by  the  Govern- 
ment gives  to  the  petitioners  a  fair  claim  on  the 
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Govomment  for  indemnification.  Your  committee, 
therefore,  tinder  an  impression  that  the  aforesaid 
slaves  would  be  delivered  to  the  agent  of  the  United 
States  for  Indian  Affairs  among  the  Cherokee  In- 
dians upon  conditions  more  favorable  to  the  United 
States  than  a  full  remuneration  of  their  value  to  the 
petitioners,  respectfiilly  submit  the  following  resolu- 
tion : 

Resolved,  That  the  prayer  of  the  petitioner  is  rea- 
sonable, and  that  the  President  of  the  United  States 
be  authorized  and  requested  to  treat,  by  such  com- 
missioner as  he  shall  appoint,  for  the  deliveiy  to  the 
rightful  owners  of  the  slaves  and  their  increase  taken 
from  William  Scott,  James  Pettigrew,  and  John 
Pettigrew,  on  or  about  the  9th  of  June,  1794,  by  a 
party  of  the  Cherokee  nation  of  Indians,  at  or  near 
the  Muscle  Shoals,  on  the  river  Tennessee,  upon  such 
equitable  conditions  as  to  him  shall  appear  just  and 
reasonable. 


Feidat,  March  16. 
Mrs.  Hamilton's  GlaAm. 

The  House  resolved  itself  into  a  Committee 
of  the  Whole,  on  the  bill  for  the  relief  of  Eliza- 
beth Hamilton. 

Messrs.  Smuib,  Boot,  W.  Alston,  Baomi, 
Maoon,  Clat,  and  Boyd,  opposed  the  bill,  and 
Messrs.  Johnson,  Shbffby,  and  Nelson,  sup- 
ported it. 

The  committee  rose  about  four  o'clock,  and 
reported  the  bill. 

Mr.  Maoon  moyed  to  amend  the  said  bill  by 
striking  out  the  following  words :  "five  years' 
full  pay  for  the  services  of  her  said  deceased 
husband  as  a  Lieutenant  Colonel  in  the  Revolu- 
tionary war,  which  five  years'  full  pay  is  the 
commutation  of  his  half-pay  for  life ; "  for  the 
purpose  of'inserting,  "  whatever  may  be  due  to 
her  for  his  services  as  an  officer  during  the  Rev- 
olutionary war." 

Mr.  Gholson  called  for  a  division  of  the 
question. 

And  the  motion  to  strike  put  was  negatived, 
yeas  57,  nays  64. 

Mr.  W.  Alston  moved  to  amend  the  bill  by 
adding  the  following  proviso : 

"Provided,  That  it  shall  be  made  to  appear,  to  the 
satisfaction  of  the  accounting  officers  of  the  Treasury 
Department,  that  the  said  Alexander  Hamilton  ever 
was  entitled  to  half  pay  or  commutation." 

The  question  on  Mr.  Alston's  amendment 
was  decided  in  the  negative — yeas  55,  nays 
66. 

And  on  motion,  the  House  then  adjourned, 
about  five  o'clock. 


Satuedat,  March  IT. 
Amey  Ba/rdkHs  Claim. 
The  bill  for  the  relief  of  Amey  Dardin  was 
read  a  third  time. 

Ml-.  Stanford  moved  to  recommit  the  bill  to 
obtain  a  more  particular  report  on  the  claim 
than  had  been  made.    Motion  negatived. 

The  passage  of  the  bill  was  opposed  by  Messrs. 
Maoon,  Bacon,  Piokman,  and  Stanfobd,  and 


advocated  by  Messrs.  Gholson,  Smilie,  "W.  Al- 
ston, and  Sheffet. 

[It  was  opposed  on  three  grounds — the  main 
objection  being  that  it  opened  the  statute  of 
limitations ;  2,  that  the  claim  ought  not  to  be 
allowed,  because  the  horse,  for  which  compen- 
sation was  asked,  might  have  been  reclaimed  if 
the  deceased  Mr.  Dardin  had  chosen  to  have 
received  it ;  8,  that  interest  ought  not  to  be  al- 
lowed on  the  sum  at  which  the  horse  was  val- 
ued.] 

The  bill  was  passed — ^yeas  82,  nays  24. 

Mrs.  Bamiltoti's  Claim. 

The  consideration  of  the  bill  for  the  relief  of 
Mrs.  Hamilton  was  called  for. 

Mr.  Wtnn  moved  to  adjourn.    For  it,  23. 

Mr.  Root  moved  to  postpone  the  farther  con- 
sideration of  it  till  Friday  next.  Negatived,  5t 
to  43. 

Mr.  Root  opposed  the  bill  at  length,  and  Mr. 
FiSK  replied. 

The  question  "  Shall  the  bill  be  engrossed  for 
a  third  reading? "  was  then  taken  and  carried, 
by  yeas  and  nays. 

On  the  question,  when  the  bill  should  be  read 
a  third  time,  Mr.  Root  named  Friday,  and  Mr. 
Nelson  to-day. 

For  Friday  44— For  Monday  50. 

To-day  was  fixed  as  the  day ;  and  a  motion 
was  made  by  Mr.  T.  Moobe  to  adjourn.  Lost, 
63  to  50. 

The  bill  was  read  a  third  time  and  passed,  63 
to  53,  the  votes  being  precisely  the  same  as 
those  last  taken,  except  that  Mr.  R.  Bbown  was 
absent  on  this  vote. 


Monday,  March  26. 
Torpedo  Ea^eriment. 

The  bill  making  an  appropriation  for  the  pur- 
pose of  making  an  experiment  on  the  practical 
use  of  the  torpedo,  or  submarine  explosion,  was 
taken  up. 

Mr.  Dana  said  that  the  question  now  before 
the  House  did  not  relate  to  any  degree  of  repu- 
tation which  any  individual  might  claim  for  any 
invention,  nor  to  any  interest  he  might  have  in 
any  discovery  he  had  made.  The  question  was, 
whether  this  proposition  now  appeared  before 
the  House  under  sach  circumstances  that  they 
should  step  out  of  the  ordinary  course  of  en- 
couragement, given  by  law  to  inventors,  to  pro- 
vide the  means  of  making  an  experiment  at  the 
public  expense.  This,  Mr.  D.  said,  was  the 
simple  inquiry  to  be  made ;  and,  however  emi- 
nent or  distinguished  in  the  walks  of  science,  or 
however  irradiated  by  the  splendor  of  genius, 
it  belonged  to  no  individual  to  demand  of  the 
Legislature  that  they  should  adopt  any  system 
previous  to  its  utility  being  ascertained.  No 
individual  could  arrogate  it  to  himself;  and, 
when  any  individual  pressed  himself  upon  the 
Legislature,  it  was  a  question  whether  this  ex- 
periment was  worthy  to  be  made ;  whether  the 
invention  promised  any  possible  good  worthy 
of  this  experiment. 
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Mr.  D.  said  he  had  no  -wisli  to  detain  the 
House,  but  he  had  really  doubted,  for  himself, 
whether,  with  the  views  he  entertained  on  this 
subject,  it  was  compatible  with  the  respect  due 
to  the  House  to  withhold  some  of  the  senti- 
ments which  occurred  to  him  in  opposition  to 
this  bill.  In  every  instance  in  which  a  sum  of 
money  had  heretofore  been  appropriated  to  en- 
courage inventions,  it  had  been  for  some  object 
admitted  to  be  of  value,  for  something  intended 
to  be  of  use,  and  which,  prior  to  making  the 
appropriation  in  relation  to  it,  had  been,  in  a 
degree,  examined.  This,  however,  was  a  thing 
which,  on  the  face  of  it,  appropriated  a  sum  of 
money  for  the  purpose  of  making  experiments 
to  ascertain  the  use  of  the  invention.  It  was 
therefore,  perhaps,  the  first  appropriation  of  the 
kind  ever  proposed. 

Mr.  D.  said  he  did  not  perceive  that  any  ex- 
periment could  be  made,  in  time  of  peace,  to 
ascertain  this  thing,  so  as  to  decide  the  question 
of  the  practical  use  of  the  torpedo ;  for,  with 
respect  to  every  question  stated  in  the  publica- 
tion laid  on  the  table,  with  respect  to  any  prin- 
ciple which  the  inventor  proposed  to  establish 
by  any  specific  experiment,  with  respect  to  any 
question  which  related  to  natural  agents  or  their 
physical  eflfeot,  he  thought  it  proper  to  admit 
the  whole. 

In  the  first  place,  Mr.  D.  said  that  he  admit- 
ted that  the  explosive  force  of  gunpowder,  placed 
at  the  keel,  might  destroy  any  ship.  Another 
thing  he  would  admit,  that  a  person  might  de- 
posit powder  in  a  metallic  case,  which  should 
remain  under  water ;  that  the  case  might  be 
made  water-tight,  and  that  the  clock-work  con- 
tained in  it.  might  be  put  in  motion.  He  would 
admit,  also,  that  this  machine  might  be  balanced 
so  that  its  gravity  should  be  nearly  equal  to  that 
of  the  water;  that  the  action  of  the  current  or 
tide  might  bear  such  a  magazine,  so  specifi- 
cally apportioned,  beneath  the  bottom  of  the 
vesseL 

But,  when  aU  these  things  were  admitted, 
Mr.  Dana  said  that  he  did  not  perceive  that 
any  one  point  was  gained  as  respected  the  ob- 
ject of  the  experiment,  for  it  must  be  consider- 
ed that  all  this  experiment  could  only  go  to  de- 
cide the  action  of  natxiral  physical  powers, 
where  the  efforts  of  genius  were  not  com- 
bined. 

As  respects  the  whole  of  the  thing  itself,  as 
far  as  I  understand  it,  I  perceive  nothing  new 
in  it.  I  do  not  conceive  that,  on  this  subject, 
there  is  any  thing  very  novel  in  point  of  princi- 
ple. There  may  be  something  in  the  modifica- 
tion of  it;  but,  as  respects  the  main  prmciple, 
there  is  nothing  new.  The  idea  was  started 
during  the  war  of  the  American  Kevolution,  and 
various  experiments  were  made  on  it.  The 
Oommander-in-Ohief  of  the  Army  of  the  United 
States,  at  that  time,  was  not,  as  I  have  under- 
stood impressed  himself  with  much  confidence 
in  the  experiment.  But  a  gentleman  of  liis 
family,  and  an  oflBcer  of  his  army,  who  had 
more  confidence  in  it,  made  the  experiment; 


and,  ultimately,  the  experiment  was  pretty  much 
given  up. 

As  he  did  not  speak  at  random,  Mr.  D.  asked 
leave  to  call  the  attention  of  the  House  to  the 
principles  of  the  invention  of  David  BushneU, 
of  Connecticut.  [Mr.  D.  here  read,  from  the 
PhilosopMcal  Transactions,  an  account  of  a 
machine  invented  by  Mr.  BushneU,  in  many 
respects  similar  to  that  invented  by  Mr.  Pul- 
ton.] 

The  principal  difference  between  these  two 
inventions,  ilLr.  D.  said,  appeared  to  be  in  the 
mode  of  conveying  the  machine  to  the  keel  of 
the  ship.  The  plan  of  Mr.  Fulton  was,  instead 
of  conveying  it  by  means  of  a  diving-boat,  to 
convey  it  by  the  action  of  the  current  to  the 
place  where  it  was  to  operate.  To  do  this  ho 
proposed  two  modes.  As  respected  the  first, 
the  action  of  the  current  on  the  torpedo  placed 
obhquely,  Mr.  D.  said  he  had  no  doubt.  It  was 
the  principle  on  which  the  helmsman  steers  his 
ship,  and  the  seaman  manages  his  sails;  the 
principle  on  which  boats  are  made  to  pass  fer- 
ries by  the  obUque  action  of  the  current.  As 
respected  the  second  mode,  the  use  of  the 
harpoon-gun,  there  was  no  novelty  in  that  cer- 
tainly. It  had  been  used  in  Europe  in  the 
whale  fishery,  where  they  were  not  trained  in 
this  species  of  fishing  so  as  to  produce  dexteri- 
ty in  throwing  the  harpoon.  Premiums  had 
been  given,  and  attempts  made  to  discharge  a 
harpoon  from  a  ring  and  rope  attached  to  it,  at 
the  distance  of  ten  fathoms,  which  was  a  great- 
er distance  than  the  most  experienced  and  skil- 
ful could  strike  with  effect. 

The  question  which  Mr.  D.  said  he  proposed, 
was,  whether  obstacles  could  not  be  interposed 
by  naval  men.  As  respected  firing  the  harpoon- 
gun,  he  should  suppose  it  a  want  of  skill  or  at- 
tention in  the  experiment  if  it  failed  to  take  ef- 
fect. That  a  harpoon  might  be  fired  into  a 
vessel,  that  the  torpedo  would  go  under  her, 
and  that  a  vessel  which  could  be  bought  for 
$5,000,  might  be  blown  up  in  this  way,  he  had 
no  doubt ;  but  when  all  this  is  done,  what  does 
it  ascertain  ?  As  respects  making  a  torpedo, 
any  person  who  is  in  the  neighborhood  of  a 
good  gun  and  locksmith,  and  has  good  powder, 
can  construct  one.  Mr.  D.  said  he  did  not  see 
the  necessity  of  spending  this  sum  of  money 
rather  for  amusement  than  for  any  thing  else. 
He  did  not  see  the  necessity  of  it,  because  he 
did  not  perceive  any  one  thing  to  be  learnt 
from  an  experiment.  He  was,  therefore,  against 

Mr.  Lton  said  that  the  gentleman  from  Con- 
necticut had  shown  his  own  conviction  of  the 
utility  of  torpedoes,  and  it  would  be  worth 
while  to  give  five  thousand  dollars  to  establish 
the  same  conviction  in  others,  ff  I  had  the 
twentieth  part  of  the  certainty  on  the  subject 
which  that  gentleman  has,  said  Mr,  L.,  I  should 
not  vote  for  the  experiment.  I  have  no  desire, 
in  voting  for  any  thing  of  this  kind,  to  give  up 
any  other  kind  of  defence.  I  know  it  is  all-im- 
portant in  us  to  defend  our  ports  and  harbors. 
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If  it  was  not  for  our  extensive  seaooast,  I  should 
not  be  so  extremely  averse  to  going  to  war.  I 
would  leave  no  means  untried  to  protect  this 
seacoast.  However  little  the  hope  might  be,  if 
there  was  the  least  thing  to  hang  hope  on,  I 
would  give  $5,000  for  the  experiment.  I  have 
voted  for  the  highest  sum  ever  called  for,  for 
the  defence  of  New  York;  but  still,  when  I 
look  to  the  steeples  of  the  fine  churches,  and  to 
the  banks,  &c.,  of  that  city,  exposed  as  it  is  and 
must  be,  I  am  struck  with  horror..  Notwith- 
standing all  the  exertions  which  have  ever  been 
made  for  them,  they  must  still  be  insecure.  If 
$5,000  would  carry  conviction  as  far  on  the  rest 
of  the  House  as  with  the  gentleman  from  Con- 
necticut, the  money  would  be  well  laid  out  to 
enable  us  to  go  on  with  a  further  experiment 
of  this  plan. 

The  gentleman  from  Connecticut  read  a  long 
history  of  the  torpedo  experiment  made  many 
years  ago.  I  believe,  sir,  Mr.  Fulton  has  but 
little  merit  in  originating  the  thing.  Let  gen- 
tlemen recollect  what  an  alarm  this  thing  made, 
and  how  uneasy  the  British  were  during  the 
Revolutionary  war,  tUl  they  thought  they  had 
got  rid  of  these  machines,  I  cannot  forget  the 
alarm  which  they  excited,  and  will  take  the- 
liberty  to  quote  Hopkinson  on  the  subject,  who 
was  a  witness  to  the  transaction : 

"  'T  was  early  day,  as  poets  say, 

Just  when  the  sun  was  rising, 
A  soldier  stood  on  log  of  wood, 

And  saw  a  sight  sutprising, 

"  As  in  amaze  he  stood  to  gaze, 

The  truth  can't  be  denied,  sir, 
He  spied  a  score  of  kegs,  or  more. 

Come  floating  down  the  tide,  sir. 

"  A  sailor,  too,  in  jerkin  blue, 
The  strange  appearance  viewing, 

First  damn'd  his  eyes,  in  great  surprise, 
Then  said — '  some  mischief's  brewing.' 

"  These  kegs  now  hold  the  rebels  bold, 

Fack'd  up  like  pickled  herring, 
And  they  're  come  down,  t'  attack  the  town 

In  this  new  way  of  feny'ng. 

"  The  soldier  flew — the  sailor  too, 

And,  scar'd  almost  to  death,  sir, 
Wore  out  their  shoes  to  spread  the  news, 

And  ran  till  out  of  breath,  sir. 

"  Now  up  and  down,  throughout  the  town. 

Most  frantic  scenes  were  acted ; 
And  some  ran  here,  and  some  ran  there, 

Like  men  almost  distracted. 

"  Some  fire  cried,  which  some  denied, 

But  said  the  earth  had  quaked ; 
And  girls  and  boys,  with  lUdeous  noise, 

Kan  through  the  town  half  naked."  &c.  &o. 

If  a  parcel  of  kegs,  in  those  days,  alarmed 
them  so  much,  what  will  Fulton's  torpedoes  do 
now? 

Mr.  MoKiM  said,  that  what  had  fallen  from 
the  gentleman  from  Connecticut  had  operated 
powerfully  on  his  mmd  to  satisfy  him  of  the 


propriety  of  the  appropriation.  He  says,  ob- 
served Mr.  McK.,  that  he  has  no  doubt  they 
will  produce  the  desired  effect.  Now,  sir,  when 
I  am  informed,  from  so  respectable  a  source,  of 
their  effect  when  properly  placed  under  the  ship, 
I  am  induced  to  vote  for  this  appropriation.  If 
one  of  these  machines  in  a  hundred  should  take 
effect,  the  object  would  be  perfectly  gained.  If 
we  could  only  blow  up  one  or  two  in  a  squad- 
ron, we  should  not  hereafter  be  disturbed  by 
British  squadrons  in  our  waters.  I  have  listen- 
ed with  great  pleasure  to  the  lecture  of  the  gen- 
tleman on  pneumatics,  hydraulics,  &c.,  for  I 
know  not  where  I  could  have  derived  so  much 
information  as  from  that  gentleman,  and  I  take 
the  opportunity  of  returning  my  thanks  to 
him. 

Mr.  FisK  said  he  was  against  the  bill,  but 
from  different  reasons  than  other  gentlemen 
were.  I  do  believe,  said  he,  that  in  some  cases, 
the  anchored  torpedoes  may  be  effectual ;  but  I 
do  not  believe  that  any  thing  to  result  from  this 
bill  wiU  be  of  service  to  the  country.  I  do  not 
entertain  any  doubt  that  a  vessel  may  be  blown 
up.  The  explosion  will  take  place,  the  wreck 
will  be  left  in  the  bed  of  the  river,  and  it  may 
cost  $5,000  to  raise  it,  or  it  may  remain  as  an 
obstacle  to  the  invasion  of  the  capital.  If  Con- 
gress are  at  this  time  seriously  to  resort  to  the 
torpedo  system  of  defence,  let  us  doit  in  a  more 
serious  manner ;  let  us  make  a  respectable  pro- 
vision to  purchase  torpedo  munition,  and  create 
a  torpedo  corps  under  certain  regulations.  We 
have  got  military  and  naval  armaments ;  let  us 
make  a  torpedo  armament.  At  the  same  time, 
it  was  but  justice  to  the  inventor  to  say,  that 
he  considered  the  anchored  torpedo  as  a  very 
nseftd  invention.  Mr.  F.  moved  to  recommit 
the  bill,  to  inquire  into  the  propriety  of  appro- 
priating such  a  sum  of  money  as  the  Secretary 
of  the  Navy  should  deem  adequate  to  the  object, 
for  the  sum  proposed  certainly  was  not. 

Mr.  Qotnot  said  he  agreed  with  the  gentle- 
man from  New  York  in  his  opposition  to  tho 
bill,  because,  if  a  fair  experiment  was  intended, 
the  appropriation  was  totally  insufficient.  This 
ilioming,  in  a  conversation  with  the  Secretary 
of  the  Navy,  I  understood  that  this  sum  will  not 
enable  a  vessel  to  be  placed  in  that  situation 
which  win  give  a  fair  experiment.  If  we  pass 
this  bill,  it  vrill  be  utterly  useless  to  the  pur- 
pose proposed.  If  the  object  be  to  have  gentle- 
men who  never  saw  such  a  thing  gratified  with 
an  explosion,  that  object  will  be  attained,  but 
no  other.  Let  us  have  an  estimate  from  the 
Secretary  of  the  Navy  of  the  probable  expense, 
or  the  whole  sum  appropriated  may  be  lost,  and 
the  law  will  prove  utterly  disgraceful  to  those 
who  passed  it. 

Mr.  HoLiAND  said  he  had  understood  from 
the  torpedo  inventor  himself,  that  $5,000  would 
be  amply  sufficient. 

Mr.  Dana  said  he  ha^  no  belief  that  any  ves- 
sel could  be  purchased  for  five  thousand  dollars, 
on  which  a  sufficient  experiment  could  be  made. 
He  conceived  that  the  experiment  could  only 
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be  made  in  hostile  operations.  We  are  told 
that  these  torpedoes  would  destroy  the  navy  in 
the  British  channel.  Do  we  doubt  the  in- 
Teteraoy  of  the  French  hatred  of  the  British 
navy  when  it  has  existed  so  many  years  ?  If 
this  invention  would  command  the  British 
Channel — and  millions  are  but  dust  in  the  bal- 
ance for  this  object — to  enable  Bonaparte  to 
strike  at  the  British  soil,  why  has  not  the  in- 
vention been  patronized  by  France?  It  has 
been  rejected  by  France,  and  rejected  by  Eng- 
land after  an  expense  of  hundreds  of  thousands 
of  dollars — and  now  are  we  to  take  it  up  ?  It 
is  as  a  stationary  resistance  to  be  made  to  a 
naval  force  where  there  are  fortresses  also,  that 
the  torpedo  may  be  made  use  of,  if  they  can  be 
nsed  at  aU ;  where  chains,  or  chevaux-de-frises 
are  made  use  of,  it  may  be  made  use  of  as  auxil- 
iary to  other  aids  in  terrifying  the  enemy.  As 
to  setting  these  machines  afloat,  firing  harpoons 
into  vessels,  calculating  the  chance  of  boats 
getting  away  when  a  single  shot  may  send  them 
to  the  bottom,|I  have  no  opinion  of  it  at  all. 

Mr.  Lyon  said  he  would  not  vote  for  recom- 
mitment, not  that  he  had  not  rather  that  ten 
thousand  dollars  were  appropriated  than  five 
thousand;  but  the  House  had  the  Senate's 
opinion  on  that  point  before  them.  He  agreed 
with  gentlemen  entirely,  that  there  never  could 
be  a  complete  experiment  until  time  of  war. 
But  that  was  no  reason  why  we  should  not, 
before  war  came,  be  in  a  fair  state  to  try  the 
experiment  in  war. 

Mr.  FiSK  said  he  had  not  seen  the  experiment 
which  had  been  made  in  New  York,  but  he  had 
conversed  with  hundreds  who  had.  He  had  no 
doubt  but  the  invention  might  be  useful,  but 
how  was  its  ntihty  to  be  ascertained,  unless  in 
the  vessel  to  be  attacked,  there  was  a  crew  pre- 
pared to  resist  the  approach  of  the  boats,  or 
prevent  the  operation  of  the  torpedo?  The  na- 
tion would  be  no  more  convinced  of  their  utility 
after  an  expenditure  of  five  thousand  dollars 
ihaja  they  now  are.  It  is  because  I  have  con- 
fidence in  the  efiect  of  anchored  torpedoes, 
that  I  am  for  recommitting  the  biU.  By  pass- 
ing the  bin  as  it  is,  we  shall  demonstrate  noth- 
ing but  the  expenditure  of  money.  I  am  for 
making  an  actual  experiment  on  an  enemy's 
vessel.  To  attack  a  well-manned  frigate,  is  a 
very  different  thing  from  attacking  an  old  hulk, 
perfectly  at  the  disposal  of  the  projectors.  If 
we  were  to  pass  a  bill  constructing  a  torpedo 
corps,  and  offering  a  bounty  on  every  ship 
blown  up,  it  would  be  much  better  calculated 
to  make  an  impression  of  our  seriousness  than 

Mr.  Taixmadge  said,  that  having  been  absent 
from  the  House  at  the  time  this  bill  was  first 
iatroduced,  he  knew  not  what  arguments  had 
been  offered  in  favor  of  it.  He  said  he  was  al- 
ways ready  to  encourage  inventions,  &c.,  but 
■when  a  measure  was  presented  which  had  no 
novelty  in  it,  he  could  not  be  satisfied  to  give  a 
ffllent  vote  on  the  bUl  for  encouraging  i^ 

My  honorable  colleague  stated  fairly  t^e  prin- 


ciples on  which  the  submarine  boat  was  con- 
structed ;  and  I  believe,  said  Mr.  T.,  that  there 
is  no  gentleman  in  this  House  who  doubts  the 
power  of  gunpowder,  placed  under  the  bottom 
of  a  vessel,  to  destroy  it.  I  have  seen  it  tried 
during  the  war  in  a  great  variety  of  ways.  I 
became  perfectly  satisfied  that  the  principle  was 
just ;  the  only  difficulty  was  to  place  the  maga- 
zine in  such  a  situation  that  it  should  have  the 
greatest  possible  effect. 

I  well  recollect  that,  in  1777,  when  Bushnell 
was  called  o^to  make  an  experiment  on  a  Brit- 
ish brig  of  thirty-two  guns,  lying  in  North  river, 
a  detachment  of  troops  was  directed  to  proceed 
down  the  river  to  enable  him  to  make  the  ex- 
periment free  from  interruption.  I  had  the 
honor  to  command  the  detachment,  and  con- 
tinued there  one  month.  The  object  of  the 
troops  under  my  immediate  command  was  to 
keep  off  aU  hostile  persons,  whether  of  the  ene- 
my or  persons  unfriendly  to  the  invention,  that 
he  might  have  every  opportunity  to  make  his 
experiment  with  success.  His  object  was  at 
ebb  tide  to  get  into  the  river  a  boat  con- 
structed for  the  purpose,  and  pass  down  the 
river,  and,  if  possible,  fix  his  magazine  of 
powder  to  the  bottom  of  the  enemy's  vessel. 
He  tried  it  over  and  over  again.  Sometimes  he 
would  entirely  miss  the  vessel ;  sometimes  he 
would  come  so  near  that  he  would  get-  intimi- 
dated and  retire  again;  till,  sir,  I  became  so 
heartily  sick  of  the  business,  and  of  that  sort  of 
.duty,  that  I  wished  the  boat  and  men  were 
both  at  the  bottom  of  the  ocean.  I  state  this 
to  show  the  diflBculty,  danger,  and  what  I  my- 
self conceive  to  be  the  impossibility  of  placing 
the  magazine  under  the  vessel.  So  much  for 
this;  and  I  take  Mr.  Fulton's  machine  to  be 
bottomed  precisely  on  the  same  principle,  the 
difference  only  being  in  the  mode  of  application. 

I  have  no  idea  of  laughing  the  subject  out  of 
the  House ;  but  how  can  gentlemen  see  the 
least  probability  of  success  in  the  invention? 
Suppose  a  frigate  at  anchor,  and  a  few  boats 
endeavoring  to  harpoon  this  vessel.  Do  gen- 
tlemen suppose  that  boats  can  approach  without 
the  most  imminent  danger?  And,  granting 
that  the  harpoon  strikes,  where  is  aU  the  nau- 
tical skill  of  the  men  when  they  see  this,  if  they 
do  not  prevent  it  from  taking  effect.  Suppose 
a  perfectly  sure  shot,  and  that  the  harpoon 
should  be  fastened  in  the  bow,  is  it  possible 
that  the  rope  to  which  the  torpedo  is  attached 
would  not  be  cut,  and  the  torpedo  left  to  fioat 
below  perfectly  harmless  ?  Do  gentlemen  con- 
sider harpooning  a  vessel  to  be  like  harpooning 
a  whale,  which  has  no  men  on  board  of  it  to 
take  out  the  harpoon  ?  I  cannot  bring  myself 
to  believe  it  possible  that  a  crew  on  board  a 
ship  could  see  all  around  her,  and  yet  permit  a 
torpedo  to  be  attached  to  her  and  place  her  in 
such  a  condition  as  to  be  liable  to  be  totally  de- 
stroyed with  every  person  on  board. 

It  does  seem  to  me  that  this  sort  of  phUoso- 
phical  experiment  ought  not  to  be  gone  into  by 
this  House.    If  it  be  necessary  to  employ  any- 
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thing  it  would  be  vastly  preferable  that  we 
should  not  go  through  all  this  solemn  _  farce  of 
passing  a  law  for  the  purpose  of  exhibiting  a  sort 
of  playful  experiment,  and  there  is  probably  a 
day  of  our  time  to  be  devoted  to  it,  when,  in 
truth,  ho  solid  advantages  can  accrue  from  it. 
I  am  unwilliJag  on  another  ground,  because  the 
thing  itself  would  expose  the  Government  to  a 
sort  of  ridicule.  If  we  pass  this  bUl,  and  the 
experiment  be  made ;  if  a  brig  be  bought  for 
this  money  and  totally  destroyed,  there  will  still 
be  as  much  proof  wanting  to  demonstrate  that 
this  is  an  experiment  on  which  we  can  rely,  as 
there  was  before.  I  am  against  it  on  another 
ground  :  that  if  we  trust  to  this  kind  of  doubt- 
ful defence,  we  shall  get  into  the  habit  of  giving 
up  the  more  substantial  defence  of  the  country. 
This  is  my  solid  reason  for  voting  against  this 
bill.  No  one  ever  yet  found  any  way  of  getting 
along  in  solid  defence  but  by  solid  preparation. 
I  should  rather  come  into  honorable  combat 
than  fight  with  this  underhand  explosion,  when 
especially  there  is  so  much  doubt  in  it.  If  an 
experiment  could  be  made,  however,  without 
all  this  solemn  farce,  I  do  not  know  that  I 
should  have  any  objection  to  it. 

The  motion  for  recommitment  was  lost — 50 
to  45. 

The  question  on  the  passage  of  the  bill  was 
then  taken  by  yeas  and  nays,  and  decided  in 
the  affirmative — ^yeas  65,  nays  53. 


WBDisrESDAT,  March  28, 
Mrst  Meridia/n. 
Mr.  PiTKiN',  from  the  committee  to  whom 
was  referred,  on  the  25th  of  January  last,  the 
memorial  of  "William  Lambert,  made  the  follow- 
ing report  thereon : 

That  the  memorialist  states  that,  for  the  purpose  of 
laying  a  foundation  for  the  establishment  of  a  first 
meridian  for  the  United  States  of  America,  at  the 
seat  of  Government,  he  has  made  calculations  to  de- 
termine the  longitude  of  the  Capitol,  in  the  City  of 
Washington,  from  Greenwich  Observatory,  in  Eng- 
land; and  that  he  submits  the  same,  together  irith 
the  data  and  elements  on  -which  his  calculations  are 
made,  to  the  consideration  and  patronage  of  the  Na- 
tional Legislature. 

The  committee  have  deemed  the  subject  worthy 
the  attention  of  Congress,  and  would,  therefore,  beg 
leave  to  observe,  that  the  necessity  of  the  establish- 
ment of  a  first  meridian,  or  meridian  which  should 
pass  through  some  particular  place  on  the  globe, 
from  which  geographers  and  navigators  could  com- 
pute or  reckon  longitude,  is  too  obvious  to  need  elu- 
cidation. 

The  ancient  Greek  geographers  placed  their  first 
meridian  to  pass  through  one  of  the  islands,  which 
were  by  them  called  the  Fortunate  Islands,  since 
called  the  Canaries.  Those  islands  were  situated  as 
far  west  as  any  lands  that  had  then  been  discovered, 
or  were  known  by  ancient  navigators  in  that  part  of 
the  world. 

They  reckoned  their  longitude  east,  from  Heria  or 
Junonia,  one  of  these  islands  supposed  to  he  the 
present  Island  of  Teneriffe. 

The  Arabians,  it  is  said,  fixed  their  first  meridian 


at  the  most  westerly  part  of  the  continent  of  Africa. 
In  the  fifteenth  and  sixteenth  centuries,  when  Europe 
was  emerging  from  the  dark  ages,  and  a  spirit  of  en- 
terprise and  discovery  hod  arisen  in  the  South  of  En- 
rope,  and  various  plans  were  formed,  and  attempts 
made  to  find  a  new  route  to  the  East  Indies,  geogra^ 
phers  and  navigators  continued  to  calculate  longitude 
from  Ferro,  one  of  the  same  islands,  though  some  of 
them  extended  their  first  meridian  as  far  west  as  the 
Azores  or  Western  islands. 

In  more  modem  times,  however,  most  of  the  Eu- 
ropean nations,  and  particularly  England  and  France, 
have  established  a  first  meridian  to  pass  through  the 
capital,  or  some  place  in  their  respective  countries, 
and  to  which  they  have  lately  adapted  their  charts 
and  astronomical  tables. 

It  would  perhaps  have  been  fortunate  for  the 
science  of  geography  and  navigation,  that  all  nations 
had  agreed  upon  a  first  meridian,  from  which  all 
geographers  and  navigators  might  have  calculated 
longitude  ;  but  as  this  has  not  been  done,  and  in  all 
probability  never  will  take  place,  the  committee  are 
of  opinion  that,  situated  as  we  are  in  this  Western 
hemisphere,  more  than  three  thousand  miles  from 
any  fixed  or  known  meridian,  it  would  be  proper,  in 
a  national  point  of  view,  to  establish  a  first  meriiUan 
for  ourselves ;  and  that  measures  should  be  taken 
for  the  eventual  establishment  of  such  a  meridian  in 
the  United  States. 

In  examining  the  maps  and  charts  of  the  United 
States,  and  the  particular  States,  or  their  seacoasts, 
which  have  been  published  in  this  country,  the  com- 
mittee find  that  the  publishers  have  assumed  differ- 
ent places  in  the  United  States,  as  first  meridians. 

This  creates  confusion,  and  renders  it  difficult, 
without  considerable  calculation,  to  ascertain  the 
relative  situation  of  places  in  this  country.  This 
difiiculty  is  also  increased,  by  the  circumstance  that, 
in  Louisiana,  our  newly-acquired  territory,  longitude 
has  heretofore  been  reckoned  from  Paris  the  capital 
of  the  French  Empire. 

The  exact  longitude  of  any  place  in  the  United 
States  being  ascertained  from  'the  meridian  of  the  ob- 
servatory at  Greenwich,  in  England,  a  meridian  with 
which  we  have  been  conversant,  it  would  not  be  diffi- 
cult to  adapt  all  our  maps,  charts,  and  astronomical 
tables,  to  the  meridian  of  such  a  place.  And  no 
place,  perhaps,  is  more  proper  than  the  seat  of  Gov- 
ernment. 

It  appears  by  the  papers  submitted  to  the  consider- 
ation of  the  committee,  that  Mr.  Lambert  has  calcu- 
lated the  longitude  of  the  Capitol  in  the  City  of  Wash- 
ington, from  the  Royal  observatory  at  Greenwich,  by 
one  of  the  most  approved  methods  now  in  use  for  that 
purpose,  viz :  an  occultation  of  a  known  fixed  star 
by  the  moon. 

His  calculations  are  founded  on  an  occultation  of 
n  pleiadnm,  (alcyane,')  one  of  the  seven  stars,  on  the 
night  of  the  20th  of  October,  180L  By  these  cal- 
culations it  appears,  that  the  longitude  of  the  Capitol, 
in  the  city  of  Washington,  as  reduced  according  to 
the  true  figure  of  the  earth,  (being  that  of  an  oblate 
spheroid,)  is  76°  53'  6".  920  degrees  west.  The  com- 
mittee would  observe,  that  Mr.  Lambert  appears  to 
be  well  acquainted  with  astronomical  calculations ; 
and  that,  so  far  as  the  committee  have  had  time  to 
examine  them,  they  appear  to  be  correct.  In  a 
question,  however,  of  so  much  nicety,  the  correct  de- 
cision of  which  depends  so  much  on  the  accuracy  of 
the  observations  made,  and  the  goodness  of  the  in- 
struments used,  and  when  the  smallest  error  in  the 
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data  will  necessarily  produce  an  erroneous  result,  full 
reliance  ought  not  to  be  placed  on  calculations  made 
from  a  single  observation. 

Indeed,  in  order  to  be  certain  of  a  correct  result,  it 
may  be  proper  that  more  than  one  of  the  various 
methods  of  ascertaining  longitude  should  be  used; 
that  calculations  should  be  made  from  observations 
of  the  eclipses  of  Jupiter's  satellites,  of  solar  eclipses, 
of  the  angular  distances  between  the  sun  and  moon, 
or  the  moon  and  a  fixed  star,  or  other  methods,  as 
well  as  from  observations  on  occultations  of  fixed 
stars. 

The  committee  are,  therefore,  of  opinion  that,  in 
order  to  lay  a  foundation  for  the  establishment  of  a 
first  meridian  in  this  Western  hemisphere,  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  United  States  should  be  authorized  to 
cause  the  longitude  of  the  city  of  Washington,  from 
the  observatory  at  Greenwich,  in  England,  to  be  as- 
certained with  the  greatest  possible  degree  of  accu- 
racy ;  and  that  he  also  be  authorized,  for  that  pur- 
pose, to  procure  the  necessary  astronomical  instru- 
ments. 

They,  therefore,  beg  leave  to  submit  to  the  consid- 
eration of  the  House,  the  following  resolution : 

Resolved,  That  it  is  expedient  to  make  provision, 
by  law,  authorizing  the  President  of  the  United  States 
to  cause  the  longitude  of  the  city  of  Washington, 
from  the  observatory  at  Greenwich,  in  England,  to 
be  ascertained  with  the  greatest  degree  of  accuracy ; 
and  also  authorizing  him,  for  that  purpose,  to  procure 
the  necessary  astronomical  instruments. 

In  presenting  the  above  report,  Mr.  Pitkin 
observed  that  the  object  of  the  committee  was 
to  have  a  first  meridian  established  for  the 
TJnited  States,  from  which  computations  of  lon- 
gitude might  be  generally  made,  that  maps, 
charts,  and  nautical  tables,  might  not,  as  here- 
tofore, be  calculated  from  the  observatory  at 
Greenwich,  or  from  the  varying  points  of  Phila- 
delphia, New  York,  Washington,  or  Charleston. 
Mi\  P.  dilated  upon  the  advantages  of  such  a 
measure.  Congress  would  fix  upon  the  place 
most  proper  for  a  first  meridian ;  aud,  perhaps, 
as  Washington  was  the  seat  of  Government,  it 
would  be  as  proper  a  place  as  any.  As  the 
longitude  must  be  taken  very  exactly,  various 
instruments  would  be  necessary  for  the  purpose 
of  making  astronomical  observations.  As  he 
was  desirous  that  a  bill  should  pass  on  the  sub- 
ject at  this  session,  he  did  not  move  a  reference 
of  the  report  to  a  Committee  of  the  Whole,  but 
moved  that  it  He  on  the  table,  to  give  gentie- 
men  time  to  consider  it  before  he  asked  a  de- 
cision on  it.  ,.     ,        1      J  i   1. 

The  report  was  accordmgly  ordered  to  he  on 

the  table. 

Feida-T,  March  30. 
Batture  at  New  Orleans. 

The  House  resumed  the  consideration  of  the 
bill  providing  the  means  to  ascertam  the  title  to 
the  batture  near  New  Orleans. 

Mr  Bibb's  motion  yet  under  consideration, 
and  a  division  of  the  question  being  called  for 

The  question  on  strikmg  out  the  sections  of 
the  present  bill  (providing  for  a  judicial  deci- 
sion) was  taken,  and  carried— yeas  95,  nays  22. 


The  question  now  recurred  on  Mr.  Bibb's 
amendment,  to  insert,  in  Ueu  of  those  stricken 
out,  several  new  sections. 

[Mr.  Bibb's  amendment  proposes  that  the 
right  of  the  United  States  shall  be  vested  in  the 
Corporation  of  New  Orleans,  so  as  to  enable 
them  to  defend  any  suit  which  may  be  insti- 
tuted for  the  recovery  of  the  batture,  and  that 
the  batture  shall  be  used  and  enjoyed  as  a  public 
highway  and  landing  place,  &o. ;  as  well  by 
citizens  of  the  United  States  as  by  the  inhab- 
itants of  New  ©rleans.] 

This  motion  was  decided  by  yeas  and  nays  and 
lost — yeas  36,  nays  84. 


Satuedat  March  81. 
The  Batture  at  New  Orleans. 

The  House  resumed  the  consideration  of  the 
unfinished  business  of  yesterday,  on  the  biU 
providing  the  means  to  ascertain  the  title  to  the 
batture  in  front  of  the  suburb  St.  Mary,  in  the 
city  of  New  Orleans. 

The  question  having  recurred  on  the  amend- 
ment of  Mr.  Pitkin,  the  said  amendment  was 
withdrawn'by  the  mover. 

The  question  was  then  taken  on  concurriug 
with  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  in  their 
first  amendment  to  the  said  bill,  and  carried  in 
the  affirmative. 

The  question  then  recurred  on  concurring 
with  the  Committee  of  the  Whol.e  House  in  their 
second  amendment  to  the  said  biU,  amended  in 
the  House  to  read  as  foUows : 

"  Sec.  4.  And  he  it  further  enacted,  That  the 
President  of  the  United  States  be,  and  he  is  hereby, 
authorized,  at  any  time  within  one  year,  to  make 
and  execute  such  compromise  with  the  parties,  or 
any  of  them,  who  were  removed  from  the  said  bat- 
ture on  the  twenty-fifth  day  of  January,  one  thousand 
eight  hundred  and  eight,  by  order  of  lie  President  of 
the  United  States,  and  to  procure  a  cession  of  their 
claims  thereto,  or  to  any  part  thereof,  for  the  use  of 
the  public,  or  to  any  body  polifio  or  corporate,  on 
such  terms  as  may  be  agreed  on  with  the  said  par- 
ties, and  deemed  advisable  by  the  President,  and  to 
stipiilate  for  a  compensation,  either  in  money  or 
public  lands,  in  the  city  of  New  Orleans,  or  its  terri- 
tories, as  he  may  think  proper." 

Messrs.  Nelson,  Smilib,  Hoilaito,  and  Bebb, 
opposed  the  amendment;  and  Messrs.  Sheffet, 
Key,  and  Lyon,  supported  it. 

The  question  being  taken,  it  was  determined 
in  the  negative— yeas  62,  nays  65. 


Monday,  April  9. 
Apportionment  of  Representation. 
Mr.  FisK  said  he  rose  to  offer  a  resolution, 
which  he  had  for  some  time  wished  to  present 
for  the  consideration  of  this  House.  It  is  to  pro- 
vide for  fixing  the  apportionment  of  the  Repre- 
sentatives of  the  several  States  according  to  the 
third  census.  The  last  ratio  was  one  Eepre- 
sentative  for  every  thirty-three  thousand  souls ; 
which  gave  one  hundred  and  forty-two  mem- 


224 


ABRIDGMENT  OF  THE 


H.  OP  E.] 


Apportioriment  of  Bepretentatives. 


[Apbh,,  1810. 


bers  to  this  House — a  number  as  large  as  may  be 
considered  necessary  for  the  despatch  of  legisla- 
tion, or  to  preserve  the  liberties  of  the  people.  It 
is  estimated  that  the  next  census  will  give  seven 
millions  two  hundred  thousand  souls,  which, 
according  to  the  present  ratio  of  representation, 
would  give  to  this  House  two  hundred  and 
eighteen  members — a  greater  number  than 
could  be  accommodated  within  these  walls,  and 
a  greater  body  of  men  than  could  progress  with 
the  business  of  the  House. 

After  the  census  shall  be  taken,  the  amount 
in  each  State  ascertained,  and  the  fractional 
numbers  known,  it  will  be  much  more  diflSoult 
to  fix  the  ratio  than  at  this  time.  I  therefore 
beg  leave  to  submit  the  following  resolution. 
And  as  it  embraces  a  subject  of  great  import- 
ance, I  have  no  objection  that  it  lay  on  the  ta- 
ble a  few  days  for-  the  consideration  of  the 
members  : 

Resolved,  That  the  apportionment  of  Representa- 
tives amongst  the  several  States,  according  to  the 
third  enumeration  of  the  people,  ought  to  be  in  the 
ratio  of  one  Eepresentative  for  every  forty-five  thou- 
sand persons  in  each  State,  and  that  a  committee  be 
appointed  to  bring  in  a  bill  accordingly.* 

A  motion  was  made  that  the  resolution  lie  on 
the  table. 

A  motion  was  also  made  to  postpone  it  for  a 
week. 

Mr.  PioKMAN  moved  to  postpone  the  further 
consideration  of  the  resolution  indefinitely.  He 
thought  the  question  could  be  decided  to  much 
greater  advantage  in  the  two  first  months  of  the 
next  session  of  Congress  than  in  the  two  weeks 
remaining  of  the  present  session. 

Mr.  Macon  was  against  indefinite  postpone- 
ment. Every  one,  on  reflection,  must  be  satis- 
fied that  it  would  be  better  to  decide  the  ratio 
of  apportionment  now  than  after  the  result  of 
the  census  was  known.  He  thought  the  reso- 
lution had  better  have  been  in  blank  as  to  the 
ratio.  The  ratio  might  be  settled  either  by  fix- 
ing the  nmnber  of  Representatives  of  whom  the 
House  should  consist  after  the  next  census,  or 
by  fixing  the  number  of  souls  which  should  en- 
title a  district  to  a  Representative. 

Mr.  Gold  said,  however  desirable  it  might  be 
at  this  time  to  fix  the  ratio,  he  doubted  very 
much  whether  a  decision  would  now  settle  the 
question.  If  a  law  were  now  to  be  passed,  and 
there  should  be  several  large  fractions  on  any 
given  ratio,  there  would  be  a  strong  disposition 
to  alter  the  ratio  at  the  next  session.  He 
thought  it  would  be  expedient  also  to  post- 
pone the  apportionment,  because  it  might  be 
afiected  by  the  proportion  in  which  the  popu- 
lation of  the  United  States  may  have  increased 
since  the  last  census,  which  could  not  be  ascer- 
tained tin  after  the  census. 

Mr.  QmiTCT  said  he  imderstood  the  object  of 
the  resolution  to  be  to  settle  a  principle  before 
the  facts  were  ascertained.  Now  it  was  his 
opinion  that  the  House  should  know  the  facts 
first  and  settle  the  principle  afterwards.  Sup- 
pose the  principle  to  be  adopted — ^perhaps  one 


or  two  States  might  be  entitled  to  but  one  Rep- 
resentative, which,  had  the  ratio  been  fixed  at 
forty  thousand,  might  have  been  entitled  to  two. 
This  would  appear  to  operate  unjustly.  The 
Honse  must  know  the  facts  in  order  fairly  to 
apportion  representation.  The  apportionment 
ought  to  be  made  not  merely  in  relation  to 
population,  but  to  the  weight  of  the  different 
States  in  the  Union — and  these  considerations 
could  not  have  their  due  weight  till  after  the 
relative  numbers  were  ascertained. 

Mr.  W.  Alston  was  in  favor  of  deciding  on 
the  subject  at  this  session.  He  had  no  fear  of 
difficulty  resulting  from  fractions  remaining 
unrepresented.  It  would  be  recollected  that  at 
the  last  apportionment,  Delaware  had  a  fraction 
of  thirty-one  thousand  left,  and  Carolina  twenty- 
nine  thousand.  The  small  States  could  not  ob- 
ject to  the  course  proposed ;  for  if  this  question 
was  postponed  till  after  the  census,  and  a  par- 
ticular ratio  should  appear  to  suit  the  returns  of 
the  three  large  States,  they  would  support  it 
and  carry  it  too,  notwithstanding  the  large 
fractions  it  might  leave  to  smaller  States.  A 
disadvantage  would  therefore  result  to  the 
small  States  from  postponement  rather  than 
from  a  decision  now. 

Mr.  FisK  said  there  was  one  other  reason  why 
an  apportionment  should  be  made  at  this  session, 
viz :  that  it  would  enable  the  State  Legislatures 
at  their  ordinary  winter  sessions  to  divide  the 
States  into  districts,  and  not  subject  them  to  the 
necessity  of  an  extra  session  for  the  purpose. 

Mr.  LivBEMOEB  was  against  indefinite  post- 
ponement, because  he  was  inclined  to  the  opinion 
that  the  subject  ought  to  be  acted  on  at  this 
session,  but  wished  the  resolution  to  lie  on  the 
table  a  day  or  two.  He  said  he  was  convinced, 
from  his  experience  in  the  manner  of  doing 
business  in  this  House,  that  it  would  take  nearly 
the  whole  of  the  next  session  of  Congress  to 
make  the  apportionment,  if  it  was  postponed 
till  after  the  census  was  taken.  He  had  rather 
the  resolution  had  been  blank  as  to  the  ratio. 

Mr.  FisK  modified  his  motion,  so  as  to  leave 
it  blank  as  to  the  ratio. 

Mr.  BuBWKLL  thought  that  the  present  was 
the  proper  time  to  fix  the  proportion ;  because, 
after  the  respective  numbers  of  each  State  were 
received,  it  would  be  in  the  power  of  tie  larger 
States  to  fix  the  ratio  as  they  pleased,  and  at 
present  none  of  the  State  jealousies  conld  be 
brought  into  action,  which  would,  when  the 
returns  were  actually  made.  To  get  over  the 
difficulty  said  to  exist  in  settling  a  principle  be- 
fore the  facts  were  known,  it  was  only  necessary 
to  say  that  so  many  members  should  compose 
the  House.  If  the  population  was  smaller  than 
expected,  there  would  stiU  be  the  number 
deemed  proper  to  constitute  the  House ;  and  if 
it  was  larger  there  would  be  no  great  increase 
of  members,  to  the  detriment  of  public  business. 
Mr.  B.  said  he  was  folly  imipressed  with  the  ne- 
cessity of  acting  on  the  subject  at  the  present 
session.  If  postponed  tiU  the  result  of  the  cen- 
sus waa  known,  and  the  particular  interest  of 
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each  member  of  the  House  became  implicated 
in  the  decision  of  it,  there  would  be  extreme 
diflBculty  in  coming  to  a  decision. 

Mr.  Smilib  said  he  could  not  conceive  any  ob- 
jection to  passing  the  resolution  in  its  present 
.shape.  In  this  question  there  was  an  inconve- 
nience on  one  side  and  evil  on  the  other.  It 
was  an  inconvenience  that  the  House  could  not 
with  precision  ascertain  the  population  of  the 
United  States ;  but,  from  the  increase  in  times 
past,  the  increase  for  the  last  ten  years  might  be 
estimated.  The  evil  of  postponement  on  the 
other  hand  was  great.  Mr.  S.  said  he  had  been 
in  Congress  when  the  ratio  of  representation 
had  been  settled  heretofore,  and  he  had  never 
seen  a  more  difficult  question — and  it  ended  at 
last  in  a  bargain  between  the  members  of  the 
different  States;  and  from  these  bargains  no 
good  could  arise.  He  much  preferred  deciding 
on  the  subject  at  the  present  session. 

Mr.  EiuEA  of  Tennessee  was  anxious  that  the 
subject  should  lie  on  the  table  a  day  or  two,  the 
more  especially  as  there  was  such  a  disagree- 
ment of  opinion  as  to  the  operation  of  the 
measure  of  fixing  the  ratio  beforehand.  Coming 
from  a  small  State  himself,  he  feared  lest  the 
principle  should  operate  to  the  injury  of  the 
small  States.  He  said  he  had  been  much  sur- 
prised at  the  declaration  of  the  gentleman  from 
Pennsylvania,  that  the  question  would  be  de- 
cided eventually  (if  postponed)  by  individual  in- 
terest. If  on  such  a  question  the  House  was  to 
be  governed  by  individual  interests,  what  was 
the  nation  to  expect  from  them  ?  This  suggestion 
was  another  reason  in  his  mind  for  the  resolu- 
tion's lying  on  the  table. 

Mr.  Smilik  had  spoken  of  human  nature  as  he 
found  it,  even  in  the  gentleman  from  Tennessee 
as  well  as  all  others — a  degree  of  self-concern 
always  influenced  individual  conduct.  Who- 
ever had  assisted  at  settling  the  representation 
of  a  State  would,  conceive  the  difficulty  of  de- 
ciding these  questions. 

The  motion  for  indefinite  postponement  was 
negatived,  ayes  23.  The  motion  to  postpone 
to  Monday  shared  the  same  fate,  ayes  33.  The 
motion  to  lie  on  the  table  was  carried— 53 
to  41. 


"Wedhesdat,  April  11. 
Oolcmel  Washington. 
Mr.  Eandolph  said  that  the  House  was  al- 
ready apprised  of  the  death  of  Colonel  William 
Washington,  in  whom  our  country  had  lost  one 
of  her  most  iUnstrious  sons.  It  is  very  far  from 
my  intention,  sir,  said  he,  by  any  amplification 
of  mine  to  lessen  the  impression  of  that  merit 
which  the  bare  mention  of  his  name  is  calcula- 
ted to  make  on  the  mind  of  every  man  who 
hears  me.  It  is  not  the  least  unequivocal  proof 
of  that  worth  that  it  was  not  extinguished  _hy 
the  effulgence  of  his  great  kinsman's  glory,  with 
which  it  was  daily  brought  into  comparison. 
The  reputation  which  can  stand  such  an  ordeal 
as  this,  is  far  beyond  the  praise  or  blame  of  an 
Vol.  TV  —15 


humble  individual  like  me.  If,  to  the  proposi- 
tion which  I  am  about  to  offer,  an  objection 
should  arise  in  the  breast  of  any  man  who  hears 
me  on  the  score  of  the  rank  which  that  gentle- 
man bore  in  the  late  American  army,  permit 
me  to  suggest  that  it  is  a  testimony  to  valor  and 
not  to  rank.  It  is  not  a  mere  respect  to  rank 
which  I  wish  the  House  to  pay.  It  is  not  in  rank 
to  add  to  the  infamy  of  an  Arnold,  or  to  the 
glory  of  a  WAsnrtfGTON.  I  will,  therefore,  move 
the  following  resolution: 

Resolved,  That  ffie  members  of  this  House  do  wear 
crape  on  the  left  arm  during  the  remainder  of  the  ses- 
sion, as  a  testimony  of  respect  for  the  memory  of 
William  Washington,  late  a  Lieutenant  Colonel  in  the 
Revolutionary  army. 

Mr.  Smilie  said  he  hoped  there  was  no  man 
who  felt  more  rgspect  or  gratitude  to  those  men 
who  served  their  country  during  the  Eevolu- 
tionary  war  than  he  did,  but  this  resolution 
appeared  to  be  improper  on  several  grounds.  I 
agree,  said  Mr.  S.,  with  the  gentleman  from 
Virginia,  that  rank  should  have  no  effect  on  the 
opinions  of  the  members  of  this  House  on  such 
a  subject  as  this.  But,  is  it  not  singular  that  as 
to  the  many  heroes  who  have  served  us  during 
the  Revolution,  who  have  now  gone  to  their 
long  home,  no  notice  has  been  taken  of  their 
merits  by  us,  nor  any  step  taken  to  confer  upon 
them  the  honor  now  proposed  to  be  conferred 
on  this  ofiicer,  whom  I  acknowledge  to  be  meri- 
torious ?  We  have  seen  a  Greene  die,  and  cer- 
tainly no  man  exceeded  him  in  rank  or  merit, 
the  General-in-chief  excepted.  We  have  seen  a 
Wayne  also  die ;  and  I  do  not  recollect  that  such 
a  tribute  was  proposed  to  any  man  who  served 
us  during  the  Revolution.  Shall  we,  then,  by 
passing  this  resolution,  sanction  an  idea  that 
Lieutenant-Colonel  Washington  was  entitled  to 
more  respect  than  others?  Would  not  the  pas- 
sage of  this  resolution  be  considered  as  an  in- 
direct censure  on  the  other  Revolutionary  char-' 
acters  who  have  gone  from  us  ?  When  the  other 
heroes  fall  that  are  still  existing,  we  must,  if 
we  pass  this  resolution,  pay  the  same  respect  to 
their  merits,  or  suppose  them  to  have  been  in- 
ferior. This  would  introduce  into  the  Legisla- 
ture invidious  comparisons,  and,  instead  of  legis- 
lating, we  shall  be  sitting  as  judges  upon  char- 
acter. In  every  respect,  I  think  the  resolution 
objectionable. 

The  question  was  taken  on  the  resolution 
without  further  debate,  and  passed  in  the  nega- 
tive— yeas  30. 


Thtiesdat,  April  12. 
The  Conwy  System. 
Mr.  Eppes  said  that,  some  time  ago,  a  bill  had 
been  reported  by  him  to  the  House,  authorizing 
the  President  of  the  United  States  to  employ 
the  public  armed  vessels  to  convoy  the  lawful 
commerce  of  the  United  States.  The  motion  to 
adjourn,  which  had  been  agreed  to,  would  leave 
but  a  small  portion  of  the  time  of  the  House  for 
the  discussion  of  the  several  subjects  before 


226 


ABRIDGMENT  OF  THE 


H.  OF  K.] 


General  Wilkinson. 


[April,  1810. 


them.  As  he  was  compelled  by  ill  health  to 
leave  the  city  at  an  early  day,  having  already 
obtained  leave  of  absence,  he  was  anxious  to 
obtain  a  vote  on  this  before  he  departed,  and 
therefore  asked  to  discharge  the  Committee  of 
the  Whole  from  the  further  consideration  of 
the  bill,  in  order  to  take  the  sense  of  the  House 
whether  it  should  go  to  a  third  reading  or  lie 
on  the  table  for  the  present. 

This  motion  was  opposed  by  Messrs.  Macon, 
Tatloe,  Piokman,  Randolph,  Livermoee,  and 
Wilson,  on  the  ground  of  its  being  out  of  the 
usual  course  of  proceedings ;  and  it  was  objected 
to  th§  more  especially  as  this  was  a  subject  in- 
volving very  important  principles,  and  one 
which,  of  all  others,  ought  to  be  discussed  in 
Committee  of  the  Whole. 

Mr.  Eppbs  expressed  his  willingness  to  take 
a  silent  vote  on  the  subject,  and  thought  a  vote 
might  be  obtained  on  the  bill  without  much  de- 
bate. 

Mr.  J'OHNSON  expressed  great  anxiety  to  vote 
on  the  hill. 

Mr.  LivBEMOEB  intimated  that  he  was  strong- 
ly against  the  bill,  and,  if  it  took  every  hour  in 
the  session,  he  was  determined  to  expose  what 
he  believed  to  be  its  injurious  features. 

On  the  question,  Mr.  Eppes'  motion  was  neg- 
atived— ^yeas  50,  nays  61,  as  follows : 

Yeas. — Willis  Alston,  jr.,  William  Anderson,  Eze- 
kiel  Bacon,  David  Bard,  Adam  Boyd,  John  Brown, 
Robert  Brown,  Wmiam  A.  Burwell,  William  Butler, 
Joseph  Calhoun,  Matthew  Clay,  John  Clopton,  How- 
ell Cobb,  James  Cox,  William  Crawford,  John  Daw- 
son, Joseph  Desha,  John  W.  Eppes,  William  Findlay, 
Meshack  Franklin,  David  S.  Garland,  Thomas  Ghol- 
son,  Peterson  Goodwyn,  James-  Holland,  Benjamin 
Howard,  Jacob  Hufty,  Kichard  M.  Johnson,  Walter 
Jones,  Aaron  Lyle,  Samuel  McKee,  Nicholas  E. 
Moore,  Jeremiah  Morrow,  Gurdon  S.  Mumford, 
Roger  Nelson,  John  Porter,  John  Roane,  Erastus 
Root,  Ebenezer  Sage,  Thomas  Sammons,  Ebenezer 
Seaver,  Adam  Seybert,  Samuel  Shaw,  Dennis  Smelt, 
George  Smith,  John  Smith,  Henry  Southard,  Robert 
Weakley,  Robert  Whitehall,  Robert  Witherspoon,  and 
Richard  Wynn. 

Nays. — William  W.  Bibb,  Daniel  Blaisdell,  James 
BreckeUiidge,  William  Chamberlin,  Epaphroditus 
Champion,  James  Cochran,  Richard  Cutts,  John  Da- 
venport, junior,  William  Ely,  James  Emott,  Jona- 
than Fisk,  BarziUai  Gannett,  Thos.  R.  Gold,  William 
Hale,  Daniel  Heister,  Jonathan  H.  Hubbard,  Richard 
Jackson,  jr.,  Robert  Jenkins,  WilUam  Kennedy,  Her- 
man Knickerbacker,  Joseph  Lewis,  jun.,  Edward  St. 
Loe  Livermore,  Matthew  Lyon,  Nathaniel  Macon, 
Robt.  Marion,  Vincent  Matthews,  Archibald  MoBryde, 
Pleasant  M.  Miller,  WUliam  Milnor,  Thomas  Moore, 
Jonathan  0.  Mosely,  Joseph  Pearson,  Benjamin  Pick- 
man,  jun.,  Timothy  Pitkin,  jun.,  Elisha  R.  Potter, 
Josiah  Quincy,  John  Randolph,  John  Rea  of  Pennsyl- 
vania, John  Rhea  of  Tennessee,  Matthias  Richards, 
Daniel  Sheffey,  John  SmiUe,  Samuel  Smith,  Richard 
Stanford,  Jolin  Stanley,  James  Stephenson,  Jacob 
Swoope,  Samuel  Taggart,  John  Taylor,  John  Thomp- 
son, Uri  Tracy,  George  M.  Troup,  Charles  Turner, 
jr.,  Jabez  Upham,  Nicholas  Van  Dyke,  Archibald 
Van  Home,  Killian  K.  Van  Rensselaer,  Laban  Whea- 
ton,  Ezekiel  Whitman,  and  James  Wilson. 


Friday,  April  13. 
Colonel  Washington. 

Mr.  QuiNOT  rose  to  move  a  resolution.  He 
said  he  very  deeply  regretted  the  situation  in 
which  this  House  had  been  placed  in  relation  to 
the  memory  of  that  distinguished  oflBoer  of  the 
Revolution,  General  William  Washington,  in 
consequence  of  the  resolution  moved  on  the  11th 
instant.  He  thought  that  the  impression  exhib- 
ited on  the  journals  was  not  such  as  either  did 
justice  to  that  individual  or  to  the  feelings  of 
every  member  of  the  House.  He  hoped  that  to 
the  resolution  which  he  was  about  to  offer,  and 
which  had  for  its  object  an  explanation  of  the 
grounds  on  which  he  knew  a  majority  of  the 
House  had  voted,  would  not  find  an  objection. 
It  would  take  away  the  appearance  that  this 
House  had  not  that  deep  sense  of  the  merits  and 
services  of  that  officer  which  he  knew  they  pos- 
sessed.   He  then  read  the  following  resolution : 

Resolved,  That  the  House  of  Representatives  are 
deeply  sensible  of  the  loss  this  nation  has  sustained 
in  the  death  of  General  William  Washington,  late 
Lieutenant-Colonel  in  the  Army  of  the  Revolution, 
and  that  the  rejection  of  the  resolution  offered  on  the 
11th  instant,  in  relation  to  that  distinguished  officer, 
having  been  produced  wholly  by  considerations  of  a 
general  nature,  cannot  be  deemed  to  derogate  from 
the  high  sense  which  this  House,  in  common  with 
their  fellow-citizens,  entertain  of  his  civil  and  military 
virtues  and  services. 

The  House  agreed  to  consider  the  resolution 
—58  to  13. 

The  resolution  passed — ayes  63  ;  about  seven- 
ty-flve  members  were  present. 


Feidat,  April  20. 
General  Wilkinson. 
The  Speaker  laid  before  the  House  the  fol- 
lowing letter,  which  was  read : 

WASHDfGTOif,  April  19,  1810. 

Sir  :  After  a  tedious  passage  from  New  Orleans  I 
arrived  at  Baltimore  on  the  16th  instant,  and  reached 
this  city  the  next  day.  My  absence  has  been  neces- 
sarily protfaoted  by  the  selection  of  papers,  from  a 
mass  of  twenty  years'  accumulation,  for  the  establish- 
ment of  facts,  to  refute  the  multifarious  and  diversi- 
fied calumnies  by  which  I  have  been  assailed. 

I  now  present  myself  to  the  Representative  body  of 
the  nation,  the  guardians  of  the  public  weal  and  the 
protectors  of  individual  rights,  to  express  my  earnest 
desure  that  they  may  constitute  some  impartial  tri- 
bunal, which  may  be  governed  with  strictness  hy  the 
principles  of  the  constitution  and  the  laws  of  evidence, 
to  investigate  the  conduct  of  my  whole  life,  civU  and 
miUtary,  whereby  justice  may  be  done,  and  my  un- 
exampled persecution  be  tel-minated. 

I  aver  my  innocence  of  the  foul  offences  which  are 
imputed  to  me,  and  declare  my  ability  to  support  it 
before  any  unprejudiced  court.  Through  you,  sir,  I 
appeal  to  my  country,  and  I  claim  that  right  which 
is  not  refused  to  the  most  profligate — the  right  of 
confronting  my  accusers.  The  Representatives  of  the 
people  will  not,  I  am  persuaded,  suffer  a  feUow-citi- 
zeu  who  has  been  devoted  to  the  pnbho  service  more 
than  twenty-five  years,  and  has  nothing  left  him  but 
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conscious  fidelity  and  attachment  to  his  native  coun- 
try, to  sue  in  vain  for  justice. 

The  enclosed  letter  to  the  Secretary  of  War  was 
■written  anterior  to  the  receipt  of  my  notification  of 
recall  from  the  command  on  the  Mississippi,  and  will 
evince  my  readiness  and  my  desire  for  a  full  investi- 
gation of  my  conduct. 

With  perfect  respect,  I  have  the  honor  to  he,  sir, 
your  obedient  servant, 

JAMES  WILKINSON. 

Hon.  J.  B.  Vakjjom,  Speaker,  Sec. 

Natal  Establishment. 
Mr.  Eandolph,  from  the  committee  to  whom 
•was  referred  the  resolution  respecting  the  reduc- 
tion of  the  Naval  Establishment,  reported  the 
following  bill ;  which  was  twice  read,  and  re- 
ferred to  a  Committee  of  the  Whole : 

[Here  follows  the  Bill.] 


Monday,  April  23. 
Loan  Bill. 

The  House  resolved  itself  into  a  Committee  of 
the  Whole,  on  the  bill  authorizing  a  loan  for  a 
sum  of  money  not  exceeding  the  amount  of  the 
principal  of  the  public  debt  reimbursable  dur- 
ing the  year  1810. 

[In  the  discussion  which  took  place  on  this 
bin,  there  was  no  objection  trf  the  principle  of 
it.  Every  gentleman  who  spoke  assented  to 
the  propriety  of  placing  at  the  disposal  of  the 
Government  a  sum  of  money  fully  adequate  to 
meet  the  appropriations  authorized  by  law  for 
the  present  year.] 

Mr.  Dana  wished  to  ascertain  the  precise 
amount  of  the  principal  of  the  debt  reimbursa- 
ble during  the  year  1810,  with  a  view  to  insert- 
ing the  sum  in  the  body  of  the  bill. 

Some  difference  of  opinion  appeared  to  exist 
as  to  the  exact  amount  of  principal  reimburs- 
able. The  sum  annually  applicable  to  the  pay- 
ment of  the  public  debt  is  eight  millions  of  dol- 
lars. The  sum  left,  after  paying  the  interest  of 
it  for  the  year,  is  annually  applicable  to  th6  ex- 
tinguishment of  the  principal.  The  exact  amount 
of  interest  payable  on  the  public  debt  during 
this  year  not  being  known,  there  was  a  difficul- 
ty in  ascertaining  the  exact  amount  of  principal 
reimbursable. 

The  sum  of  $4,800,000  was  mentioned. 

Mr.  Dana  moved  to  amend  the  bill  so  as  to 
authorize  a  loan  "not  exceeding  $4,800,000, 
being  the  amount  of  the  principal  reimbursable," 
&o.  This  motion  was  supported  by  the  mover, 
and  Messrs.  Gold,  Sheffby,  Quinot,  Upham, 
Tallmadge,  and  Pickman,  and  opposed  by 
Messrs.  Bacon,  W.  Alston,  and  Montgomeey. 

The  arguments  in  favor  of  the  motion  were, 
generally,  that  it  was  improper  to  attempt  to 
disguise  any  thing  by  giving  to  it  a  specious 
name;  that  borrowing  money  should  not  be 
called  paying  the  public  debt ;  that  all  authority 
given  to  borrow  money  should  he  express  and 
specific  as  to  the  sum.  It  was  said  in  reply, 
that  there  could  be  no  objection  that  the  truth 
should  appear  on  the  face  of  a  bill ;  that  this 


sum  not  being  wanted  to  defray  the  ordinary 
expenses  of  the  Government,  but  to  pay  debts 
heretofore  contracted,  the  phraseology  was  per- 
fectly correct;  that  it  was  as  specific  in  fact  as 
if  expressed  in  so  many  figures. 

Mr.  Dana  varied  his  motion,  after  debate,  on 
account  of  the  uncertainty  which  appeared  to 
exist  as  to  the  sum  reimbursable,  and  of  course 
as  to  the  sum  to  be  loaned.  He  moved  to  amend 
the  hill  so  as  to  give  authority  to  borrow  a  sum 
of  money  "  not  exceeding  four  mlUions  of  dol- 
lars." • 

This  motion  was  supported  and  opposed  hj 
the  same  gentlemen  who  debated  the  former 
motion.  In  support  of  the  motion  it  was  said, 
that  this  sum  was  all  that  the  Secretary  of  the 
Treasury  had  asked  for,  and  was  therefore  as 
much  as  ought  to  be  given.  The  advocates  of 
the  amendment  also  said  that  they  were  averse 
to  legislating  blindfold,  to  voting  millions  with- 
out knowing  for  what,  or  to  surrendering  up 
their  judgments  to  Executive  discretion,  under 
an  idea  that  the  President  would  not  borrow 
more  than  was  necessary. 

In  reply  it  was  said,  that  since  the  Secretary 
of  the  Treasury  had  made  the  estimate  in  ques- 
tion, other  expenses  had  been  incurred ;  that  it 
was  impossible  to  tell  the  precise  amount  which 
was  wanted  until  Congress  should  adjourn,  as 
it  was  impossible  to  tell  on  one  day  what  ap- 
propriations they  would  make  the  next  day ; 
that,  if  not  necessaiy,  the  authority  to  borrow 
would  not  be  used;  as  in  the  case  of  the  loan 
authorized  at  the  last  session  of  Congress,  not 
a  -cent  of  which  had  been  actually  borrowed. 
That  law  had  granted  an  authority  nearly  simi- 
lar to  this  in  nearly  the  same  language. 

Mr.  Dana's  motion  was  negatived — 52  to  29. 

Mr.  QuiNOY  observed  that  he  felt  but  one 
difficulty  on  this  subject.  He  could  not  agree 
to  borrow  an  amount  greater  than  the  Secretary 
of  the  Treasury  had  said  was  necessary.  He, 
therefore,  moved  to  amend  the  bUl  by  adding  to 
it  the  following  proviso : 

"  Provided,  That  nothing  in  this  act  contained 
shall  be  construed  to  authorize  any  sum  to  be  borrow- 
ed greater  than  four  millions  of  dollars." 

The  motion  was  lost — ayes  28. 

The  biU  was  then  ordered  to  be  engrossed, 
and  read  the  third  time  to-morrow. 


Tuesday,  April  24. 
BeAuction  of  tie  Namy. 

The  House  in  Committee  of  the  Whole  on 
the  bill  to  reduce  the  Naval  Establishment  of 
the  United  States. 

The  bill  havmg  been  read — 

Mr.  MoKiM  moved  to  amend  that  part  of  the 
bill  which  directs  the  sale  of  all  the  gunboats, 
by  adding  the  following  words :  "  belonging  to 
the  United  States,  unfit  for  service,  and  unwor- 
thy of  repairs." 

This  motion  was  agreed  to  without  debate, 
ayes  56. 

Mr.  Key  said  he  was  friendly  to  the  reduction 
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of  the  Navy,  but  not  to  its  onnihilatioE.  He 
therefore  moved  to  strike  out  so  much  of  the 
bill  as  provides  that  all  the  frigates  but  three 
shall  be  "sold,"  and  to  insert  in  lieu  thereof, 
"  laid  up  in  ordinai-y." 

Messrs.  Dana  and  Mumfoed  supported  the 
motion. 

Mr.  Ehba  of  Tennessee  made  amotion,  which 
superseded  that  made,  by  Mr.  Key,  to  strike  out 
the  whole  of  the  section,  except  so  much  as  re- 
lated to  gunboats.  He  was  wholly  opposed  to 
the  reduction  of  the  Navy  at  present. 

Mr.  Smilib  said  he  should  vote  for  the  mo- 
tion with  a  view  to  inserting  a  substitute  going 
to  place  the  Navy  now  on  the  footing  of  the 
Peace  Establishment  of  1806. 

Mr.  Dana  was  in  favor  of  Mr.  Ehea's  motion, 
but  expressed  himself  very  pointedly  in  favor  of 
a  reform  in  the  expenditures  and  conduct  of  the 
Naval  Establi'shment  generally. 

Mr.  Bassett  also  was  in  favor  of  Mr.  Ehea's 
motion.  He  supported  the  policy  of  a  small 
navy,  and  vindicated  the  establishment  generally 
from  charges  of  waste  or  extravagance,  though 
he  was  friendly  to  reform  wherever  necessary. 
Mr.  B.  spoke  nearly  an  hour. 

Mr.  OooK  and  Mr.  Ehea  of  Tennessee  also 
spoke  in  favor  of  the  motion  to  strike  out  the 
whole  of  the  first  section. 

Mr.  Maoon  spoke  against  the  motion,  and 
against  the  policy  of  a  navy  as  applicable  to  the 
situation  of  this  country. 

Mr.  Stani'oed  followed  Mr.  Maoon  on  the 
same  side  of  the  question,  and  particularly  rep- 
robated the  extravagant  expenditure  of  money 
incident  to  the  naval  system. 

Mr.  Dana  spoke  again  on  the  subject  of  re- 
form in  the  system. 

Mr.  Macon  and  Mr.  Stanford  explained.  "  , 

Mr.  BoTD  was  against  the  reduction  of  the 
Navy  under  present  appearances. 

The  motion  to  strike  out  the  remainder  of 
the  section  was  carried,  61  to  25. 

Mr.  Smilib  moved  to  insert,  in  the  place  of 
that  part  which  was  stricken  out,  the  following: 

•'  And  further,  that  the  President  of  the  United 
States  be,  a9d  he  is  hereby,  authorized  to  keep  in  ac- 
tual service  as  many  of  the  frigates  and  other  armed 
vessels  as  in  his  judgment  the  nature  of  the  service 
may  require,  and  to  cause  the  residue  to  he  laid  up 
in  ordinary  in  convenient  ports :  Provided,  the  whole 
number  of  ofEcers  and  seamen  shall  not  exceed  that 
fixed  by  the  act  '  in  addition  to  the  act,  supplement- 
ary to  the  act,  providing  for  the  Naval  Peace  Estab- 
lishment, I  and  for  other  purposes ;'  passed  the  21st 
day  of  April,  1806." 

Mr.  S.  read  the  law  alluded  to  in  this  amend- 
ment, which  would  go  to  retain  in  service  thir- 
teen captains,  nine  masters  commandant,  seven- 
ty-two lieutenants,  one  hundred  and  fifty  mid- 
shipmen,_  and  nine  hundred  and  twenty-five 
able-bodied  seamen,  ordinary  seamen  and  boys. 

Mr.  MoKm  opposed  the  amendment,  because 
he  was  altogether  opposed  to  a  reduction  of  the 
Navy  in  the  present  state  of  the  world. 

Mr.  Smilib  replied.    He  said  he  had  no  ap- 


prehension of  danger  to  his  country  from  laying 
up  a  few  frigates. 

Mr.  Babsett  stated  that  the  whole  number  of 
seamen  now  in  service,  was  but  two  thousand 
seven  hundred  and  twenty-three.  .If  the  num- 
ber was  reduced,  the  expense  of  reducing  and 
re-enlisting  them  within  a  short  period,  would 
exceed  the  expense  of  keeping  them  in  service 
during  the  interval. 

Mr.  MoNTOoMEEY  spoke  in  favor  of  the  amend- 
ment, under  the  impression  that  there  was  no 
disposition  in  Congress  to  make  use  of  the  Navy. 
Although  thg  number  of  seamen  in  service 
might  not  exceed  two  thousand  seven  hundred 
and  twenty,  as  stated,  yet  the  President  now 
had  power  to  authorize  the  employment  of  five 
thousand  four  hundred  and  ninety  men.  The 
adoption  of  the  amendment,  he  said,  would 
curtail  the  present  annual  expense,  $778,000. 

Mr.  Mumfoed  spoke  against  the  amendment. 
He  remarked  that  the  counting-house  calcula- 
tion of  pounds,  shillings,  and  pence,  heretofore 
imputed  as  a  fault  to  the  merchants,  seemed  to 
have  been  transferred  to  the  planters  of  cotton 
and  tobacco.  He  did  not  regard  a  little  expense 
when  put  in  competition  with  the  national 
safety. 
Mr.  Smilie's  amendment  was  negatived. 
The  section  for  disusing  all.  the  navy-yards 
except  those  at  Boston,  New  York,  and  Nor- 
folk, having  been  read- 
Mr.  KJET  moved  to  insert  "  Washington''  af- 
ter New  York,  and,  speaking  in  support  of  his 
motion,  expatiated  on  the  advantages  possessed 
by  a  navy-yard  at  the  seat  of  Government. 

Mr.  Bassett  concurred  with  Mr.  Key  in  opin- 
ion ;  but,  as  he  presumed  the  section  was  only 
meant  as  an  accompaniment  to  that  part  of  the 
bill  ah-eady  stricken  out,  he  moved  to  strike  out 
the  whole  section. 

Mr.  Dana  opposed  the  amendment.  Six 
navy-yards  were  certainly  not  necessary  for  the 
service  of  the  United  States,  and  he  particu- 
larly opposed  the  retention  of  the  yard  at  Wash- 
ington. 

Mr.  Key  spoke  in  reply  to  Mr.  Dana,  and  in 
support  of  Mr.  Basbett's  motion.  He  defend- 
ed the  navy-yard  at  Washington  against  the 
imputations  cast  on  it. 

Messrs.  Tallmadge  and  Dana  spoke  against 
the  amendment. 

Mr.  Smilie  spoke  in  favor  of  the  amendment, 
and  expressed  his  astonishment  at  the  change 
which  appeared  to  have  taken  place  in  the 
House  since  they  had  voted,  60  to  31,  a  few 
days  ago,  to  reduce  the  Navy. 

Mr.  Key  expressed  his  surprise  that  a  gentle- 
man having  as  much  parliamentary  experience 
as  the  gentleman  who  preceded  him,  should  be 
surprised  at  the  change  of  votes.  A  majority 
had  voted  to  reduce,  having  difierent  objects  of 
reduction  in  view  ;  but,  when  a  reduction  in 
any  one  branch  of  expenditure  was  proposed, 
it  appeared  that  a  majority  could  not  agree  in 
it.  Mr.  K.  spoke  again  in  favor  of  the  amend- 
ment. 
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The  motion  to  strike  out  the  section  was  lost, 
52  to  40. 

Mr.  Key  renewed  his  motion  to  insert  "  Wash- 
ington.". 

Mr.  Randolph  opposed  the  motion  on  the 
ground  of  the  unfitness  of  the  situation  of  Wash- 
ington, compared  with  others,  for  a  navy-yard. 

Mr.  Macon  supported  the  motion  ;  because 
he  was  utterly  opposed  to  a  navy,  he  said  he 
wished  that  a  navy-yard  should  be  kept  here, 
as  members  of  Congress  would  be  much  sooner 
disgusted  by  seeing  the  expenditures  of  the 
Navy  system,  than  by  hearing  of  them. 

Mr.  Dana,  as  a  friend  to  a  navy,  said  he 
wished  the  amendment  not  to  prevail..  The 
gentleman  from  North  Carolina,  an  enemy  to 
navies,  wished  to  retain  the  yard  at  this  place ; 
he,  Mr.  D.,  a  friend  to  them  generally,  wished 
to  dispose  of  or  disuse  it.  They  therefore 
thought  alike,  though  they  should  vote  differ- 
ently. 

The  motion  to  insert  "  Washington "  was 
carried — 54  to  42. 

The  section  for  reducing  the  marines  was 
struck  out,  without  debate — ayes '59. 

The  committee  rose,  and  reported  the  biU  as 
amended. 

The  Speakee  resumed  the  Chair,  and  the 
House  resolved  now  to  consider  the  report  of 
the  Committee  of  the  Whole. 

Mr.  MiLXOB  said  the  bill  had  been  much 
amended  in  committee,  and  as  the  remnant  left 
amounted  to  very  little,  and  the  discussion  of 
that  little  would  probably  cost  more  than  would 
be  saved  by  passing  it  into  a  law,  he  moved  to 
postpone  the  further  consideration  of  the  sub- 
ject indefinitely. 


Weditksdat,  April  25. 
Loan  Bill. 

The  engrossed  bill  authorizing  a  loan  for  a 
sum  of  money,  not  exceeding  the  amount  of  the 
principal  of  the  public  debt,  reimbursable  dur- 
ing the  year  1810,  was  read  a  third  time. 

All  the  gentlemen  who  spoke  against  the  bill 
professed  to  be  willing  in  6,  proper  manner  to 
authorize  a  loan  of  any  sum  of  money  necessary 
to  meet  the-  appropriations  made  ;  but  they  con- 
tended that  the  bill  was  objectionable  because 
the  sum  was  not  stated  in  the  face  of  the  bill, 
.  because  the  bill  bore  a  deceptive  appearance  of 
borrowing  money  to  pay  the  public  debt,  when,  in 
fact,  it  was  to  meet  the  ordinary  expenses  of  the 
Government ;  because  the  bill  authorized  a  loan 
of  five  millions  five  hundred  and  sixty  thousand 
dollars,  more  by  one  million  one  hundred  and 
sixty  thousand  dollars  than  the  Secretary  of  the 
Treasury  had  declared  to  be  necessary,  and  be- 
cause no  loan  ought  to  be  authorized  until  biUs 
now  before  the  House  were  decided  on,  which 
involved  a  reduction  of  the  annual  expenditure. 

In  reply  to  the  objections  to  this  biU,  it  was 
urged  that  the  amount  authorized  (not  requir- 
ed) to  be  borrowed  was  as  definitely  expressed 
as  though  in  figures ;  that  there  could  be  no  de- 


ception on  the  face  of  the  bill,  for,  if  no  debt 
heretofore  contracted  was  now  to  be  paid  off, 
there  would  not  only  be  no  occasion  to  borrow, 
but  there  would  be  an  immense  annual  surplus 
in  the  Treasury  ;  that,  since  the  estimate  of 
four  millions  had  been  reported  to  the  House, 
various  appropriations  had  been  made,  and  it 
was  impossible  yet  to  say  how  much  might  be 
wanted,  and  no  more  would  be  borrowed  than 
actually  was  wanted  ;  that  if  the  passage  of  the 
bill  was  delayed  but  a  day  or  two,  it  would  be 
very  easy  for  gentlemen  to  prevent  its  passage 
at  all. 
The  bill  was  passed — yeas  77,  nays  35. 

Reduction  of  the  Navy. 
The  House  then  resumed  the  consideration  of 
the  unfinished  business  of  yesterday. 

Mr.  MiLNOR  said  when  he  had  made  the  mo- 
tion for  the  indefinite  postponement  of  the  bUl, 
he  had  supposed  that  the  sense  of  the  House 
had  been  fully  expressed  on  it ;  but  as  it  ap- 
peared that  the  motion  would  occupy  much 
time  in  debate,  and  as  some  gentlemen  had 
thought  proper  to  insinuate  that  the  motion  was 
made  for  the  purpose  of  avoiding  meeting  a  di- 
rect question  on  the  bill,  he  now  rose  to  with- 
draw the  motion. 

The  question  was  then  stated  on  the  first 
amendment  made  in  Committee  of  the  Whole, 
viz :  to  strike  out  so  much  as  requires  the  sale 
of  all  the  gunboats. 

Mr.  MuMFOED  hoped  that  the  frigates  would 
not  be  laid  up  in  ordinary.  He  said  he  was  no 
politician  by  profession  ;  he  had  been  called 
from  mercantile  pursuits  against  his  inclination, 
but  he  had  always  understood  that  government 
was  instituted  for  the  protection  of  the  citizen. 
He  was  chagrined  when  he  saw  the.  events  un- 
folding in  the  Old  World,  and  witnessed  such  a 
paralyzing  system  going  on  in  his  own  country. 
He  had  hoped  that  some  system  would  have 
been  adopted  for  the  protection  of  our  com- 
merce at  sea.  If  gentlemen  were  determined  to 
abandon  the  ocean  altogether,  he  begged  to 
know  it  in  time  before  merchants  were  totally 
ruined,  for  it  was  impossible  at  present  to  carry 
on  any  commerce  whatever.  The  pai't  of  the 
country  which  he  represented  (city  of  New  York) 
felt  it  strongly;  agriculture  would  feel  it  sooner 
or  later.  The  enormous  captures  made  of  their 
property  had  reduced  merchants  to  the  alter- 
native of  staying  at  home,  or  having  no  com- 
merce but  with  Great  Britain.  If  gentlemen 
are  disposed  to  surrender  commerce  to  the  dis- 
cretion of  the  belligerents  and  retire  from  the 
ocean,  it  is  time  to  know  it.  Mr.  M.  said  he 
was  no  motite-monger ;  he  never  arraigned 
gentlemen  for  their  motives.  We  have  heard 
gentlemen  say,  "  millions  for  defence  and  not  a 
cent  for  tribute;"  and  a  noble  and  popular 
sentiment  it  was.  It  seemed  now  to  be  revers- 
ed with  them,  and  a  plain  translation  of  their 
speeches  was,  "millions  for  tribute;  not  a  cent 
for  defence."  Various  projects  had  been  offer- 
ed.    Some  gentlemen  were  for  putting  down 
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the  whole  Army  and  Navy ;  others  wore  for  a 
sort  of  snail  system,  alarmed  at  the  least  appre- 
hension of  danger.  Viewing  the  subject  as  he 
did,  Mr.  M.  entreated  that  gentlemen  would 
consent  to  protect  commerce.  The  island  of 
St.  Domingo  now  possessed  seventeen  armed 
vessels.  They  were  gaining  strength  daily,  and 
what  was  the  situation  of  our  Southern  bor- 
ders ?  If  our  naval  force  was  entirely  with- 
drawn from  the  ocean,  it  was  impossible  for  an 
army  of  militia  to  defend  the  mouth  of  the 
Chesapeake.  He  understood  that  two  vessels 
were  now  building  in  Chesapeake  Bay  for  St. 
Domingo.  He  knew  that  the  Haytian  agents  had 
been  in  this  country  for  the  purpose  of  purchas- 
ing vessels.  Under  all  these  circumstances  was 
it  wise  and  prudent  to  discharge  the  Navy? 
He  presumed  the  best  course  would  be  to  put 
to  sea  what  little  navy  we  have  to  protect  our 
own  coasters,  for  they  would  be  necessary  with- 
out any  'view  to  commerce  in  the  European 
seas.  Under  every  view,  instead  of  laying  up 
those  vessels  in  service,  Mr.  M.  said  he  hoped 
that  gentlemen  would  consent  to  fit  out  every 
vessel  in  the  possession  of  the  United  States, 
and  send  them  out  to  protect  American  com- 
merce. 

A  motion  having  been  made  by  Mr.  Smilie  to 
amend  the  bill  so  as  to  place  the  Navy  on  the 
footing  on  which  it  stood  in  1806 — 

Mr.  Daxa  said  he  was  not  for  pausing  with 
merely  replacing  the  former  system ;  he  was 
also  for  guarding  against  the  waste  of  public 
property  and  treasure  which  had  taken  place  in 
the  Naval  Establishment.  He  believed  that  for 
the  number  of  fighting  men  afloat  the  United 
States  had  been  put  to  a  much  greater  expense 
than  was  necessary.  He  was  not  speaking,  he 
said,  of  our  having  few  brave  men  on  the  water, 
nor  of  the  great  sums  given  anywhere  to  those 
who  give  us  their  blood ;  but  the  system  of  the 
navy-yards,  he  believed,  required  a  thorough 
reform.  If  he  was  to  judge  of  the  general  econ- 
omy on  board  the  frigates  and  smaller  vessels 
from  the  little  he  had  seen  of  them,  he  must 
set  it  down  for  certain  that  waste  did  not  exist 
on  board  the  vessels  after  they  were  fitted  for 
service,  and  manned,  and  oflicered.  As  far  ^ 
he  had  an  opportunity  to  observe,  he  had  mark- 
ed a  strong  sense  of  subordination,  and  the  prac- 
tice of  command  at  the  same  time  sustained 
with  gentleman-like  propriety,  without  any  un- 
necessary torture  or  rigor.  In  all  this  busi- 
ness, Mr.  D.  said,  where  you  employ  warriors, 
whether  by  land  or  water,  that  department 
called  the  staff,  the  agents,  purveyors  of  sup- 
plies, &c.,  is  the  branch  of  the  service  to  which 
.  you  most  look  for  waste.  On  merely  casting 
the  eye  along  the  decks  of  our  vessels,  the  con- 
duct of  the  ofiBcers,  and  the  manner  in  which  the 
men  behaved,  indicated  a  sort  of  conduct  which 
appeared  to  him  incompatible  with  waste,  laxity 
of  discipline,  or  want  of  attention  to  duty. 
Generally  speaking,  the  civil  branch  of  the 
service  was  the  reverse  of  this.  Mr.  D.  advert- 
ed to  the  mode  of  equipping  vessels,  and  rep- 


robated the  scrambling,  which  he  had  un- 
derstood often  took  place  for  equipments,  as 
incompatible  with  methodical  arrangement,  and 
'correct  distribution  of  supplies.  It  was  waste- 
ful and  inconsistent  with  regular  accountabil- 
ity. It  was  not  the  course  pursued  in  the  navy- 
yards  oif  other  nations.  The  commander  of  a 
man  of  war  in  other  countries  was  not  permit- 
ted to  go  into  a  navy-yard  ;  he  could  not  there 
claim  to  have  every  thing  new  on  board  his 
vessel.  When  every  man  was  suffered  to  man- 
age as  he  would,  there  was  no  security  for  the 
economical  conduct  of  an  establishment ;  for  the 
more  anxious  was  each  commander  to  have  his 
own  vessel  exclusively  well  equipped,  the  more 
would  the  public  suffer.  He  was,  therefore,  for 
adopting  some  system  of  rigorous  retrenchment 
— what  it  should  be  he  did  not  know.  In  the 
nature  of  the  thing  he  was  confident  it  could  be 
done;  without  it  there  must  be. much  waste. 
At  present,  therefore,  he  was  against  striking 
out  the  frigates  from  the  Naval  Establishment. 
A  reform  in  the  expense  was  the  great  deside- 
ratum, not  the  abolition  of  the  Navy. 

Mr.  D.  said  he  would  submit  to  the  House 
one  consideration :  the  appearance  which  the 
passage  of  such  a  bill  would  present  to  the  world 
after  the  resolutions  passed  at  the  commence- 
ment of  the  present  session.  For  his  own  part, 
indeed,  he  had  deemed  it  useless  to  make  de- 
clarations of  national  independence,  or  to  re- 
solve against  submission ;  but  at  the  commence- 
ment of  the  session  a  resolution  had  been  passed 
respecting  what  had  taken  place  between  Ex- 
ecutive and  the  British  Minister,  and  then  Con- 
gress had  pledged  themselves  to  call  forth  the 
whole  force  of  the  nation  to  stand  by  and  sup- 
port the  President.  He  had  supposed  this  un- 
necessary, improper,  and  exceptionable  in  some 
respects.  But  at  the  same  session,  when  the 
controversy  was  chiefly  respecting  maritime 
privileges,  if  they  should  not  only  reduce  but 
seU  the  Navy,  what  would  the  world  say,  when 
they  had  seen  the  beginning  and  end  of  the  ses- 
sion ?  Would  it  be  possible  that  foreign  pow- 
ers could  look  up  with  any  reverence  to  their 
acts  ?  "We  shaU,  said  he,  he  reduced  to  such  a 
situation  that  even  the  apprehension  of  our 
hatred  could  not  insure  respect  from  foreign 
Governments,  if  we  sufi'er  our  conduct  to  be  so 
completely  at  war  with  our  own  acts.  In  or- 
der to  possess  some  appearance  of  respectability 
in  the  estimation  of  others,  the  most  expedient ' 
course  would  be  to  establish  economy  and  pro- 
vide for  a  less  profuse  distribution  of  the  public 
moneys,  but  to  retain  the  public  armed  vessels, 
thatwe  may  be  in  the  condition  for  effectual 
service  whenever  it  is  deemed  expedient."  By 
this  course  we  may  save  more  of  property 
as  well  as  character  than  by  an  abolition  of  the 
Navy ;  and  if  we  save  both  it  is  better  than  to 
save  the  one  and  lose  the  other. 

In  allusion*  to  a  remark  of  Mr.  Mumfoed 
against  the  biU,  Mr.  D.  said  that  in  regard  to 
what  was  formerly  said  respecting  millions  for 
defence  and  not  a  cent  for  tribute,  that  doctrine 
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was  a  very  good  one,  but  it  had  no  connection 
with  crawling  within  ourselves  in  time  of  dan- 
ger— with  the  terrapin  policy — with  drawing 
in  head  and  claws  so  that  no  part  of  the  body 
should  be  exposed ;  and  those  who  were  for 
that  course,  (because  really  they  had  not  pro- 
vided any  shell,)  coxdd  not  very  well  appeal  for 
their  justification  to  the  doctrine  of  "  millions 
for  defence  and  not  a  cent  for  tribute,"  and  yet 
he  believed  that  the  gentleman  from  New-York 
himself  had  voted  for  that  system  of  terrapin 
defence.  Although,  said  Mr.  D.,  I  was  against 
that  thing,  yet  there  were  men  distinguished 
for  talents  and  worth,  and  who  arfe  eminent  in 
the  councils  of  their  country,  who  entertained 
sentiments  widely  different.  This  policy  was 
borrowed  from  the  colonial  system ;  we  did  not 
assume  the  spirit  of  a  nation,  perhaps ;  we  re- 
collected what  we  had  done  before  when  we 
were  colonies,  and  perhaps  gentlemen  thought 
the  efforts  of  children  might  succeed  when 
they  had  attained  to  manhood.  It  was  a  delu- 
sion. If  gentlemen,  however,  now  see  through 
theii-  error,  their  desire  to  correct  it  ought  not 
to  be  condemned. 

Mr.  Bassett  -was  of  opinion  with  Mr.  D.  that 
reform  rather  than  reduction  of  the  Naval  Es- 
tablishment ought  to  -be  their  object.  He  was 
glad  to  find  that  when  the  Kavy  was  brought 
into  view,  other  ideas  than  those  of  mere  com- 
merce began  to  be  associated  with  it.  Hereto- 
fore it  had  only  been  advocated  as  a  means  for 
the  protection  of  commerce.  Mr.  B.  said  he 
lived  in  a  district  which  was  sensibly  alive  to 
the  benefits  of  a  navy.  The  district  which  he 
represented  had  within  it  more  water  than  land. 
It  therefore  became  essential  to  the  defence  of 
his  constituents  that  they  should  have  a  float- 
ing protection.  It  was  impossible,  in  the  nature 
of  things,  that  they  could  be  defended  but  by  a 
floating  defence.  Surely  there  could  be  no  gen- 
tleman in  the  House  who  was  not  sensible  of 
the  necessity  of  protection !  It  might  be  a  fa- 
vorite point  in  a  monarchy  to  keep  the  country 
unprotected,  and  thus  under  the  control  of  the 
Government,  but  the  motto  of  Republics  should 
be  universal  justice,  equal  rights,  and  common 
defence.  He  asked  gentlemen  to  look  at  the 
magnitude  of  the  object  of  defending  our  sea- 
coasts,  which  could  not  be  less  than  three  thou- 
sand miles  in  extent,  and,  taking  into  considera- 
tion the  sides  of  our  navigable  rivers,  that 
extent  would  be  doubled.  If  gentlemen  would 
but  for  a  moment  consider  the  immense  space 
which  was  exposed,  they  would  see  all  the  im- 
portance of  securing  an  adequate  defence.  The 
House  had  been  told,  and  certainly  very  truly, 
that  there  was  a  maritime  force  rising  in  our 
neighborhood.  The  House  had  been  told,  also, 
and  told  correctly,  too,  that  at  least  two  large 
vessels  were  building  in  their  own  waters  for 
the  use  of  that  growing  maritime  power.  At 
the  very  moment,  said  Mr.  B.,  that  we  know 
that  the  blacks  of  St.  Domingo  are  building 
vessels,  shall  we  dispose  of  our  public  armed 
vessels  ?    Let  me  ask  who  will  buy  them  when 


put  into  the  market  ?  Who  but  Christophe 
and  Petion  ?  It  is  reduced  to  a  certainty  that 
if  wo  put  them  now  to  the  hammer,  they  must 
go  in  that  direction.  I  ask  gentlemen  seriously 
to  weigh  that  consideration. 

The  situation  of  our  Navy  is  at  present  suflB- 
ciently  reduced.  We  have  only  flve  frigates  in 
actual  service.  The  Chesapeake,  for  want  of 
repairs,  is  now  in  harbor.  If  gentlemen  are 
anxious  that  she  should  be  laid  up  in  ordinary, 
I  would  accord  in  it;  but  I  would  prefer  to 
leave  this  subject  entirely  to  the  discretion  of 
the  Executive.  I  know,  sir,  how  apt  a  propo- 
sition of  this  sort  is  to  be  met  by  a  suggestion  of 
Presidential  confidence  ;  but  when  we  come 
to  consider  our  particular  situation,  that  we  are 
putting  it  into  the  power  of  the  President,  not 
to  add  to  the  burdens  of  the  people,  but  to  re- 
lieve them,  that  will  be  thought  a  sound  argu- 
ment to  justify  the  course  of  leaving  the  whole 
matter  to  the  discretion  of  the  President.  The 
wisdom  of  the  last  and  of  the  present  Congress 
has  kept  in  service  five  frigates.  We  cannot 
remain  in  session  at  all  times ;  and  we  ai-e  at 
this  moment,  extremely  doubtful  as  to  the  as- 
pect our  affairs  will  assume  as  to  foreign  na- 
tions. I  would  ask  gentlemen  if  former  ex- 
perience does  not'  warn  us  that  if  we  have  an 
accommodation  with  one  belligerent,  it  wiU  but 
lead  to  a  wider  breach  with  the  other  ?  But  if 
this  occurrence  does  not  take  place,  and  every 
thing  should  turn  out  happily,  my  proposition 
would  leave  it  in  the  power  of  the  Executive 
to  secure  the  public  against  loss.  The  expense 
is  not  drawn  upon  us  by  the  Executive,  but  it  is 
such  as  the  wisdom  of  the  National  Legislature 
has  thought  proper  to  incur.  Therefore  I  think 
it  fair  to  consider  the  subject  in  this  way.  As 
we  are  about  to  separate,  and  as  present  appear- 
ances would  not  warrant  our  giving  up  any 
species  of  protection,  we  shall  be  justified  in 
giving  a  discretionary  power  to  the  Executive 
to  put  down  such  part  of  the  Naval  Establish- 
ment as  he  may  in  future  think  It  j  ustifiable  to 
part  with. 

I  am'not  one  of  those  who  think  the  expense 
of  the  Navy  a  suflBcient  argument  for  disposing 
of  it  altogether.  I  have  been  asked  what  has 
the^Navy  done.  I  can  answer  for  a  large  por- 
tion of  my  constituents,  that  it  has  kept  them 
quiet  in  mind.  Is  it  not  important  that  the 
men  who  live  on  the  seaboard  should  know 
that  we  have  a  force  to  repel  attack  ?  What  sort 
of  attack  have  we  cause  to  expect?  A  serious 
invasion  ?  Certainly  not.  The  sort  of  attack 
which  we  ought  to  guard  against  is  the  preda- 
tory attack,  made  at  small  expense,  to  our  great 
injury.  If  we  do  away  the  naval  system  en- 
tirely, our  whole  seacoast  wiU  be  liable  to  be 
ravaged.  A  single  frigate,  a  single  privateer, 
a  single  pirate,  might  come  into  your  waters  and 
injure  your  citizens  to  a  considerable  amount. 
It  has  been  mentioned,  and  I  have  seen  an  of- 
ficial intimation  of  it,  that  two  or  three  vessels, 
in  the  shape  of  pirates,  had  stopped  vessels  at 
the  mouth  of  the  Mississippi.     The  force  now 
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embodied  on  the  ooeaa  is  not  more  than  ade- 
quate to  the  security  of  the  nation  against  pre- 
datory warfare.  I  am  willing,  notwithstanding 
this,  to  leave  it  to  the  Executive  discretion  to 
lessen  the  burden. 

I  regret  much  that  at  thw  period  of  the  ses- 
sion we  cannot  go  into  an  examination  of  the 
expenditures  the  gentleman  from  Connecticut 
complains  of.  I  think  it  proper  to  observe  that 
for  one  I  shall  be  willing  to  receive  his  assist- 
ance in  detecting  abuses.  I  believe  the  gentle- 
man at  present  at  the  head  of  the  Navy  Depart- 
ment has  every  disposition  to  correct  them. 
But  at  the  same  time  that  is  not  sufficient  for 
us.  I  do  not  know  of  any  unnecessary  expenses, 
or  I  should  bring  them  to  public  view ;  I  do 
believe  there  is  not  that  want  of  system  which 
the  gentleman  seems  to  suppose.  This  much  I 
know,  that  at  all  the  navy-yards  are  proper 
officers  for  distributing  stores.  There  all  the 
rigging,  ropes,  &o.,  &c.,  are  kept  apart,  and,  as 
far  as  a  landsman,  a  lubber  like  myself,  can 
judge,  appear  in  great  order. 

In  relation  to  the  smaller  vessels  it  appears 
by  the  report  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy  that 
they  are  in  perfect  repair.  The  expense  of  sail- 
ing them  is  the  only  expense.  I  cannot  but 
again  repeat,  because  I  think  it  of  the  last  im- 
portance, that  the  security  which  these  small 
vessels  gives  us  greatly  outweighs  all  disadvan- 
tages of  expense.  If  we  can  lessen  the  expense, 
let  us  do  it,  in  the  hope  that  at  another  session 
we  shall  be  able  to  find  out  where  the  evil  ex- 
ists. It  is  generally  said,  when  this  subject  is 
under  consideration,  that  we  cannot  attempt  to 
cope  with  Great  Britain.  Because  we  cannot, 
axe  we  to  succumb  to  others?  To  provide  no 
protection  against  smaller  powers?  At  this 
moment  the  master  of  an  American  merchant 
vessel  is  employed  in  the  service  of  the  Em- 
peror of  China,  a  country  possessing  the  greatest 
population  in  the  world,  for  the  purpose  of  pro- 
tecting the  citizens  of  the  Emperor  against 
some  small  pirates.  Is  there  a  fact  can  speak 
more  strongly  to  us,  that,  without  some  sort 
of  naval  defence,  with  such  a  seacoast  as  we 
have,  (and  let  it  be  recollected,  sir,  that  our 
seacoast  is  much  greater  in  proportion  to  our 
population  than  the  Chinese,)  we  shall  be  at 
the  mercy  of  the  worst  of  the  human  race  ? 

It  was  asked  what  mighty  good  the  Navy 
has  done.  Let  me  ask  the  gentleman  who  asked 
that  question,  what  mighty  good  our  Army  has 
done  by  land  ?  When  we  consider  the  point  of 
expense,  let  us  consider  the  evils  of  different 
sorts.  Let  me  ask  gentlemen  if  the  evils  de- 
picted to  exist  in  Pern,  where  gold  abounds, 
do  not  equal  any  thing  they  can  imagine  to  pro- 
ceed from  the  want  of  money  ?  We  must  for- 
get the  evils  that  force  produces  in  the  necessity 
which  exists  for  having  it.  We  cannot  say, 
because  some  evil  results  from  force,  that  we 
will  not  have  it ;  for,  if  you  have  it  not,  others 
will.  Our  own  experience  should  teach  us  the 
necessity  of  it.  What  was  the  effect  of  our 
eloquent  addresses,  when  colonies,  placed  at 


the  foot  of  the  British  throne?     They  (the 
British)  sent  a  fleet  and  army  to  Boston.     They 
did  not  tell  you  power  was  right ;  but  they  said 
it  with  their  fleet  and  army.     Reason  will  tell 
us  the  same  now ;  it  is  impossible  to  meet  force 
but  by  force.     The  effects  of  naval  force  are 
well  remembered.     It  is  well  recollected  that 
in  the  Revolution   Oornwallis  marched  from 
Charleston  to  Virginia.    When  he  got  there,  a 
French  fleet  was  on  the  coast.     The  very  mo- 
ment the  fleet  advanced  by  water,  Oornwallis 
surrendered.     Here  was  evidence  of  the  effect 
of  naval  force.     And  it  is  by  its  efficiency  that 
we  must  balance  the  great  objection  of  expense. 
I  have  heard  it  stated  here  how  much  more 
expense  a  sailor  is  than  a  soldier.    If  we  look  to 
the  fact,  and  contrast  the  efficiency  of  the  two, 
we  shall  find  that  the  superior  efficiency  of  the 
sailor  greatly  outweighs  the  additional  expense. 
There  Is  one  fact,  very  strongly  illustrative  of 
this  principle,  drawn  from  British  history.     It 
is  found,  by  the  papers  laid  before  Parliament, 
that  the  present  naval  establishment  costs  seven- 
teen millions  annually.     The  expense  of  the 
army  is  nearly  the  same.     With  seventeen  mil- 
lions of  water  force,  the  navy  of  Great  Britain 
makes  her  mistress  of  the  ocean  ;  with  seven- 
teen millions,  the  land  force  of  Great  Britain  is 
contemptible.     As  concerns  ourselves,  all  the 
attack  we  can  expect  to  receive  is  on  the  ocean 
or  on  the  seacoast,  and  we  can  by  this  fact  see 
demonstrably  that  we  can  procure  more  pro- 
tection for  a  certain  number  of  dollars  expended 
on  the  water  than  we  can  from  the  same  num- 
ber of  dollars  expended  on  the  land.     History 
shows  that  Republics  are  always  naval  powers; 
and  navies  have  preserved  their  existence.   The 
history  of  England,  instead  of  destroying  this 
argument,  is  in  favor  of  it ;  the  celebrated  ex- 
ploits of  the  Dutch  confirm  it.  England,  though 
a  monarchy,  is  the  freest  in  Europe,  and  all 
nations  have  enjoyed  the  greatest  naval  celeb- 
rity when    they  have    been    most  free.      A 
navy  has  no  great  general  at  the  head  of  it, 
wielding  an  immense  body  of  armed  men.    The 
commanders  of  ships  have  a  very  different  in- 
fluence.   The  admiral  himself  cannot  act  on  the 
land.    History  does  not  show  an  instance  where 
an  attack  was  made  on  the  liberty  of  a  nation 
from  that  quarter.     I  am  therefore  disposed  to 
give  my  feeble  aid  to  support  an  efficient  force 
upon  the  water  rather  than  upon  the  land ;  and 
I  believe  the  present  establishment  is   by  no 
means  beyond  what  ought  to  exist. 

Mr.  Randolph  said,  that  as  his  objections  to 
the  Navy  went  to  the  whole  system,  he  would 
make  his  observations  at  large,  in  preference  to 
reserving  them  in  detached  parts  on  the  various 
details  of  the  bill.  My  object,  said  Mr.  R.,  is 
to  endeavor  to  persuade  the  House  that  they 
ought  not  to  concur  in. the  report  of  the  Com- 
mittee of  the  whole  House.  I  have  ever  be- 
lieved that  the  people  of  the  United  States 
were  destined  to  become,  at  some  period,  or 
other,  a  great  naval  power.  The  unerring  in- 
dications of  that  fact  were  presented  to  us  in  a 
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tonnage  and  number  of  seamen  exceeding  those 
of  any  other  nation  in  the  world,  one  only  ex- 
cepted. When,  therefore,  I  proposed  to  reduce 
the  Naval  Establishment  of  the  United  States, 
it  was  not  for  the  pitiful  object  of  putting 
down  some  five  or  seven  gunboats  and  two  or 
three  unimportant  navy-yards,  or  of  making 
the  mighty  reduction  contemplated  in  the 
amendment  of  the  gentleman  from  Pennsyl- 
vania. In  other  words,  it  was  for  the  purpose 
of  making  barely  such  a  retrenchment  in  the 
naval  expenditure  as  might  enable  Government, 
after  such  retrenchment  was  effected,  to  go  on 
with  the  aid  of  loans  and  taxes.  We  had  two 
views  of  the  probable  state  of  the  nation  pre- 
sented to  us  during  this  session.  The  first  was 
a  view  of  war,  in  which  case  it  was  agreed  on 
aU  bands  that  loans  and  taxes  would  be  neces- 
sary ;  the  next  was  a  view  of  peace,  in  which 
case  it  was  believed  that  loans  and  taxes  were 
unnecessary,  and  was  so  pronounced  from  the 
highest  authority  in  the  country  on  financial 
concerns.  But  now  it  seems  to  have  a  view 
of  reduced  military  and  naval  expenditure 
which  does  not  obviate  the  necessity  of  loans 
and  taxes.  My  object  in  the  proposed  reduction 
was  not  to  enable  the  Government  to  get  on 
with  the  aid  of  loans  and  taxes,  but  to  make 
such  a  reduction  as  would  have  enabled  the 
Government  to  dispense  with  a  recurrence  to 
them. 

I  have  said,  sir,  that  the  United  States  were, 
in  my  opinion,  destined  to  become  a  great 
naval  power ;  and  I  have  read  unerring  indi- 
cations of  it  in  the  commercial  prosperity  of 
our  country,  out  of  which  alone  it  can  grow. 
But  I  believe,  if  any  thing  could  retard  or  event- 
ually destroy  it — if  any  thing  could  strangle 
in  the  cradle  the  infant  Hercules  of  the  Ameri- 
can Navy — it  would  be  the  very  injudicious 
mode  in  which  that  power  has  been  attempted 
to  be  prematurely  brought  into  action,  and  kept 
in  action,  during  the  two  last  administrations. 
Again,  a  naval  power  necessarily  grows  out  of 
tonnage  and  seamen.  We  have  not  only  driven 
away  our  tonnage,  but  have  exerted  ourselves 
with  no  little  zeal,  even  at  this  very  session,  to 
prevent  its  ever  coming  back.  We  have  not 
been  willing  to  consent  that  vessels  polluted  by 
the  unpardonable  sin  of  a  breach  of  the  embargo 
should  return.  Ti-ue  it  is,  that  we  have  not 
made  the  same  provision  in  relation  to  seamen : 
we  have  conceived  the  guilt  rather  to  reside  in 
the  wood  or  iron,  than  in  the  men  who  con- 
ducted it.  But,  although  we  have  no  provision 
for  the  express  purpose  that  they  should  not 
return,  unfortunately  they  have  not  returned ; 
and  the  proof  of  this  fact  is  evinced  by  another, 
viz :  that  landsmen  are  at  this  moment  employed 
on  board  our  few  ships  of  war,  because  seamen 
cannot  be  procured.  Our  tonnage  and  seamen, 
then — the  sinews  of  naval  power — are  wounded 
by  our  own  measures,  to  a  considerable  degree. 
Again :  it  has  always  been  understood,  accord- 
ing to  my  view  of  the  subject,  that  one  of  the 
principal  uses  of  a  navy  was  to  protect  com- 


merce ;  but  our  political  rule  for  some  time 
past  has  been  that  of  inverse  proportion,  and 
we  have  discovered  that  commerce  is  the  natu- 
ral protector' of  a  navy.  The  proof  of  this  is 
found,  if  not  in  every  act  of  this  House,  cer- 
tainly in  most  of  the  speeches  delivered  on  this 
floor.  I  need  only  allude  to  a  speech  made  by 
a  colleague  of  mine,  (Mr.  Gholsok,)  who  usu- 
ally sits  on  my  right  hand,  a  few  days  ago,  in 
which  he  stated  that  the  power  to  regulate 
commerce  was  specially  given  by  the  constitu- 
tion to  the  United  States — not  as  a  means  of 
raising  revenue,  equalizing  duties  throughout 
the  United  States,  and  making  all  in  fact  one 
family — ^but,  that  it  was  put  into  the  hands  of 
Congress  as  a  scorpion-whip  to  bring  the  other 
nations  of  the  world  to  our  terms;  that,  by 
turning  away  the  light  of  our  countenance — the 
sunshine  of  our  commercial  bounty — they  might 
wither  and  decay. 

I  had  always  thought  too,  sir,  that  the  reve- 
nue which  a  Naval  Establishment  naturally 
calls  for  was  to  be  founded  on  conmiercial 
greatness ;  in  other  words,  that  commerce  was 
to  give  us  revenue,  and  revenue  was  to  support 
a  navy,  which  in  return  was  to  protect  com- 
merce. But,  it  seems  we  have  changed  all 
this — we  have  perverted  the  whole  course  of 
procedure — and  why?  Sir,  shall  we  keep  up 
an  expensive  Naval  Establishment,  necessarily 
driving  us  into  loans  and  taxes,  for  the  pro- 
tection of  a  commerce  which  the  Government 
itself  says  we  shall  not  carry  on ;  and  when 
members  of  this  House  tell  us  that  the  natural 
protection  of  commerce  is  the  annUiilation  of  it  ? 
The  Navy  has  now  become  a  sort  of  fifth  wheel 
to  the  political  coach,  and  I  am  unwilling  to 
keep  it  up,  at  this  expense,  on  these  grounds. 

If,  sir,  the  construction  which  I  have  taken 
of  the'sense  of  the  House  and  of  the  Govern- 
ment be  not  correct,  whence  comes  it  that  we 
have  such  cases  before  us  as  that  of  Daniel 
Buck  2  Whence  comes  it  that  we  hear  of  Treas- 
ury instructions,  not  issued  in  the  first  instance 
for  the  purpose  of  expounding  a  law  touching 
the  clearances  of  vessels,  that  uniformity  may 
prevail  in  the  different  districts,  but  supple- 
mentary instructions,  becoming  in  practice  the 
actual  law  of  the  land?  In  other  words,  if  my 
construction  be  not  correct,  whence  comes  it 
that  every  principle  formerly  called  federal — 
every  principle  of  Executive  energy  and  power 
— has  been  strained  of  late  to  an  extent  hereto- 
fore unparalleled?  Whence  comes  it,  that  in 
the  archives  of  this  Assembly,  we  find  copies  of 
licenses  given  by  the  Executive  power  of  tbe 
nation — to  do  what?  To  permit  one  part  of 
this  confederacy  to.  supply  another  part  with 
bread  1  We  have  had  Executive  licenses,  gra- 
ciously permitting  that  a  portion  of  our  citizens 
should  not  starve  while  the  rest  were  revelling 
in  plenty,  and  suffering  for  want  of  a  market ! 
Let  us  suppose,  that  in  the  fragments  of  history 
of  the  ancient  nations  of  the  earth,  of  those  pe- 
riods which  are  most  involved  in  obscurity,  we 
should  find  an  Imperial  rescript  to  this  effect. 
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■what  would  be  the  inevitable  conclusion  of  the 
historian?     That,  if  the  Ohlef  Magistrate  of  the 
Government  could  at  pleasure  starve  one  part 
of  the  people  while  another  was  rioting  in 
plenty,  that  the  individual  who  held  this  power 
was  the  greatest  despot  on  earth,  and  the  Gov- 
ernment a  purely  unmixed  despotism.     But,  sir, 
it  would  be  improper  to  draw  any  such  conclu- 
sion here,  because  we  are  the  most  enlightened 
people  on  earth — I  believe  we  have  placed  that 
on  record.     It  was  nothing  but  the  protection 
of  the  Navy  of  the  United  States,  and  a  desire 
of  avenging  the  attack  on  the  Chesapeake — for, 
among  all  the  causes  of  the  embargo,  we  hear 
of  none  oftener  than  the  attack  on  the  Chesa- 
peake ; — it  was  nothing  but  a  defence,  not  only 
of  the  commercial  interests,  but  of  the  naval 
strength  of  the  nation,  which  created  this  dic- 
tatorship in  the  person  of  the  Chief  Magistrate. 
It  was  not  that  we  are  naturally  more  prone  to 
slavery  than  others,  but  it  was  for  the  preser- 
vation of  our  national  defence,  (if  that  be  not 
positively  opposed  to  national  defence  which 
costs  four  millions,  and  which,  when   Greek 
meets  Greek,  and  the  tug  of  war  comes,  must 
take  refuge  under  such  measures  ^s  those  I  have 
mentioned.)    No,   sir;   my  object  in  the  bill 
which  I  presented  to  the  House  was  a  great  one : 
it  was  to  enable  us  to  dispense  with  a  loan  to 
the  acknowledged  amount  of  $5,150,000 — to 
enable  us    to   dispense  with  taxation,   to  an 
amount  which  no  man  can  calculate,  (if,  indeed, 
the  system  which  passed  this  House  was  con- 
structed to  bring  in  revenue  at  all )    It  was  not 
a  little,  paltry  affair  of  reducing  a  couple  of 
navy-yards ;  not  to  bury  the  dead,  who  have 
been  already  interred  in  the  marshes  of  the 
Mississippi ;  not  twice  to  slay  the  slain :  it  was 
for  a  great  public  object.     Eeally,  sir,  the  re- 
duction of  the  gentleman  from  Pennsylvania 
(Mr.  Smilib)  reminds  me  very  forcibly  of  an  in- 
cident which  is  said  to  have  taken  place  at  the 
discovery  of  the  gunpowder  plot.     "When  com- 
missioners were  sent  into  the  Parliament  vaults, 
to  examine  into  the  situation  of  the  gunpowder 
and  combustibles  coUeoted  together  for  the  pur- 
pose of  blowing  up  the  King,  the  Parliament, 
and  the  whole  constitution,  they  returned  and 
reported  that  they  had  found  fifty  barrels  of 
gunpowder ;  that  they  had  removed  five-and- 
twenty  barrels,  and  humbly  trusted  that  the  re- 
maining five-and-twenty  would  do  no  harm! 
This  is  precisely  the  reduction  which  the  com- 
mittee and  the  gentleman  from  Pennsylvania 
have  agreed  to  make.    It  is  a  reduction  which 
will  not  do  any  effectual  service,  and  I  there- 
fore hope  the  House  will  not  accord  in  it. 

But,  we  are  told  that  great  and  gigantic 
events  in  Europe  are  to  be  arrested.  That 
which  the  British  navy  cannot  do,  I  suppose,  or 
that  which  the  combined  Continental  forces 
opposed  to  her  cannot  effect,  is  to  be  decided 
here  by  three  frigates ;  for  that  is  precisely  the 
extent  to  which,  if  I  understand  him,  he  is 
■wilhng  to  go.  It  seems,  we  are  also  to  suffer  a 
total  loss  of  the  ships  to  be  sold,  they  being 


unfit  for  every  other  purpose.     Are  thoy  unfit 
for  the  East  India  trade?    Was  not  the  first 
vessel  which  ever  doubled  the  Cape  of  Good 
Hope,  under  the  flag  of  the  United  States,  the 
old  frigate  Alliance?    And  would  not  these 
vessels,  if  sold,  be  purchased  for  that  and  for 
other  purposes ;  more  especially  when  we  con- 
sider the  immense  loss  of  tonnage  which  the 
United  States  have  sustained — I  will  not  say 
how,  but  when — within  the  last  two  years? 
But  this,  if  well  founded,  would  be  no  objection 
with  me  to  the  reduction  of  the  Navy.    I  am 
willing  to  put  a  clause  in  the  bill  to  authorize 
the  President  to  give  the  frigates  away,  if  he 
cannot  sell  them.     My  objection  to  the  expense 
is  not  merely  to  pounds,  shillings,  and  pence — 
not  merely  to  the  counting-house  calculation — 
but  to  expenses  utterly  incommensurate  to  the 
object  to  which  those  expenses  profess  to  go, 
and  to  a  system  of  organized  public  plunder. 
If  we  agree  to  make  this  reduction,  however,  ac- 
cording to  the  statement  of  the  gentleman  from 
Virginia,   (Mr.   Bassett,)  foreigners  will  pur- 
chase from  us  ships  of  the  best  construction  in 
the  world,  on  the  best  terms.     I  believe,  if  the 
gentleman's  knowledge  on  the  state  of  our  pub- 
lic ships  was  as  accurate  as  perhaps  it  is  on 
other  subjects,  he  would  hardly  suspect  foreign- 
ers of  coming  to  our  markets  for  the  purpose  of 
buying  those  ships  to  annoy  our  commerce. 
Who  wiU  become  the  purchasers — Great  Brit- 
ain ?    After  having  given  her  hundreds  of  thou- 
sands of  tons  of  your  shipping  now  sailing  under 
the  British  flag,  and  manned  her  navy  with 
your  seamen  driven  from  your  employment,  do 
you  believe  the  Admiralty  will  send  .across  the 
Atlantic  to  buy  the  hulks  rotting  at  the  navy- 
yard  ;  or  would  it  be  a  formidable  accession  to 
the  British  navy,  especially  when  fbur  of  these 
vessels  are  absolutely  unfit  for  any  purpose 
whatever  ?    I  presume  that  even  the  Emperor 
of  Prance,  if  it  were  an  object  with  him  to  have 
these  famous  models  of  naval  architecture  at 
Antwerp,  would  hardly  venture  to  purchase 
them,  and  run  the  risk  of  getting  them  across 
the  ocean.    I  conceive  you  could  hardly  get  in- 
surance done  on  them  at  Philadelphia  or  Balti- 
more.    The  idea  of  keeping  these  vessels  is  ab- 
solutely idle,  unless  gentlemen  are  disposed  to 
send  their  commerce  on  the  ocean,  and  employ 
force  in  the  protection  of  it. 

Sir,  I  am  extremely  exhausted  already — and 
I  presume  the  House  are  fuUy  as  fatigued  with 
me  as  I  am  with  myself — but  I  will  endeavor  to 
go  along  with  my  loose  remarks.  The  panegy- 
ric which  the  gentleman  from  Connecticut  (Mr. 
Dana)  has  been  pleased  to  bestow  on  the  Amer- 
ican naval  ofiBcers,  I  have  not  the  least  indispo- 
sition to  subscribe  to,  so  far  as  my  knowledge 
will  permit  me  to  go.  As  far  as  my  informa- 
tion extends — as  far  as  I  have  the  pleasure,  and 
I  may  add  the  honor,  of  being  acquainted  with 
those  gentlemen — there  is  no  class  in  society 
whom  I  think  more  highly  deserving.  And  I 
did  hope,  when  the  gentleman  went  into  this 
eulogium  on  the  one  hand,  and  inference  at 
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least  of  censure  oa  that  "which  he  has  been 
pleased  to  term  "The  Staff  of  the  Navy  "—but 
which  I  suppose  I  may  as  well  call  the  civil 
hranch,  who  have  the  control  and  management 
of  the  civil  service  ;  not  the  men  who  fight  the 
battles,  but  who  pocket  the  greatest  part  of  the 
emolument — that  he  would  have  been  more 
particular.  Sir,  I  do  know  that  comparisons 
are  extremely  unpleasant,  and  no  consideration 
would  induce  me  to  go  into  them,  especially 
after  the  observation  of  my  friend  before  me, 
(Mr.  Macon,)  hut  the  discharge  of  an  imperious 
public  duty.  I  can  have  no  hopes  of  deriving 
any  thing  further  than  experience  from  the  past 
Administrations.  It  is  to  make  use  of  this  ex- 
perience that  I  call  the  attention  of  the  House 
to  the  comparative  expenses  of  the  Navy  under 
the  several  Administrations. 

I  find,  from  the  Treasury  statement  in  my 
hand,  made  on  the  5th  of  this  month,  that  the 
Navy  under  General  Washington's  administra- 
tion, cost  $1,100,000;  that  during  the  four 
years  of  Mr.  Adams's  administration,  it  cost 
$9,700,000,  in  round  numbers;  that,  in  the  eight 
years  of  the  succeeding  Administration,  it  cost 
$12,700,000.  I  make  these  remarks,  because 
the  statement  differs  from  that  made  by  the 
worthy  gentleman  from  Connecticut  in  this  re- 
spect; that,  when  he  made  the  expenditure 
under  the  last  Administration  to  amount  to 
fourteen  millions,  he  did,  in  my  opinion,  im- 
properly saddle  that  Administration  with  the 
expenditure  of  the  year  1801,  viz :  $2,111,424, 
authorized  and  voted  under  Mr.  Adams's  ad- 
ministration. From  the  mere  glance  at  this 
paper  it  will  be  seen,  that  from  1801  to  1802, 
the  expenditure  feE  from  the  above  sum  of 
$2,000,000,  to  $900,000,  marking  distinctly  the 
retrenchment  at  the  period  of  Mr.  Jefferson's 
accession.  The  first  year  properly  chargeable 
to  the  last  Administration  is  that  succeeding  the 
one  in  which  they  came  into  oflBoe,  viz :  1802. 
I  find,  also,  from  a  comparison  of  the  statements 
in  the  same  document,  that  the  most  extrava- 
gant year  of  the  second  Administration  was  the 
year  1800 — the  year  after  I  first  had  the  honor 
of  a  seat  in  this  House — when  the  expenditure 
amounted  to  $3,448,716.  The  most  extrava- 
gant year  of  the  last  Administration  was  the 
year  succeeding  its  going  out  of  office,  the  ex- 
penses of  which  were  incurred  and  voted  by  it, 
viz:  to  the  amount  of  $2,427,758. 

Against  the  administration  of  Mr.  Adams,  I,  in 
common  with  many  others,  did  and  do  yet  en- 
tertain a  sentiment  of  hostility,  and  have  re- 
peatedly cried  out  against  it  for  extravagance, 
and  for  profusion,  and  for  waste — wanton  waste 
—of  the  public  resources.  I  find,  however,  upon 
consideration— whether  from  the  nature  of  man, 
or  from  the  nature  of  things,  or  from  whatever 
other  cause— that  that  Administration,  grossly 
extravagant  as  I  did  then  and  stiU  do  believe  it 
to  have  been,  if  tried  by  the  criterion  of  the 
succeeding  one,  was  a  pattern  of  retrenchment 
and  economy;  and  I  ask  the  House  to  put  the 
question  to  themselves,  whether  we  are  likely 


to  see,  at  any  future  period,  an  Administration 
more  economical  than  that  of  which  we  have 
just  now  taken  leavi.'  ?    And  this  I  say,  without 
meaning  to  cast  the  slightest  imputation  on  the 
present.     The  person  now  at  the  head  of  affairs, 
has,  at  least  in  one  respect,  conducted  himself 
in  his  high  office  in  a  spirit  dear  to  my  heart — ■ 
it  is  the  spiHt  of  a  gentleman.    The  first  session 
of  Congress  under  the  last  Administration  was 
a  period  of  retrenchment.    Throw  the  session 
of  last  summer  out  of  the  question,  and  this 
must  be  the  seagion  of  reform  under  the  present. 
Have  we  any  reason  to  conclude,  ffom  what  we 
have  seen  or  heard,  that  we  can  look  forward 
to  any  policy  more  economical  than  that  of  the 
Administration  of  which  wo  have  just  taken 
leave  ?    I  wish  it  to  be  clearly  understood,  that 
in  the  year  1800,  in  which  our  expenses  amount- 
ed to  $3,448,060,  we  had  three  44-gun  frigates ; 
six  frigates,  from  44  to  32 ;  two  of  32,  of  a  large 
size ;  four  of  32,  smaller;  eight  from  32  to  20  ; 
three  sloops  of  war  and  four  brigs,  from  18  to 
16 ;  and  five  brigs  and  schooners,  from  14  to  12 
guns — employing  a  total  of  7,296  seamen.    This 
Administration,  too,  it  should  be  remarked,  not 
only  built  every  frigate,  every  vessel  of  respect- 
able force — yes,  sir,  built  them  from  the  stump 
— which  the  United  States  now  have,  but  many 
others,  which  have  been  since  sold,  and  the  pro- 
ceeds of  which  have  gone  into  the  Treasury. 
At  this  time,  then,  when  the  United  States  had 
this  formidable  force  afloat ;  when  nearly  8,000 
seamen  were  employed ;  (I  know  the  documents 
only  state  7,300,  but  I  am  told  from  the  best 
authority  there  were  nearly  8,000 ;)  when  our 
flag  at  least  triumphed  in  our  own  seas  ;  when 
we  had  nothing  of  that  system  of  drawing  with- 
in our  shell,  which  the  gentleman  from  Con- 
necticut so  justly  derides;   when  we  had  not 
reached  the  soft-shelled  state  in  which  we  were 
placed  by  the  non-intercourse  law; — at  that 
time,  the  Navy  of  the  United  States  cost  nearly 
three  millions  and  a  half,  making  for  each  sea- 
man about  $472.     I  know,  sir,  that  these  state- 
ments are  dry,  but  they  are  useful  in  proportion 
as  they  are  dry.    According  to  the  statement 
which  my  colleague  (Mr.  Bassett)  has  made, 
and  which  he  has  told  you  not  only  came  from 
the  Secretary  of  the  Navy,  but  was  in  the  Sec- 
retary's own  handwriting,  the  number  of  sea- 
men which  he  had  last  year  in  employ  was 
2,723,  which  cost  the  nation  $2,427,000— for 
each  man  employed,  within  a  trifle  of  $900! 
Now  sir,  if  every  seaman  under  the  last  Admiu- 
istration  cost  double  the  expense  which  was  in- 
curred for  the  same  man  under  the  preceding 
one  if  the  same  system  is  continued,  we  have 
no  reason  to  doubt  that  the  seamen  next  year 
will  cost  double  of  their  present  expense.     But, 
even  suppose  the  expense  to  remain  the  same 
as  it  now  is,  will  .the  Representatives  of  the 
American  people  agree  to  maintain  a  naval 
force  which  costs  us  $900  (within  $18)  per  man, 
the  use   of  which  no  man  has  attempted  to 
guess,  much  less  to  demonstrate  1 
I  wish  to  be  indulged  in  a  little  further  com- 
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parative  political  economy.  I  believe,  sir,  that 
the  same  good  results  in  politics  from  compar- 
ing the  merits  of  different  Administrations,  that 
results  in  medicine  and  surgery  from  the  dissec- 
tion of  the  human  body — that  they  are  fairly 
to  be  tried  by  the  same  rules.  I  find,  then,  that 
in  the  year  1800  the  estimated  pay  of  the  offi- 
cers is  $391,000,  and  that  the  estimated  pay  of 
the  seamen  in  the  same  year  is  $818,000.  And 
yet,  sir,  by  the  estimate  now  before  me,  and 
which  any  gentleman  can  turn  to,  made  for  the 
y§ar  1800,  the  subsistence  of  the  oflScers,  their 
pay,  and  that  of  the  seamen,  amounts  only  to 
|296,000— a  sum  less,  by  nearly  $100,000,  than 
the  estimated  pay  alone  of  the  officers  in  1800 
— while  the  expense  of  the  whole  Establish- 
ment approach  for  the  last  year  within  $1,000,- 

000  of  the  expense  of  the  year  first  mentioned. 

1  am  at  a  loss  to'  account  for  these  manifest  in- 
consistencies, and  I  might  say  solecisms,  in  our 
political  arithmetic.  We  have  a  Navy  which 
we  are  told  employs  2,700  men,  which  costs 
within  a  third  as  much  as  a  Navy  employing 
nearly  8,000  men,  and  yet,  when  we  come  to 
compare  the  great  objects  of  expense — ^to  wit : 
pay  and  subsistence  of  the  officers  and  seamen, 
the  reward  of  valor  and  merit — we  find  a  con- 
trast which  I  believe  no  man  in  this  House  is 
prepared  to  explain. 

Now,  sir — for  the  whole  subject,  thank  God, 
is  now  before  us — let  us  look  at  the  expenses  of 
the  Marine  corps.  I  have  always  understood 
that  marines  were  necessary  in  proportion  to 
the  extent  of  the  Navy — that  such  a  force  is  put 
on  board  of  every  ship  of  such  a  number  of 
guns.  I  find  that  in  the  year  1800,  when  we 
had  nearly  forty  ships  of  war  in  commission, 
manned  with  nearly  8,000  men,  the  expenses 
of  the  Marine  corps  amounted  to  $162,000 ;  and 
in  1809,  when  we  have  ten  or  fifteen  vessels  of 
all  sorts,  manned  with  2,300  seamen,  the  ex- 
pense of  the  Marine  corps  amounts  to  $211,000. 
And  yet,  sir,  if  we  look  at  the  items,  there 
does  not  seem  to  be  a  very  great  variation  be- 
tween some  of  the  most  important — ^for  instance, 
I  find  that  the  clothing  in  1800  was  estimated 
at  $33,000,  in  1809  at  but  $32,000— and  yet, 
the  troops  whose  clothing  costs  $1,000  less, 
cost  in  the  aggregate  $50,000  more.  But,  if 
"we  look  at  some  of  the  items  of  this  account, 
we  shall  be  struck  at  once  with  the  difference. 
The  pay  and  subsistence  for  instance  in  1800 
was  $102,000,  in  1809  it  was  $160,000.  I  have 
been  at  the  pains  even  to  note  the  prices  of  the 
most  material  articles  of  provision,  and  find 
that  in  the  old  estimate  beef  is  rated  at  $13, 
pork  at  $14,  and  flour  at  $10  per  barrel ;  while 
in  the  last  year  the  same  articles  stood  m  the 
estimate  of  $14,  $18,  and  $8.  The  material 
article  (flour)  being  much  lower  than  in  1800, 
and  the  market  value  of  the  others  also,  I  be- 
lieve the  inference  would  necessarily  follow, 
that  the  snb&istenoe  ought  to  have  been  cheaper. 
But,  sir,  look  at  their  establishment  at  the  navy- 
yard,  and  I  believe  we  shall  want  no  ghost — 


certainly  no  argument  of  mine — to  show  the 
cause  of  this  difference  of  expense. 

Then  comes  the  navy-yards.  Of  these,  that 
of  Washington  alone  has  cost  nearly  one-half  of 
the  sum  expended  on  them  all.  Well  might 
my  colleague  say  it  was  worth  as  much  as  the 
whole,  when  it  had  cost  as  much ;  when,  indeed, 
we  have  witnessed  a  considerable-  town — and 
the  most  flourishing  town,  too,  in  this  wide  re- 
gion called  the  City  of  Washington — built  out 
of  the  public  treasury. 

Yes,  sir,  we  have  economized  until  we  abso- 
lutely have  reduced  the  annual  cost  of  a  seaman 
from  $472 — as  it  was  under  the  very  wasteful 
expenditure  of  Mr.   Adams's  administration — 
down  to  the  moderate  sum  of  $887 !     We  have 
economized  until  a  paltry  fleet,  consisting  of 
vessels  buUt  to  our  hand — to  say  nothing  of 
those  that  have  been  sold,  and  the  warlike  stores 
of  which  have  been  retained  and  preserved ; 
which  fleet  was  built,  equipped,  and  every  can- 
non and  implement  of  war  purchased  under  the 
old  Administration — ^has  cost   us  $13,000,000, 
when  it  cost  the  preceding  Administration  bnt 
$9,000,000 1   Is  this  no  argument  for  reduction  ? 
The  gentleman  from  Connecticut  (Mr.  Dana) 
tells  you  he  does  not  wish  an  aimihilation,  but 
a  reform  of  the    Naval  Establishment.      Sir, 
as  long  as  a  single  chip  remains  in  that  navy- 
yard,  you  will  never  see  any  thing  like  reform ; 
as  long  as  you  have  a  chip  of  public  property — 
one  chip  of  live  oak  belonging  to  the  United 
States — you  will  have  a  man  riding  in  his  car- 
riage, with  a  long  retinue  and  deputies  and 
clerks  to  take  care  of  it.      And,  sir,  if  tlie  gen- 
tleman from  Connecticut  does  not  mean  utterly 
to    disgust  the  people  of  the  United  States 
against  a  navy — if  in  truth  he  is  a  friend  to  a 
navy — ^he  ought  to  join  and  put  down  this  navy- 
yard,  and  not,  with  my  friend  from  North  Car- 
olina, (Mr.  Maoon,)  keep.it  up,  in  hopes  the 
enormity  of  the  evil  will  at  some  time  or  other 
correct  itsel£   Among  the  many  reasons  offered 
to'  this  House  for  retaining  the  various  parts  of 
this  Establishment,  no  one  said  a  word  in  favor 
of  the  Marine  corps — ^that  went  sub  silentio — 
bnt  a  great  deal  was  said  in  favor  of  Washing- 
ton.    We  were  told  that  our  fleet  might  be  Go- 
penhagened,  and  that  it  was  therefore  necessary 
to  stow  it  away  here.      We  also  heard  of  the 
great  press  of  work  in  the  large  towns — of  the 
mercantile  employ  which  there  came  in  compe- 
tition with  that  of  the  United  States.    I  believe, 
sir,  that  our  workmen,  and  men  of  all  descrip- 
tions, from  the  highest  to  the  lowest — I  speak 
of  subordinates— have  long  ago  found  the  truth 
of  the  old  proverb,  that  "  The  King's  chaff  is 
better  than  other  men's  corn."    But  it  seems, 
that  in  order  to  get  a  commodity  cheap,  we  are 
not  to  go  where  it  is  to  be  had — oh  no,  t?ier6  is 
competition! — but  we  must  bring    workmen 
here  in  the  mail-coach,  by  which  conveyance 
I  understand  not  only  ImestocTc  for  the  navy- 
yard  but  copper  bolts,  and  such  light  articles, 
are  sometimes  brought,  I  suppose,  to  get  out  of 
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the  way  of  competition — competition  in  the 
markets  of  Philadelphia  and  Baltimore,  where 
they  are  hought  at  private  sale.  In  this  way 
have  seamen,  in  some  instances,  been  conveyed ; 
and  unquestionably  every  material  of  ship  tim- 
ber and  naval  store  has  been  repeatedly  brought 
from  Norfolk  to  this  place  at  an  immense  cost, 
worked  up  here  by  men  collected  from  Balti- 
more, Philadelphia,  &c.,  in  order  that,  so  work- 
ed up,  it  might  go  back  to  Norfolk,  there  to  re- 
main. But,  sir,  if  our  object  really  be  to  pre- 
vent our  fleet  from  being  Copenhagened,  we  had 
better  put  it  above  the  Falls  of  Niagara.  There 
it  would  unquestionably  be  most  secure,  unless 
the  party  on  the  other  side  of  the  lake  should 
fit  out  a  fleet  to  attack  it;  in  which  case,  I 
suppose,  we  must  resort  to  another  series  of 
measures  similar  to  those  lately  adopted  for  the 
protection  of  commerce  and  the  Navy.  An 
embargo  to  protect  ships  of  war  1  This  is,  in- 
deed, putting  the  cart  before  the  horse.  We  are 
to  have  a  navy  for  the  protection  of  commerce, 
and  all  our  measures  in  relation  to  it  are  calcu- 
lated on  the  basis  of  keeping  it  (poor  thing  1 
like  some  sickly  child)  out  of  harm's  way  I  On 
the  same  principle  of  economy  on  which  the 
navy  yard  is  kept  up  here,  viz:  for  fear  that 
merchants  and  others  should  come  into  compe- 
tition with  the  Government,  I  presume,  we  have 
sent  abroad  for  workmen  to  carry  on  the  public 
buildings.  Kthe  navy-yard  is  to  be  kept  up  here 
merely  that  it  may  be  under  our  eye,  I  would 
humbly  suggest,  sir,  that  we  first  pluck  out  the 
beam  that  has  so  long  blinded  us.  We  need 
only  to  do  that  to  see  this  building  falling  to 
pieces  over  our  heads;  and  yet  an  enormous 
appropriation  is  called  for  towards  finishing  it, 
which  I  have  no  doubt  my  worthy  colleague 
(Mr.  Lewis)  will  press  very  strongly  before  the 
close  of  the  session. 

I  had  forgotten  the  gunboats ;  and  perhaps 
the  best  notice  which  can  be  taken  of  them,  is 
that  which  is  taken  on  some  occasions  of  other 
things— to  pass  by  them  with  contempt.  They 
are  not  worth  bringing  into  account,  ex- 
cept for  their  expense.  Children  must  have 
toys  and  baubles,  and  we  must  indulge  ourselves 
in  an  expense  of  many  mfllions  on  this  ridicu- 
lous plaything  1 

But,  sir,  the  sale  of  our  superfluous  vessels 
met  with  the  high  objection  that  they  were  to 
be  purchased  up  by  Ohristophe  andPetion,  and 
that  the  constituents  of  my  colleague  (Mr.  Bas- 
bett)  are  to  be  terrified,  if  not  into  bodily  fear, 
at  least  out  of  their  peace  of  mind,  by  these 
vessels ;  and,  at  the  same  time,  we  are  told  that 
Ohristophe  was  in  such  good  credit,  only  forty 
miles  off,  that  vessels  are  building  at  Baltimore 
for  his  use ;  and  yet,  sir,  no  gentleman  has 
brought  forward  a  bill  making  it  penal  to  sup- 
ply these  barbarians  with  ships  of  war  and  war- 
like stores.  In  other  words,  sir,  to  avoid  the 
possibility  of  Ohristophe  and  his  seamen  foun- 
dering on  board  these  rotten  hulks,  my  colleague 
would  much  rather  drive  him  into  Baltimore, 
where  he  can  purchase  good  vessels,  which  will 


answer  his  purpose  much  better  than  these 
frigates,  which  the  barbarians  would  not  know 
how,to  manage,  and  which  are  not  calculated, 
from  their  great  draught,  for  predatory  warfare 
in  the  West  India  seas.  My  worthy  colleague 
has  given  us  a  curious  illustration  of  the  superi- 
ority of  naval  over  military  force,  by  comparing 
the  navy  of  Great  Britain  with  her  army.  I 
suppose,  if  the  argument  were  retorted  on  my 
colleague  by  a  comparison  of  the  army  of  Bona- 
part  with  his  navy,  he  would  say  that  the  same 
amount  was  n^t  ^ere  expended  upon  the  navy 
as  upon  the  army ;  whereas  in  England,  the 
amount  of  money  expended  on  each  is  equal. 
But,  does  not  my  colleague  know  that  one  and 
the  chief  cause  of  the  superiority  of  the  British 
navy  over  the  army,  is,  that  in  the  navy  men  rise 
by  merit — that  they  do  not  get  in,  to  use  a  sea- 
man's phrase,  at  the  cabin  windows — and  that 
the  army,  if  we  give  credit  to  the  Parliamentary 
investigation,  is  a  mere  sink  of  corruption — a 
mere  engine  of  patronage — a  place  in  which  a 
corrupt  commander-in-chief  acts  according  to  his 
vile  pleasure,  and  the  pleasure  of  all  the  pimps 
and  parasites  and  harlots  who  environ  him. 
This,  sir,  is  the  cause  of  the  superiority  of 
the  naval  over  the  mihtary  force  of  Great 
Britain.  But,  when  the  British  navy  shall  have 
effected  what  the  armies  of  other  nations  from 
time  immemorial  have  done — when  it  shall 
have  subjugated  whole  continents — then  will  I 
agree  in  the  superior  power  of  naval  over  mili- 
tary force.  I  have  no  hesitation  in  saying  that 
I  would  rather  vote  for  naval  than  military 
force,  and  it  is  because  a  naval  force  has  not  the 
same  power  as  a  military  one.  I  have  never 
heard  of  a  despotic  power  created  by  a  naval 
force,  unless  perhaps  in  the  chieftain  of  a  band 
of  pirates. 

But  it  would  appear  that  the  politics  of  my 
unfortunate  friend  from  North  Carolina,  (Mr. 
Stanfoed,)  who  sits  near  the  Speaker,  are  a 
mere  counting-house  business  of  pounds,  shil- 
lings, and  pence,  or  dollars  and  cents ;  that,  in 
fact,  the  spirit  of  lucre  is  transferred  from  the 
.warehouses  and  counting-rooms  of  the  mer- 
chants to  the  tobacco-fields  and  cotton  planta- 
tions of  the  Southern  planters ;  and  that,  to  such 
a  pitch  has  the  patriotism  of  the  mercantile  class 
risen,  that  they  are  really  ready  to  sacrifice  one- 
half  of  their  property  for  the  protection  of  the 
Government  of  their  country.  If  the  gentle- 
man from  New  York  (Mr.  Mumfobd)  will  per- 
mit me,  I  will  protest  against  this  idea.  I  have 
once  before  protested  in  company  with  that  gen- 
tleman, and  I  hope  he  will  permit  me  to  protest, 
even  when  I  havo  not  the  sanction  of  his  re- 
spectable authority.  With  regard  to  the  poli- 
tics of  my  worthy  friend  from  North  Oarohna, 
I  recollect  very  well,  in  the  days  which  were 
called  the  days  of  profusion,  patronage  and  ter- 
ror his  politics  were  not  of  that  minute  and 
microscopic  grade  that  no  scale  could  be  gradu- 
ated sufBciently  low  to  measure  them;  that,  if 
his  republicanism  was  a  matter  of  pounds,  shil- 
lings and  pence,  then  and  now,  it  was  not  that 
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sort  of  republicanism  which  was  too  cheap  to 
be  measured  by  tlie  vahie  of  the  smallest  known 
coin,  even  by  a  doit.  I  really  feel  something 
like  sympathy  with  the  gentleman  from  North 
Carolina — and  it  is  not  at  all  to  be  wondered 
at;  for  the  republicanism  of  that  gentleman 
used  to  be  that  which  I  always  have  professed 
—and  if  the  remark  applied  to  the  gentleman 
from  North  Carolina,  who  I  believe  is  not  yet 
quite  out  of  the  pale  of  the  political  church,  how 
much  more  forcibly  did  it  apply  to  an  unpar- 
donable political  sinner  like  myself  I  With  re- 
spect, sir,  to  this  patriotism,  or  this  republican- 
ism, that  has  left  the  tobacco  'fields  and  cotton 
plantations,  and  taken  up  its  dwelling  in  the 
counting-house,  I  beg  leave  to  express  ray  doubt 
of  the  fact.  I  never  have  had  that  high  opin- 
ion of  the  mercantile  class  expressed  by  some 
gentlemen  in  this  House.  I  think  of  them  as  of 
other  men — that  in  proportion  to  the  tempta- 
tions to  which  they  are  exposed,  so  are  they 
virtuous  or  otherwise.  But,  sir,  I  have  not  and 
cannot  have  confidence  in  a  man  to  whom  the 
great  Emperor  has  given  a  paternal  squeeze, 
whose  property  is  sequestered  at  Bayonne  or 
St.  Sebastian — I  disclaim  any  thing  like  personal 
allusion ;  I  speak  of  a  class — I  cannot  have  the 
confidence,  on  the  subject  of  our  foreign  rela- 
tions, in  a  man  so  situated,  that  I  can  have  in 
the  planter  or  farmer  whose  property  is  growing 
on  his  land  around  the  house  iii  which  he  night- 
ly sleeps — and  why?  Because,  mutatis  mutan- 
dis, I  should  not  have  the  same  confidence  in 
myself.  I  should  not  believe  it  possible,  if  I 
had  rich  cargoes  under  sequestration  in  France, 
that  I  could  vote  free  from  the  bias  which  the 
jeopardy  of  that  property  would  throw  on  my 
mind. 

Sir,  I  have  been  very  irregular,  because  I 
have  been  compelled  to  follow,  not  the  current 
of  my  own  ideas,  but  the  objections  started  by 
gentlemen  in  different  quarters,  and  (as  it  is  the 
fashion  to  express  it)  on  different  sides  of  the 
House,  whom  I  have  found  united  against  the 
bill  as  reported  by  myself.  I  would  ask,  in  a 
few  words,  if  we  ought  to  continue  this  estab- 
lishment in  its  present  state  ?  I  ask  if  it  is  ne- 
cessary ?  For  the  expense  of  a  navy  has  been 
proved  to  be  in  inverse  ratio  to  its  utility  To 
what  purpose  do  we  keep  up  the  Marines,  an- 
other branch  of  the  Establishment?  If  I  am 
correctly  informed,  these  men  are  willing  to 
run  away  whenever  they  have  a  chance  to  de- 
sert— if  they  can  get  an  opportunity — and  I  am 
willing  that  they  shall  quit  the  service  without 
being  exposed  to  be  brought  to  a  court  martial 
for  desertion.  Nothing,  indeed,  was  said  on 
the  subject  of  the  Marine  corps,  when  the  gen- 
tleman from  Maryland  (Mr.  Key)  moved  to 
strike  out  the  whole  section  of  the  bill.  Fertile 
as  the  gentleman  may  be  in  reasons,  he  did  not 
ofier  one.  He  must  have  supposed  it  to  be 
perfectly  correct  that  a  Marine  establishment 
should  be  kept  up  for  a  navy  employing  2,700 
seamen,  more  expensive  than  the  same  estab- 
lishment for  a  navy  employing  8,000.  It  was,  in- 


deed, facetiously  urged  in  the  select  committee, 
as  a  reason  why  these  men  should  be  retained, 
that  they  came  to  this  House  regularly  on  San- 
days  to  serve  the  Lord — to  assist  at  the  weekly 
pageant  here  performed.  Sir,  far  be  it  from  me 
to  say,  or  even  to  think,  with  the  Protector 
Cromwell,  that  this  is  a  House  where  the  Lord 
has  not  been  served  for  many  years.  But,  per- 
mit me  to  state,  that  in  our  country,  it  is  the 
pi'aotice  to  pay  no  man  out  of  the  public  purse, 
even  for  advocating  the  cause  of  other  people 
with  the  Most  High,  much  less  for  advocating 
his  own.  In  other  words,  that  when  men 
with  us  serve  the  Lord,  they  do  it  at  their  own 
expense. 

We  have  heard  to-day,  sir — and  I  hope  the 
report  of  Congress  at  their  next  session  wiU  ver- 
ify it — that  a  grant  of  power  to  the  Executive 
in  relation  to  a!ny  subject — say  borrowing  of 
money — does  not  necessarily  imply  an  exercise 
of  that  power.  We  have  heard,  too,  that  not- 
withstanding the  power  devolved  on  the  Pres- 
ident of  the  United  States,  by  the  bill  authoriz- 
ing him  to  boiTow  to  an  amount  of  upwards 
of  five  millions  of  dollars,  which  this  day  pass- 
ed this  House,  to  enable  the  Government  to  get 
along,  we  shall  at  our  next  session  probably  be 
presented  with  the  joyful  tidings  that  it  is  not 
necessary  to  make  use  of  the  power,  at  least  in 
its  full  extent ;  but  it  depends  upon  our  own 
act,  whether  tiiis  expectation  be  realized  or  not. 
We  are,  in  this  instance  at  least,  of  that  descrip- 
tion of  prophets  who  have  it  in  their  power  to 
bring  about  the  event  they  predict.  And  I  do 
earnestly  hope  that  the  House  will  not,  by  a 
disagreement  with  the  report  of  the  select 
committee,  insure  the  defeat  of  their  hope — the 
nonfulfilment  of  the  prediction.  I  hope  we 
shall  take  up  the  subject,  and  go  through  with 
It ;  that  we  shall  account,  and  account  rationally 
too,  for  some  of  the  facts  at  least  which  I  have 
presented  to  the  House  this  day,  in  terms  ex- 
tremely defective,  I  know ;  but  the  time  was 
short — now  or  never — and  I  presented  them 
in  the  only  mode  in  which  I  could  possibly 
do  it. 

In  the  course  of  my  observations,  I  thuik  I 
forgot  to  mention  that  when  the  United  States 
kept  forty  sail  of  armed  vessels  afloat,  and  em- 
ployed 8,000  seamen,  we  had  no  navy-yards  at 
all.  If  we  had,  there  must  have  been  some  ex- 
traordinary oversight  committed  by  the  then. 
Secretary  of  the  Treasury  ;  and  I  believe  poli- 
ticians were  not  any  more  apt  then  than  now 
to  omit  any  items  of  public  expense;  they 
crowded  in  all  they  could.  In  the  estimate 
which  I  hold  in  my  hand,  there  is  no  item  of 
that  expense.  I  hope,  if  the  House  agree  (which 
God  forbid !)  to  so  much  of  the  report  of  the 
Committee  of  the  Whole  as  retains  the  frigates 
and  ships  of  war,  that  they  will  at  least  con- 
sent to  put  down  the  navy-yard  at  this  place, 
and  break  down  the  supernumerary  Marines, 
Really,  sir,  I  am  fond  of  music,  but  I  do  not 
mean  to  grant  $211,000  of  the  people's  money 
annually  for  a  song.    I  hope  at  least  that  the 
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Marines  will  be  reduced,  and  that  we  shall 
retain  at  least  not  more  navy-yards  than  ships. 
What  would  an  honest  Duchman  in  the  West 
think  of  a  man  who  kept  as  many  stables  as 
horses,  and  those  of  the  most  expensive  con- 
struction, too? 

I  have  done,  sir.  I  have  endeavored  to  dis- 
charge my  duty.  No  man  is  more  sensible  of  a 
failure  in  the  manner  than  I  am;  but  I  will 
thank  any  one  to  convince  me  of  the  utility  of 
a  navy,  according  to  the  doctrines  and  practice 
of  the  new  school,  and  to  facts,  as  far  as  they 
have  been  stated. 

Mr.  Bassbtt  said  that  his  colleague  could  not 
always  adhere  to  the  principle  that  it  was  his 
duty  to  ferret  out  every  error.  Error  is  the  lot 
of  human  nature,  said  Mr.  B.,  and  no  one  is  in- 
fallible. Give  a  small  authority  to  day,  and  it 
will  increase  to  an  unexpected  amount  before 
to-morrow.  I  am  authorized  to  state  that  such 
has  been  the  case  in  the  Navy  Department; 
that  under  the  late  Secretary  of  the  Navy  large 
expenses  had  been  incurred ;  and  that  before 
he  left  his  ofHce  he  commenced  a  reduction  of 
them.  Since  the  present  Seretary  (Mr.  Hamil- 
ton) has  been  in  oflBce,  the  expenditures  have 
been  much  reduced.  In  the  navy-yard  at  this 
place,  for  example,  a  permanent  reduction  has 
been  made  in  the  expenses  to  the  amount  per- 
haps of  30  or  40  per  cent.,  and  a  very  consider- 
able reduction  also  as  to  immediate  disburse- 
ments. It  is  nevertheless  our  duty,  after  the 
suggestions  that  have  been  made,  to  commence 
a  thorough  investigation,  and  I  can  only  regret 
that  the  subject  has  been  introduced  to  our  at- 
tention at  so  late  a  period  of  the  session.  In- 
stead of  regretting  what  has  been  said,  I  am 
glad  of  it,  and  hope  that  at  an  early  period  in 
the  next  session  an  investigation  will  be  made. 
Without  any  particular  direction  of  the  House, 
the  committee  of  the  Naval  Estabhshment 
thought  it  their  duty  to  examine  the  whole 
establishment  at  the  navy-yard  in  this  city.  All 
the  good  expected  from  doing  so  was  to  convince 
them  that  the  eye  of  the  Government  was  upon 
them.  I  am  proud  to  say  that  not  only  my- 
self, but  every  gentleman  of  the  committee  with 
me,  was  much  pleased  with  the  appearance  of 
things  as  they  stood.  It  was  not  in  our  power 
to  investigate  minutiae.  On  visiting  the  estab- 
lishment of  the  Marine  corps  we  saw  every 
thing  in  order ;  we  saw  the  armory  establish- 
ment, wherein  we  discovered  that  arms  which 
had  been  injured  were  usefully  and  hand- 
somely repaired.  As  well  as  we  could  discover 
by  the  eye,  every  thing  was  pleasing  to  my 
jjiind — and  one  innovation  in  discipline  in  the 
Marine  corps  gave  me  very  great  satisfaction, 
viz :  the  substitution  of  solitary  confinement  for 
personal  chastisement.  In  the  navy-yard,  the 
expense  of  which  has  been  much  complained  o:^ 
we  saw  great  piles  of  useful  buildings.  These 
were  not  constructed  without  cost.  The  present 
establishment  there,  in  addition  to  store-houses, 
&c.,  consists  of  an  extensive  forgery,  where  aU 
the  iron  work  for  the  navy  is  done,  a  lead  foun- 


dry, a  brass  foundry-,  where  articles  are  made 
out  of  worn-out  old  metals,  which  otherwise 
would  be  of  no  use.  I  was  desirous,  both  for 
my  own  information  as  well  as  that  of  the 
House,  to  procure  an  account  of  the  work  done 
at  the  navy-yard,  to  compare  it  with  the  ex- 
pense— for  that  is  the  only  way  of  fairly  es- 
timating the  value  of  the  establishment ;  but 
the  time  allotted  to  us  during  this  session  is  not 
sufficient  to  attain  that  object. 

Some  facts  I  will  also  mention,  which,  though 
not  fi'om  an  official  source,  are  known  to  me  as 
matter  of  fact,  viz :  that  the  vessels  now  in  ser- 
vice have  been  lately  repaired  in  so  complete  a 
manner  that  they  are  worth  more  than  when 
they  were  built.  The  President,  the  United 
States,  the  Chesapeake,  Essex,  John  Adams,  and 
others,  were  repaired  at  the  navy-yard  at  this 
place,  besides  the  Congi-ess,  now  repairing. 
There  have  been  several  small  vessels  also  built 
here.  In  short,  I  believe  that  since  the  estab- 
lishment of  the  navy-yard  here,  there  has  been 
but  one  vessel  repaired  any  where  but  at  this 
yard.  The  Constitution  was  repau-ed  at  Boston. 
When  we  come  to  get  the  account  of  the  ex- 
penses of  that  ship's  repairs  and  compare  them 
with  the  expenses  of  repair  at  the  navy-yard 
in  this  city,  we  shall  know  how  to  appreciate 
that  object.  A  full  examination  of  it  would,  I 
feel  convinced,  entirely  reconcile  us  to  the  great 
amount  apparently  expended  here.  A  remark 
made  by  the  gentleman  from  Connecticut  (Mr. 
Dana)  here  applies  with  great  force :  that  it 
was  indispensably  necessary  to  economy  that 
there  should  be  system  and  order;  and  how 
shall  we  accomplish  that  object  but  by  regularly 
established  navy-yards  ?  Can  you  have  economy 
when  you  go  into  market  to  bid  for  what  you 
want  ?  Can  you  expect  system  and  order  unless 
you  pay  for  it  ?  Ton  cannot.  Money  is  well 
laid  out  if  it  be  done  with  honesty  and  integrity 
to  pay  for  system  and  regularity. 

I  did  not  yet  mention  one  particular  fact  on 
the  subject  of  naval  equipments,  which  I  should 
have  done,  in  the  article  of  sail  cloth,  making 
an  immense  difference  in  the  expenditure  of 
1799  and  1809.  The  gentlemen  acquainted  with 
the  prices  at  these  times  could  inform  the  com- 
mittee that  the  difference  in  the  prices  of  sail 
duck  is  somewhere  about  100  per  cent. 

I  wiU  mention  another  fact :  that  although 
the  President  has  power  to  employ  5,000  sea- 
men, he  has  employed  but  2,700  men,  who  have 
received  bounties.  Sound  economy  would  au- 
thorize the  retaining  them  a  few  months  longer, 
till  we  come  here  again  in  the  fall,  till  we 
know  whether  it  be  proper  to  disband  them  or 
not. 

Although  friendly  to  a  naval  force,  I  am  not 
for  keeping  up  any  great  naval  force  when  there 
is  no  appearance  of  danger.  At  the  present  evil 
time,  when  every  thing  is  uncertain,  I  am  not 
for  giving  up  one  single  atom  of  defence.  If 
gentlemen  will  but  cast  their  eyes  along  our 
seacoast,  and  look  at  our  tmprotected  waters,  at 
the  situation  of  my  particular   district,  tiey 
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would  like  me  feel  the  necessity  of  some  float- 
ing security ;  they  would  feel  the  value  of  that 
peace  of  mind  necessary  to  me  and  to  my  consti- 
tuents. With  these  observations  I  shall  dismiss 
the  subject. 

Some  further  remarks  were  made  by  Mr. 
Maoon  and  Mr.  Kandolph. 

The  question  was  stated  on  concurrence  with 
the  Committee  of  the  Whole  in  striking  out  so 
much  of  the  bill  as  directs  the  unconditional 
sale  of  all  the  frigates  but  three. 

Mr.  Randolph  called  for  the  yeas  and  nays 
on  this  question,  considering  it  the  pith  and 
marrow  of  the  business  ;  and  as  the  vote  would 
show  who  were  the  navy  and  who  the  anti- 
navy  men  in  the  House. 

Mr.  Smilie  said  it  would  be  remembered  that 
his  object  in  voting  to  strike  out  this  part  of 
the  bill  was  to  introduce  the  amendment  he  had 
offered  in  Committee  of  the  Whole,  viz :  to 
place  the  Navy  on  the  same  footing  as  in  1806. 

The  following  were  the  votes  on  concurrence 
with  the  Committee  in  striking  out  so  much  of  the 
bill  as  relates  to  the  frigates — yeas  76,  nays  32. 

So  that  part  of  the  bill  was  struck  out. 

The  first  section,  which  requires  the  dismissal 
of  aU  the  seamen  in  service,  except  so  many  as 
suflBcient  to  man  three  frigates,  &c.,  was  struck 
out — ayes  60. 

The  next  amendment  made  by  the  committee 
was  to  insert  "  Washington  "  among  the  navy- 
yards  to  be  retained. 

The  yeas  and  nays  on  concurrence  with  the 
committee — -'58  to  46.. 

So  the  navy-yard  at  Washington  is  among 
those  to  be  retained. 

The  next  amendment  was  to  strike  out  the 
section  of  the  biU  which  reduces  the  Marine 
Corps  to  two  companies. 

Mr.  Eandolph  said  on  recurring  to  the  docu- 
ments he  found  the  price  of  the  ratio  in  1800 
to  have  been  28  cents,  whilst  in  the  last  year 
it  was  put  20 ;  so  that  rations  were  now  nearly 
a  third  cheaper  than  they  were  nine  years  ago, 
and  the  difference  in  the  expenses  of  the  Naval 
Establishment  was,  therefore,  the  more  unac- 
countable. I  had  also  taken  it  for  granted,  said 
Mr.  R.,  that  my  colleague  (Mr.  Bassett)  was 
right  in  his  statement  of  the  seamen's  wages 
being  only  eight  dollars  per  month.  But,  sir, 
here  is  a  statement  on  the  subject — and  I  only 
wish  that  in  the  estimate  of  last  year  we  had 
had  the  same  valuable  details  as  there  are  in 
the  estimate  of  the  year  1800 — for  the  estimate 
in  relation  to  the  Navy  Department  for  the  last 
year  is  most  shamefully  deficient,  as  I  could 
demonstrate  if  the  House  had  time  and  patience 
and  I  had  lungs.  I  find  that  there  is  in  this 
estimate  of  1800  a  minute  and  detailed  state- 
ment of  every  item  of  expense.  Instead  of  the 
wages  being  eight  dollars  then  and  twelve  now, 
as  my  colleague  has  been  told,  the  pay  Was  then 
for  able-bodied  seamen  seventeen  dollars  per 
month,  ordinary  seamen  twelve,  and  boys  eight ; 
so  that  this  saving  in  the  pay  does  not  account 
for  the  monstrous  difference.    I  have  not  time 


to  examine  into  the  article  of  duck,  but  I  be- 
lieve the  gentleman's  duck  will  not  swim  any 
more  than  the  rest  of  his  arguments. 

I  trust,  sir,  that  the  House  will  not  agree  to 
the  report  of  the  committee  for  this  reason  : 
Referring  to  these  documents,  I  discover  that 
in  1800,  when  we  had  nearly  8,000  seamen,  we 
had  890  marines ;  and  in  the  year  1809,  when 
we  have  only  2,700  seamen  employed,  we  have 
agreeably  to  estimate  precisely  the  same  num- 
ber of  890  marines.  It  would  appear  that  some- 
thing has  taken  place  to  render  this  species  of 
force  peculiarly  valuable,  or  that  these  gentle- 
men possess  a  very  successful  art  of  keeping  in, 
of  not  going  out  with  others.  And,  sir,  when 
I  recollect  the  statements  which  I  have  heard 
on  this  floor  and  the  sources  whence  some  of 
them  have  probably  been  derived,  I  am  not  at  all 
surprised  that  this  navy-yard  and  this  Praetorian 
camp,  and  everything  connected  with  it,- should 
keep  up  to  the  old  height  when  every  thing  else 
has  diminished.  Eight  hundred  and  ninety 
men  I  OaU  them  900,  and  you  have  one  mari- 
ner for  every  three  seamen.  I  have  no  doubt, 
if  the  House  act  on  the  principle  on  which  they 
have  done  heretofore,  that  we  shall  have  very 
polite  assurances  that  these  men  are  of  the 
greatest  imaginable  service  and  have  wrought 
wonders  in  defence  of  the  country,  but  I  can- 
not for  my  soul  understand  how  this  species  of 
force  goes  to  quiet  the  mind  of  my  colleague  or 
of  his  constituents  on  the  Chesapeake. 

I  have  done  my  duty  on  this  subject,  sir. 
From  whatever  motive,  of  that  motive  I  am 
alone  the  human  judge.  I  have  acted  the  part 
of  a  real  friend  to  the  Administration  6f  this 
Government.  Like  my  friend  from  North  Caro- 
lina, I  belong  to  that  "  faction"  which  brought 
him  fl-om  a  minority  to  a  majority  on  the  very 
ground  I  now  occupy.  I  have  heard  before  of 
a  people  being  their  own  worst  enemies — but 
what  shall  we  say  to  an  assertion  that  persons 
selected  from  the  people  for  their  wisdom  and 
discretion,  should  be  their  own  worst  enemies  2 
Is  it  to  the  interest  of  the  Administration  that 
these  abuses  should  continue,  and  that  loans  and 
taxes  should  be  resorted  to  to  cover  them? 
Who,  sir,  are  the  true  friends— I  do  not  speak 
of  motives — who  in  fact  are  the  true  friends  of 
Administration?  Those  who  move  to  abolish 
and  retrench,  or  those  who  persevere  in  keeping 
up  such  establishments  and  resort  to  loans  and 
taxes  to  defray  the  expense  of  them  ?  Are  you 
willing  that  any  part  of  the  loan  authorized  by 
the  act  which  unhappily  passed  this  House  this 
morniug  should  be  borrowed  for  the  purpose  of 
keeping  up  as  many  marines  as  were  deemed 
necessary  in  1800,  for  treble  the  amount  of 
naval  force — and  we  then  said  it  was  a  Govern- 
ment of  profusion  and  patronage — ^yes,  sir,  we 
heaped  a  great  deal  of  opprobrium  and  many 
hard  epithets  on  it.  I  am  just  as  tired  now  of 
maintaining  idlers,  and  dissolute  idlers  too,  out 
of  the  proceeds  of  my  property  as  I  was  when 
I  first  came  into  Congress — and  I  care  not 
wliether  it  be  under  the  Administration  of  a 


DEBATES  OF  CONGKESS. 


241 


Apkil,  1810.] 


Reduction  of  the  Navy, 


[H.  OF  K. 


President  called  Republican,  or  of  a  man  called 
a  Federalist.  I  could  repeat  the  Tery  words 
then  nsed.  I  do  say  that  I  never  see  one  of 
those  nseless  drones  in  livery  crawling  on  the 
face  of  the  earth  that  my  gorge  does  not  rise — 
that  I  do  not  feel  sick.  I  see  no  reason  why 
we  should  not  maintain  sturdy  heggars  in  rags 
as  well  as  beggars  of  another  description  in 
tinsel.  I  have  as  much  respect  as  any  one  for 
the  man  who  risks  his  life  in  his  country's  ser- 
vice— and  I  have  shown  it ;  but  the  man  who 
has  drawn  on  a  livery  and  quartered  himself  on 
the  public  because  he  has  not  sufficient  capacity 
to  get  a  living  elsewhere,  I  will  not  foster. 
The  change  may  be  rung  to  the  end  of  time — 
gentlemen  may  talk  about  pounds,  shillings,  and 
pence,  as  long  as  they  please,  but  these  men 
shall  never  have  a  single  cent  of  money  with 
my  consent.  I  wish  every  ploughman  in  the 
country  could  come  and  see  these  people,  keep- 
ing equipages,  living  in  splendor,  in  palaces  al- 
most— I  hardly  know  five  men  in  Virginia  who 
could  afford  to  liv«  in  such  a  house  if  their 
fathers  had  left  it  to  them,  much  less  if  they 
had  it  to  build,  as  some  of  these  people  occupy 
at  the  public  cost.  But  because  this  proposi- 
tion for  reduction  is  made  by  a  somebody,  the 
cut  of  whose  face  or  the  cut  of  whose  coat  we 
do  not  like,  we  are  to  go  on  maintaining  these 
locusts  for  spite.  It  is  impossible  to  prevent 
the  people  from  reading  this.  It  may  be  said 
these  are  Federal  lies.  Ten  years  ago  the  same 
things  were  said  to  be  Democratic  lies ;  but  they 
were  tested  by  the  most  enlightened  among  the 
people,  and  found  to  be  truth — even  the  story 
of  Jonathan  Eobbins  was  then  all  a  Democratic 
lie.  Tou  are  to  keep  up  the  same  number  of 
marines  that  Mr.  Adams  kept  up,  but  you  main- 
tain them  at  one-fourth  greater  expense,  when 
not  a  man  who  hears  me  can  pretend  to  desig- 
nate the  service  they  perform.  I  know  you  may 
be  told  these  marines  may  be  useful  on  shipboard, 
which,  however,  has  not  relation  to  the  question 
before  the  House.  The  question  is,  how  many 
marines  are  necessary,  and  in  what  battles  are 
they  employed?  Eecollect,  sir,  that  in  this  es- 
timate of  the  expenses  of  these  marines,  the 
Prsatorian  camp  erected  for  their  accommoda- 
tion is  not  taken  into  question — nor  do  I  believe 
there  is  a  man  in  the  House  who  can  guess  with- 
in a  hundred  thousand  dollars  what  it  has  cost. 
I  cannot — ^I  do  not  even  know  the  authority 
under  which  it  was  built.  I  suppose  it  was 
erected,  like  some  other  public  buUdings,  with- 
out law,  by  authority  unknown  to  the  law. 
Yes,  sir,  and  this  is  the  place  for  Aaron  Burr 
and  such  choice  spirits.  When  they  wish  to 
turn  us  out  of  the  House,  where  do  they  look 
but  to  men  who  are  incarcerated  and  would 
run  away  at  a  bare  invitation,  much  more  would 
follow  a  military  leader  to  plunder,  to  office,  to 
cordons  and  legions  of  honor  ?  I  cannot  con- 
sent to  retain  them.  I  feel  indignant— I  feel 
mortified  at  the  conduct  of  that  part  of  the 
House  of  Eepresentatives  calling  itself  Repub- 
lican— ^because  I  believe,  sir,  that  the  hint  given 
VoK  IT.— 16 


by  my  worthy  friend  from  North  Carolina,  has 
been  taken  by  the  gentlemen  of  another  denom- 
ination, and  they  have  thrown  their  weight 
so  equally  on  both  sides  as  to  poise  the  balance 
— they  have  worked  a  sort  of  political  equation 
there.  Yes,  sir,  we  must  have  fifty  per  cent, 
increase  of  the  present  ad  valorem  taxes,  and 
an  additional  third  upon  molasses  and  brown 
sugar,  upon  the  articles  on  which  the  poorest 
families  on  the  seaboard  make  their  daily  meal 
— and  in  return  we  shall  have  a  man,  the  tex- 
ture of  whose  edit,  whether  homespun  or  im- 
ported, you  cannot  tell  for  the  gold  lace  with 
which  it  is  covered,  and  an  establishment  of 
marines  at  an  expense  of  more  than  two  hun- 
dred thousand  dollars — and  whom  to  protect  ? 
To  protect  the  constituents  of  my  worthy  col- 
league, in  the  enjoyment  of  their  peace  of 
mind  ?  When  you  consider  in  what  manner 
every  claim  of  merit  is  treated  in  this  House — 
when  you.  consider  the  poverty  and  misery  in 
which  thousands  and  tens  of  thousands  of  the 
people  of  the  United  States  live,  from  whose 
earnings  you  daily  take  a  part,  I  hope  you  will 
pause  and  reflect  before  you  dispose  of  one  doit 
of  this  sum  on  such  objects.  Why,  sir,  should 
a  poor  man  laboring  out  of  doors  not  be  suffer- 
ed to  take  his  breakifast  or  give  it  to  his  children 
without  paying  a  tax  to  the  Government,  in 
order  that  the  man  who  does  not  labor,  and 
whose  head  is  of  no  more  use  to  the  community 
than  his  arms,  should  live  in  idleness  ? 

But,  unfortunately  for  myself,  I  hasve  been 
here  too  long — ^I  have  seen  the  profits  made  by 
individuals  with  no  other  visible  resources  than 
the  cheese-parings  and  candle-ends  of  the  Gov- 
ernment ;  and  it  has  got  to  that  now  that  every 
branch  of  our  establishments  has  become  a  de- 
partment— ^we  have  almost  got  a  door-keeping 
department — ^not  only  in  this  House  but  else- 
where. But  all  I  have  said  is  wrong,  very 
wrong — ^we  are  all  Republicans,  all  Federalists 
— all  is  right — this  is  all  an  idle  clamor,  made 
to  effect  a  given  purpose.  Sir,  I  might  go  on 
and  compare  these  two  books  of  1800  and  1809 
and  take  up  every  item  of  expense,  military, 
navsd,  or  civil— the  civil  branch  of  the  Army 
as  well  as  the  military,  the  civil  as  well  as  the 
naval  branch  of  the  Navy — they  are  all,  all  alike. 
In  this  book  (the  estimate  of  1800)  is  such  a 
detailed  statement  that  the  value  of  every 
ration  is  stated,  and  the  amount  of  force  in  de- 
taiL  What  have  we  here,  in  the  estimate  of 
last  year  ?  In  relation  to  the  Navy  you  have 
some  three  or  four  pages.  I  really  had  not  a 
conception,  till  I  came  to  examine  it,  that  there 
could  be  such  a  difference  between  the  estimates 
of  1800  and  1809.  But  if  I  am  overruled, 
which  I  think  highly  probable  from  the  appear- 
ance of  things,  we  shall  have  the  satisfaction,  in 
case  I  return  here  next  year,  and  Messrs.  Pepin 
and  Bresohard  give  their  attendance,  of  a  fine 
band  of  music  to  entertain  the  audience — and 
for  this  undoubtedly  the  good  people,  the  fisher- 
men of  Marblehead,  and  the  planters  of  Vir- 
ginia, will  be  proud  to  pay  $260,000.    But  this 
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is  all  right— it  is  all  Eepublicanism  I  All  Fed- 
eralism I 

Mr.  W.  Alston  spoke  in  favor  of  reducing 
them,  and  Messrs.  Lton,  MoKm,  Bassett,  and 
Dana,  against  it. 

The  question  on  concurring  with  the  com- 
mittee in  striking  out  this  section  was  decided 
in  the  aflSrmative — yeas  49,  nays  43. 

So  the  section  for  reducing  the  marines  was 
stricken  out. 

A  motion  having  been  made  by  Mr.  Randolph 
to  amend  the  bill  so  as  to  disband  the  matter 
commcmdants  now  belonging  to  the  Navy, 

Mr.  MoKiM  said  he  should  like  to  know  the 
gentleman's  reason  for  getting  rid  of  them. 
The  gentleman  had  appealed  to  the  House  to 
know  why  they  would  retain  them  ?  The  onus 
proiandi,  however,  lays  with  the  gentleman 
himself.  He  ought  to  show  why  they  should 
be  dismissed.  Mr.  McK.  said  he  did  not  like 
to  vote  in  the  dark.  His  vote  given  without 
knowledge  might  derange  the  whole  system. 
He  hoped  the  gentleman  from  Virginia,  (Mr. 
Randolph,)  from  his  extensive  knowledge  on 
the  subject,  would  favor  them  with  the  reasons 
why  these  men  should  be  dismissed. 

Mr.  BoTD  said  he  did  not  rise' to  make  a  long 
speech  but  to  teU  the  House  that  he  felt  much 
imposed  upon  by  the  comparisons  made  between 
the  late  and  Federal  Administrations.  If  I 
were  to  do  all  this,  said  he,  I  might  get  into  the 
newspapers  and  make  believe  that  I  am  the  first 
man  in  the  nation ;  but  I  take  things  as  I  find 
them.  The  former  Administration  may  have 
acted  rightly  in  their  day ;  but  reason  is  to 
guide  us.  Sir,  is  it  parliamentary,  is  it  genteel, 
or  agi'eeable  to  common  sense,  that  a  hundred 
and  forty  men  should  sit  here  listening  to  what 
one  man  says,  and  he  having  recourse  to  papers 
in  every  one's  reach?  I  had  rather  consult  the 
papers  for  myself:  for  I  should  not  garble  them, 
taking  just  what  suited  me,  but  should  read 
the  whole.  No  doubt  gentlemen  do  what  they 
think  answers  their  own  purpose  and  I  what 
^  answers  mine ;  and  my  purpose  is  the  good  of 
*  the  nation.  If  a  larger  navy  was  necessary,  I 
should  vote  for  it ;  if  an  army  of  thirty  thou- 
sand men  was  wanted,  I  should  vote  for  it.  Sir, 
have  we  no  rights  to  defend  ?  There  never  has 
been  a  time,  in  my  opinion,  since  the  Govern- 
ment was  formed,  that  so  preposterous  a  propo- 
sition was  oflfered  as  this  one  to  reduce  the 
Army  and  Navy  at  this  time — for  what?  Are 
the  orders  and  decrees  altered?  I  understand 
aU  Spain  is  in  a  state  of  blockade.  For  what 
have  you  given  money  to  build  fortifications? 
Pounds,  shillings,  and  pence,  are  the  order  of 
the  day — we  sell  a  little  tobacco,  a  little  cotton 
— and  our  independence  goes  to  wreck.  But 
gentlemen  even  on  their  own  principles  go  to 
work  the  wrong  way.  If  they  submit  to  get  a 
little  this  year,  they  will  get  less  the  next,  de- 
pend upon  it.  I  think  it  my  duty  to  speak  in 
this  open  manner — not  to  please  gentlemen,  but 
for  my  country's  good. 

Mr.  Randolph  said  in  reply  to  the  gentleman 


from  Maryland^  who  wished  to  know  why  he 
wanted  to  get  nd  of  the  masters  commandant, 
that  it  was  because  there  never  had  been  a 
reason  assigned  in  this  House  for  their  creation. 
The  act  which  established  them  had  come  from 
the  other  House  at  the  end  of  a  session ;  it  had 
not  originated  in  this  House,  and  he  had  never 
heard  a  reason  assigned  in  favor  of  them — and 
he  had  no  knowledge  that  the  public  service  had 
sufiered  from  the  want  of  them  during  the  whole 
of  Mr.  Adams's  Administration,  and  more 
especially  not  from  the  4th  of  March,  1801,  to 
April  1806.  That  gentlemen  who  voted  against 
the  proposition  to  reduce  the  Army  and  Navy, 
said  Jie,  should  vote  against  my  amendment  is 
nothing  more  than  natural;  and  I  suppose  if 
those  averse  to  reduction  had  been  put  on  the 
committee,  we  should  have  had  no  such  bill  re- 
ported. If  gentlemen  who  voted  for  the  general 
proposition  that  it  is  expedient  to  reduce  the 
Army  and  Navy  are  willing  to  be  held  up  as 
bowing  the  knee  to  foreign  powers,  let  it  be 
so.  They  were  a  large  avi^  certainly  not  dis- 
respeotable  majority.  I  feel  no  sensibility  on 
the  subject.  The  House  may  act  as  it  pleases ;  in 
whatsoever  manner  it  may  act,  it  will  not  affect 
my  vote  or  conduct.  I  stand  here,  as  I  always 
have  done,  and  always  will  do,  on  ground  inde- 
pendent of  all  party  considerations.  If  this 
amendment  be  submission  to  the  belligerents, 
what  is  the  proposition  of  the  gentleman  from 
Pennsylvania,  ^r.  Smilie,)  which  is  acknowl- 
edged to  go  further  in  reduction  than  the  biR 
as  first  reported  ?  It  is  in  vain  to  oppose  a  re- 
duction of  the  Army  and  Navy  on  the  ground 
of  submission.  Gentlemen  should  prove  that 
they  are  resistance.  What  resistance  do  they 
afford  against  their  decrees  or  confiscation! 
Have  they  taken  a  single  man  out  of  a  ship  of 
war,  or  one  man  out  of  the  dungeons  of  Paris  or 
Arras  ?  This  is  as  plain  a  question  of  expedi- 
ency as  whether  you  will  alter  the  time  of  hold- 
ing the  courts  of  the  State  of  Maryland  or  any 
other  question.  Mr.  E.  had  however  some 
expectations  that  they  should  have  %ome  war 
speeches  on  this  occasion,  and  they  had 
them  accordingly.  They  had  heard  some  on 
the  general  proposition  for  reduction,  and  one 
this  morning  from  the  gentleman  from  Tennes- 
see (Mr.  Rhea)  on  the  bill.  Was  it  proposed 
now  to  declare  war  ?  Was  it  believed  that  the 
gentleman  from  Pennsylvania  (Mr.  Smilib)  was 
disposed  to  submit  to  the  belligerents?  That 
the  gentlemen  on  the  other  side  of  the  House 
were  divided  on  that  subject,  as  they  were  upon 
the  question  of  the  reduction  of  the  Navy? 
Was  the  gentleman  from  Massachusetts,  (Mr. 
Quinoy,)  who  represented  the  town  of  Boston, 
so  strenuous  an  advocate  at  this  moment  for 
war  (and  he  supposed  especially  for  war  with 
England)  that  he  was  obliged  to  oppose  a  re- 
duction on  that  ground?  Was  the  gentleman 
from  Maryland  (Mr.  Key)  who  represented  the 
adjacent  district,  in  the  same  belligerent  tem- 
per? Did  he  too  oppose  this  proposition  on 
the  ground  of  resisting  the  belligerents  or  of 
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making  war  with  England  ?  The  very  moment 
any  political  touch-stone  was  brought  to  test 
the  objections  to  the  bill  which  the  committee 
had  offered,  they  dissolved  at  once,  and  the  op- 
position to  it  resolved  itself  into  the  priaciple 
of  old  Federalism.  It  was  nothing  else.  It 
was  office!  patronage!  expenditure  of  public 
money !  And  hence  it  was  said  (and  for  no 
other  cause  whatever)  that  these  strange  votes 
were  seen.  The  gentleman  from  Connecticut, 
perhaps  the  only  member  or  one  of  the  very 
few  on  that  side  of  the  House  who  had  a  seat 
on  this  floor  during  the  Administration  of  Mr. 
Adams,  opposed  the  bill  because,  as  he  had  told 
the  house,  he  preferred  his  old  principles — ^they 
had  triumphed  over  his  recent  disgust,  though 
even  he  acknowledged  that  great  abuses  had 
taken  place.  The  gentleman  had  declared  that 
he  would  stick  to  his  old  principles ;  and  I,  said 
Mr.  Randolph,  am  for  sticking  to  mine;  and 
my  two  friends  from  North  Carolina  (Messrs. 
Maoon  and  Staufoed)  who  were  also  members 
under  Mr.  Adams's  Administration,  stick  to 
their  old  principles,  and  I  wUl  venture  to 
say  will  never  relinquish  them.  It  has  not 
effected  a  change  in  the  gentleman  from  Con- 
necticut, that  he  and  his  friends  are  out,  nor  a 
change  in  my  friends  from  North  Carolina — I 
will  not  say  that  they  are  in  the  power,  for  of 
that  they  have  not  much  to  boast ;  but  that 
their  friends  are  in  power.  And  why  stould 
this  clamor  be  raised  on  the  question  whether 
you  will  or  will  not  make  a  formal  renunciation 
of  the  old  articles  of  political  faith?  Although, 
on  reconsideration,  perhaps  I  have  no  cause  to 
bp  surprised,  and  ought  to  pardon  gentlemen. 
It  is  a  situation  in  which  no  man  likes  to  be 
placed,  to  be  brought  up  and  compelled  either 
to  forego  present  gratification  or  make  a  formal 
renunciation,  something  like  the  Christian  at 
Algiers,  who  hesitates  whether  he  wiU  put  on 
the  turban  and  share  the  plunder  of  the  day,  or 
consent  to  abide  by  those  principles  which  he 
received  from  his  parents  and  from  heaven. 
No  doubt  there  are  many  who  would  infinitely 
prefer  to  slip  over  or  slide  under  this  question; 
and  I  am  therefore  glad,  sir,  that  the  decision  of 
the  chairman  has  enabled  me  to  present  the 
chalice  to  their  lips  and  compel  them  to  swal- 
low it  to  the  dregs. 

Mr.  Khea  said  that  the  gentleman  from  Vir- 
ginia held  no  obnoxious  cup  to  him ;  for  he 
should  vote  against  the  gentleman  with  the 
greatest  imaginable  pleasure.  As  to  all  that 
had  been  said  about  patronage,  it  had  no  weight 
with  him.  He  had  no  relation  in  office,  nor  did 
he  ever  expect  to  have  one.  He  had  no  object 
in  view  but  the  well-being  and  safety  of  the 
nation.  He  was  unwilling  to  give  the  least 
evidence  of  a  determination  to  relinquish  any 
kind  of  opposition  (though  it  was  scarcely  ap- 
parent) to  the  wrongful  doings  of  other  nations 
against  the  United  States.  He  had  made  no 
war  speech ;  if  he  had  intended  that,  he  should 
have  made  rather  a  different  speech  from  any 
the  House  had  heard  from  him  yet.    If  they 


went  on  in  this  way  he  said  they  would  hold 
out  an  inducement  to  all  the  marauders  in  the 
universe  to  come  and  plunder  the  trade  of  the 
United  States  as  they  pleased.  He  repeated 
that  he  did  not  make  war  speeches;  but  he 
thought  our  situation  required  a  war  speech 
against  somebody — he  would  not  say  who.  We 
have  indeed,  said  he,  had  sufficient  provocation 
for  war ;  and  I  say  now,  as  I  have  said  often 
before,  that  had  we  taken  a  proper  stand  at  a 
former  time,  th^  United  States  would  have 
avoided  all  their  present  difficulties.  But  so 
long  as  we  go  on  as  we  have  gone,  and  encour- 
age a  peace  in  war  and  a  war  in  peace,  so  long 
as  the  Federalists  teach  us  to  acquiesce  in  all 
the  iniquitous  decrees  of  the  belligerents,  so 
long  will  our  difficulties.. continue.  I  shall  vote 
to  continue  the  Navy,  and  I  hope  that  this 
proposition,  and  any  other  to  reduce  the  Naval 
Establishment,  will  be  negatived ;  for  on  this 
establishment  depends  the  protection  of  our 
maritime  border,  and  safety  of  the  people  upon 
and  near  it.  It  may  be  said  that  I  and  my  con- 
stituents are  safe,  but  I  will  act  for  others  who 
are  not  so. 

Mr.  Dana  congratulated  the  House  that  the 
only  point  of  controversy  now  with  gentlemen 
who  had  heretofore  complained  so  loudly  of 
Federalism,  was,  that  in  coming  up  to  the  mark 
of  Federalism  they  should  not  do  it  with  so 
much  violence  as  to  go  beyond  it.  He  thought 
it  would  be  well  if  our  relative  expenditures 
could  be  brought  back  to  the  worst  year  of  Mr. 
Adams's  Administration,  and  our  measures  as 
to  foreign  affairs  to  the  first  eight  years  of  the 
Federal  Administration,  which,  when  it  re- 
solved, did  it  so  sincerely  and  so  unalterably. 
He  congratulated  the  nation  that  it  was  no 
longer  an  argument  against  a  measure  that  it 
had  been  adopted  by  those  called  Federalists ; 
he  rejoiced  that  this  slang  of  party  was  scouted 
from  the  House — that  it  was  no  longer  a  piece 
of  artillery  successfully  wielded  on  all  sides. 
He  hoped  it  would  forever  be  dismissed,  and 
that  gentlemen,  convinced  of  their  error, 
would  come  up  and  place  their  recantation  on 
record.  If  for  the  same  sum  as  was  expended 
for  those  objects  by  the  Federal  Administration 
they  could  obtain  the  same  number  of  fighting 
men  on  land  and  water,  he-thought  they  would 
make  an  extremely  good  bargain,  when  com- 
pared with  the  state  of  things  which  now  ex- 
isted. Until  this  session  he  said  he  had  been 
unapprised  of  the  enormities  of  expenditure  in 
the  Navy  Department  for  so  little  effect ;  that 
there  had  been  so  much  of  waste  and  so  inuch 
done  instrumental  to  the  extension  of  patron- 
age. He  wished  it  however  to  be  understood 
that  he  deemed  it  essential  that  those  who  com- 
pose the  main  body  of  the  Army  and  Navy, 
those  on  whom  the  brunt  of  the  battle  falls, 
those  who  stand  in  the  front  of  danger,  should 
be  well  paid,  well  fed,  and  well  clad,  in  such  a 
manner  that  one  need  not  blush  to  see  them  on 
parade  appearing  like  the  ragged  recruits  of 
Sir  John  Falstaff.    When  he  saw  the  soldier 
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placed  in  this  unfortunate  situation,  and  the 
squalid  unfortunate  troops  pointed  at  as  objects 
of  pity,  and  when  this  situation  was  the  result 
of  a  want  of  attention  in  those  who  had  the  care 
of  them,  he  could  scarcely  give  utterance  to  his 
indignation.. 

Mr.  D.  said  he  did  not  feel  disposed  to  dimin- 
ish the  number  of  fighting  men  afloat  at  the 
present  time  ;  though  he  was  not  influenced  at 
all  by  the  resolution  which  the  House  had 
passed  not  to  submit.  He  had  sometimes 
thought  that  they  had  passed  too  many  resolu- 
tions to  be  resolute.  No,  sir,  said  he,  if,  when 
we  were  insulted  on  the  water ;  if,  when  a  Brit- 
ish squadron  remained  in  our  waters  in  defi- 
ance of  our  laws,  we  had  made  use  of  our  navy, 
our  oflSoers  and  men  would  have  done  their 
duty;  but  it  was  then  deemed  more  expedient 
to  deal  in  paper  than  in  powder  and  shot.  I 
feel  that  we  have  gone  far  enough,  and  too  far, 
in  the  downhill  course  of  debasement ;  by  much 
too  far.  I  would  dismiss  all  this  parade  of 
words.  I  really  would  cease  to  think  to  terrify 
the  French  or  British  nation  by  them.  Although 
those  nations  have  hated  each  other  for  years, 
they  look  up  to  each  other  with  reverence,  be- 
cause they  know  that  victoi-y  would  be  glorious. 
I  wish,  too,  that  we  should  proceed  in  such  a 
manner  as  that  our  actions  should  not  wear  the 
appearance  of  gasconade,  and  that  we  should 
march  up  to  the  works  with  a  steady  eye.  I 
think,  sir,  that  the  population  and  strength  of 
the  United  States  and  their  commercial  capital 
being  augmented,  it  may  be  proper,  after  a 
lapse  of  ten  years,  to  have  a  Peace  Establish- 
ment somewhat  extended  beyond  the  former ; 
and  I  am  therefore  against  so  great  a  reduction 
as  is  proposed. 

On  motion,  the  House  then  adjourned — 41 
to  38 — at  six  o'clock,  after  a  sitting  of  eight 
hours.  . 


Thuesdat,  April  26. 
Seduction  of  the  Navy. 

The  House  resumed  the  consideration  of  the 
unfinished  business. 

Mr.  Smilie  moved  the  following  as  a  substi- 
tute for  the  sections  stricken  out : 

"  And  farther,  that  the  President  of  the  United 
States  be,  and  he  is  hereby,  authorized  to  keep  in 
actual  service  as  many  of  the  frigates  and  other  pub- 
lic armed  vessels  as  in  his  judgment  the  nature  of 
the  service  may  require,  and  to  cause  the  residue  to 
be  laid  up  in  ordinary  in  convenient  ports ;  Provided, 
the  whole  number  of  officers  and  seamen  shall  not 
exceed  that  fixed  by  the  act  '  in  addition  to  the  act, 
supplementary  to  the  act,  providing  for  the  Naval 
Peace  Establishment,  and  for  other  purposes,'  passed 
the  21st  day  of  April,  1806." 

Mr.  S.  spoke  in  support  of  his  motion,  and 
remarked  that  it  would  produce  a  saving  in 
the  next  year's  expenditure  of  near  a  million  of 
dollars. 

Mr.  Baoon,  after  observing  that  the  amend- 
ment now  offered  would  go  to  reduce  the  num- 


ber of  seamen  in  service  to  two  hundred  and 
ninety-five,  a  number  smaller  than  that  author- 
ized by  the  bill  as  originally  reported,  as  it 
would  not  man  more  than  one  frigate,  three 
armed  vessels,  and  the  twenty-two  gunboats  at 
New  Orleans,  moved  to  amend  the  section  by  in- 
cluding also  the  seamen  (five  hnndred  addi- 
tional) authorized  by  the  act  of  the  3d  day  of 
March,  1807. 

Mr.  Rhea  said  that  this  proposition  amounted 
to  just  the  same  as  the  original  bill,  as  respected 
the  number  of  men  to  be  employed.  He  asked 
whether  it  was  proper  to  ask  this  House  to  do 
(in  other  words  to  be  sure)  that  which  they 
had  the  day  before  refused  to  do.  This  was  no 
time  for  those  who  voted  to  increase  the  Navy 
to  vote  to  reduce  it.  What  reason  had  been 
given  for  such  a  course  ?  Gentlemen  had  said 
that  they  believed-  if  nobody  attacked  ns,  we 
should  attack  nobody,  and  that,  therefore,  we 
should  have  no  war.  Gentlemen  might  have 
some  internal  evidence,  incomprehensible  to 
him,  that  we  should  continue  in  a  state  of 
peace,  or  might  have  some  reasons  evident  to 
themselves ;  but  unless  these  reasons  were  com- 
municable, Mr.  E.  said  he  could  not  consent  to 
the  amendment.  They  had  been  told  that  there 
was  no  such  thing  as  a  disposition  in  this  House 
to  go  to  war.  How  had  this  indisposition  for 
war  got  into  the  House  ?  Mr.  R.  could  not  ac- 
count for  this  dread  of  war.  He  said  he  had 
not  the  least  disposition  to  give  evidence  of 
submission  to  foreign  powers  by  putting  down 
the  small  naval  force  we  have;  for  doing  so 
would  evince  our  apathy  and  indisposition  to 
protect  our  rights.  If  we  go  on  in  this  manner, 
said  he,  we  shall  be  the  prey  of  every  picaroon 
on  the  ocean.  We  shall  become  a  prey  to  our 
black  neighbors  of  St.  Domingo.  For  what 
reason  are  we  to  subject  even  our  coasters  to 
plunder  and  abuse?  To  sa,ve  money!  Why, 
sir,  if  we  do  it  we  shaR  be  plundered  to  an 
amount  sufficient  to  fit  out  a  little  navy.  At 
least  let  us  defend  ourselves  against  these  black 
people  of  St.  Domingo.  We  shall  have  nothing 
to  prevent  the  barbarian  cruisers  from  coming 
on  our  coast,  and  there  is  hostility  enough  in 
Europe  aganistus  to  set  those  people,  as  well  as 
the  cruisers  from  St.  Domingo,  against  ns.  The 
reduction  will  not  comport  with  the  safety  of 
the  nation.  The  House  has  already  declared 
by  its  vote  that  it  will  not  sell  any  of  the 
frigates.  Will  it  contradict  itself  by  taking 
away  the  seamen  ?  Now  that  our  naval  force 
consists  of  picked  men  and  the  very  best  ofB- 
cers,  I  am  unwilling  to  disband  them  and  pick 
up  men  just  as  they  are  wanted.  I  am  utterly 
against  any  reduction  now,  when  we  have  no 
evidence  of  better  times ;  for  we  have  no  official 
information  before  us  to  that  effect. 

Mr.  Bassett  said  he  was  about  to  have  pro- 
posed an  amendment,  but  was  prevented  from 
so  doing  by  Mr.  Bacon's.  He  wished  to  retain 
the  first  part  of  Mr.  Smilte's  amendment,  and 
to  add  to  it  a  proviso  that  the  number  of  sea- 
men should  not  exceed  two  thousand  seven  htm- 
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dred  and  twenty-three,  (the  number  now  in 
service.)  The  effect  of  the  amendment  thns 
amended  would  be  to  give  to  the  President  an 
authority  which  he  has  not  now,  to  cause  the 
frigates  to  be  laid  np  at  any  time  he  thought 
proper. 

Mr.  Tai-lmadge  spoke  of  the  obscurity  in 
which  the  amendment  was  involved  by  a  refer- 
ence to  so  many  different  laws.  He  could  not 
vote  for  it,  he  said,  unless  he  could  under- 
stand it. 

On  the  suggestion  of  Mr.  Bacon,  Mr.  Skeue 
modified  his  motion  by  making  the  proviso  to 
read  as  follows :  "  Provided,  That  the  number 
of  seamen  and  boys  to  be  retained  in  service 
shall  not  exceed ."  This  blank  Mr.  Ba- 
con proposed  to  fill  with  one  thousand  five 
hundred. 

Mr.  Eandolph  said  he  was  afraid,  after  the 
pledge  that  this  House  had  given  to  reduce  the 
Naval  Establishment,  that  that  pledge  was  not 
to  be  redeemed ;  that  the  whole  business  was 
to  end  in  smoke,  unless  some  pitiful,  paltry  re- 
trenchment, to  the  amount  of  a  hundred  tiiou- 
sand  dollars,  was  made  to  enable  them  to  swear 
by — ^to  say  here  and  out  of  doors,  and  to  en- 
able the  public  prints  to  say,  that  they  had  re- 
duced the  Naval  Establishment.  It  is  a  matter 
of  fact,  said  Mr.  E.,  that  when  the  Administra- 
tion of  Mr.  Adams  went  out  of  power,  they 
made  the  only  reform  which  has  ever  taken 
place  in  the  Naval  Establishment  of  the  United 
States,  and  that  at  the  succeeding  session  no 
reform  was  made.  The  act  of  the  3d  of  March, 
1801,  authorized  the  President,  when  the  situa- 
tion of  public  affairs  in  his  judgment  should  ren- 
der it  expedient,  to  cause  to  be  sold  all  the  ves- 
sels of  the  Navy  except  the  frigates  of  the  United 
States,  Constitution,  President,  Chesapeake, 
Philadelphia,  Constellation,  Congress  New  York, 
Boston,  Essex,  Adams,  John  Adams,  and  Gen- 
eral Greene ;  and  of  that  number  the  President 
was  further  authorized  to  lay  up  all  except  six. 
To  the  vessels  laid  up  were  attached  one  sailing 
master,  one  boatswain,  one  gunner,  one  carpen- 
ter, and  one  cook,  one  sergeant  or  corporal,  and 
eight  mai-ines,  and  from  ten  to  twelve  seamen, 
according  to  the  size  of  the  frigate.  This  was 
the  act  which  we  found  abeady  passed  when 
we  came  into  power — ^I  do  not  wish  to  be  ar- 
rogant, but  say  we  to  save  circumlocution.  By 
the  same  act  were  retained  in  service — ^mark 
that,  sir — ^nine  captains,  thirty-six  lieutenants, 
and  one  hundred  and  fifty  midshipmen,  to  re- 
ceive only  half  pay -when  not  in  actual  service; 
and  the  oflBcers  dismissed  under  that  act  (and 
a-  very  considerable  number  they  were)  received 
four  months'  pay  in  addition  to  their  other 
emoluments  as  a  gratuity  on  quitting  the  public 
service.  This  is  the  act  on  which  we  proceeded ; 
and  under  that  act  you  will  find  that  the  ex- 
penses of  the  Navy  amounted,  in  1802,  to 
$915,000.  Well,  sir,  it  seems  we  were  then  of 
opinion  that  even  oar  predecessors  had  in  one 
branch  of  reform  gone  far  enough.  It  was  not 
my  opinion;  but  it  was  the  opimon  of  a  ma- 


jority of  this  House  and  of  the  other.     In  1803 
the  President  was  autliorized  to  buy  or  build 
four  vessels,  to  carry  not  exceeding  sixteen  guns 
each,  for  the  protection  of  our  commerce  in  the 
Mediterranean,  and  towards  this  object  $96,000 
were  appropriated.    It  was  not  until  1803  that 
any  increase  took  place  in  the  naval  establish- 
ment left  us  (if  the  expression  may  be  pardoned) 
by  the  Federalists.    We  had  slept  long  enough, 
I  suppose,  on  reform,  and  we  made  this  little 
addition.    But,  sir,  in  the  xmfortunate  year  of 
1806,  the  memorflble  year  of  the  schism,  as  it  is 
called,  the  year  of  non-importation-act  memory, 
in  that  year  when  we  had  a  war  message  against 
Spain  on  the  table,  and  a  message  of  a  different 
character  locked  up  in  the  drawer — ^in  that 
year  we  passed  an  act  which  has  been  quoted, 
by  which  we  repealed  the  second  and  fourth 
sections  of  the  act  to  provide  for  the  Naval 
Peace  Establishment ;  that  is  to  say,  we  undid 
the  reform  which  had  been  carried  into  execu- 
tion by  our  predecessors — ^with  a  very  iU  grace, 
I  acknowledge,  and  at  the  very  last  time  of  ask- 
ing, on  the  3d  of  March,  1801,  late  at  night — ^it 
was  a  forced  put,  no  doubt  of  it — we  passed  an 
act  in  which  we  repealed  the  second  and  fourth 
sections  of  that  act,  and  added  to  the  officers  of 
the  Navy  as  foUows :  instead  of  nine  captains,  to 
which  number  the  Federal  Administration  had 
reduced  them,  and  which  number  we  believed 
for  four  years  to  be  amply  sufficient,  we  added 
five  new  captains — and  yet  we  ought  to  recol- 
lect that  in  the  interim  between  these  two  acts 
the  frigate  Philadelphia  had  been  wholly  lost, 
and  another  frigate  (the  General  Greene)  re- 
tained in  the  service  by  the  act  of  the  3d  of  March, 
1801,  worse  than  totally  lost,  as  any  one  may 
see  who  will  go  and  look  at  her  remains  in  the 
navy  yard — so  that  the  number  of  officers  made 
by  Congress  in  1806  was  in  the  inverse  ratio  to 
the  number  of  ships,  and,  with  two  frigates  less, 
we  determined  to  have  five  capt3,ins  more. 
This  same  act  of  April  31st,  1806,  only  doubled 
the  number  of  lieutenants.     The  act  of  the  3d 
of  March,  1801,  reduced  the  number  to  thirty- 
six  ;  the  act  of  1806  repealed  that  reduction  and 
authorized  the    appointment    of   seventy-two 
lieutenants— it  is  true,  sir,  that  the  same  act 
made  no  addition  to  the  number  of  midshipmen, 
nor  to  the  number  of  ordinary  seamen  then  in 
service.    Then  again  the  act  of  the  3d  of  March, 
1807,  added  to  that  number  five  hundred  sear 
men,  making  the  whole  number  of   seamen 
1  425.    Subsequently  they  have  been  increased 
by  the  act  of  January  31,  1809,  as  the  House 
knows,  to  2,700 — and  an  increase  is  authorized 
to  the  number  of  5,000,  with  300   additional 
midshipmen.      I  do  hope  that  the  gentleman 
from  Pennsylvania,  and  the  gentleman  from 
Massachusetts,  will  be  prepared  to  give  this 
House  some  reason,  when  we  have  not  added  a 
single  frigate  to  the  number  retained  by  the 
act  of  1801,  when  we  have  even  lost  two  of 
those  retained  by  that  act,  when  several  others 
are  almost  in  the  last  stage  of  decay,  why  we 
should  require  five  captains  more  than  the  Fed- 
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eral  Adminigtration  required  for  a  greater  num- 
ber of  vessels,  and  why  we  should  double  the 
number  of  lieutenants  ?  In  other  words,  why 
the  number  of  oflScers  should  now  be  fixed 
agreeably  to  the  act  of  April  21, 1806,  rather 
than  that  of  the  8d  of  March,  1801  ?  Sir,  the 
gentleman  from  Massachusetts  has  already  de- 
monstrated to  the  House,  and  I  am  thankful  to 
him  for  it — I  know  with  what  authority  any 
statement  comes  from  that  gentleman — that  the 
real  protection  afforded  to  the  constituents  of 
my  worthy  colleague  by  the  bill,  as  reported  by 
the  select  committee,  is  greater  than  that  afforded 
by  the  amendment  of  the  gentleman  from  Penn- 
sylvania—that is  to  say,  tbat  it  would  keep  a 
greater  number  of  seamen  employed,  with  fewer 
officers  to  be  sure,  because  we  retain  only  as 
many  as  we  want.  The  efficient  protection  af- 
forded by  the  bill  as  it  originally  stood  is  great- 
er at  a  less  expense — ^because  that  branch  of  the 
naval  service  of  which  I  have  been  compelled 
to  present  so  hideovm  a  picture  to  this  House  is 
left  by  the  amendmeW-nntouched.  My  worthy 
colleague  (Mr.  Bassett)  stated  yesterday — and 
I  confess  it  was  quite  novel  to  me  ;  I  felt  so  as- 
tonished at  it  as  not  only  to  be  unable  but  abso- 
lutely to  forget  to  reply  to  it — that  before  he 
left  the  Department,  the  ex-Secretary  of  the 
Navy  had  commenced  a  system  of  economy, 
which  system  it  seems  is  now  prosecuting  with 
renovated  vigor  by  the  present  Secretary — the 
mantle  of  Elijah  has  descended  on  the  shoulders 
of  his  successor.  I  am  sorry,  sir,  to  differ  with 
my  worthy  colleague  on  so  many  points  ;  but  I 
am  really  not  sorry  that  circumstances  have 
put  it  in  my  power  to  prove,  from  the  most  in- 
contestable authority,  that  where  I  have  the 
misfortune  to  differ  from  him,  I  am  most  indu- 
bitably supported  by  facts.  Now,  sir,  the  first 
year's  expenditure  under  the  late  Secretary  of 
the  Navy  was  $915,000.  Even  in  that  year  the 
appropriation  was  exceeded,  and  we  had  to  pass 
an  appropriation  bill  to  make  up  the  deficit ; 
and  from  that  time  to  his  going  out  of  office, 
the  expenditm-e  of  that  department  has  regular- 
ly increased.  The  second  year,  the  expenditure 
was  $1,246,000 ;  the  next  year,  $1,273,000 ;  the 
next  year  (and  this  was  the  year  the  Philadel- 
phia was  taken — she  was  taken  about  December, 
1803,  and  that  year,  I  believe,  was  about  the  most 
vigorous  of  the  war)  the  expenditure  was  $1,597,- 
000 ;  the  next  year,  $1,649,000 ;  the  next  year, 
$1,722,000;  the  next  year,  $1,884,000;  the  next, 
two  millions  and  a  half  within  a  trifle.  Now, 
sir,  this  is  a  specimen  of  such  economy  as  does 
not  suit  my  taste,  nor,  I  believe,  the  taste  of  the 
people  of  this  country.  I  believe  it  is  in  proof 
and  in  the  recollection  of  every  member  of  ex- 
perience on  this  floor,  that  that  Department  has 
long  ago  passed  into  a  proverb  of  prodigality 
and  waste ;  and  if  my  honorable  colleague  will 
give  himself  an  (^portuuity  to  probe  it,  he  wiU 
find  such  was  the  fact-  With  respect  to  the  pres- 
ent Secretary  of  the  Navy,  I  have  the  best  rea- 
son to  believe  that,  on  his  coming  into  office,  he 
did  take  various  steps  to  introduce  reform  into 


[Apbil,  1810. 

the  civil  branch  of  the  department — in  regulat- 
ing and  checking  the  pursers,  for  instance. 

Sir,  a  few  days  ago  a  bill  was  before  this 
House  for  appropriating  a  small  sum  of  $20,000 
to  prevent  the  most  precious  archives  not  only 
that  this  country  but  that  any  other  country 
possesses,  the  evidence  of  the  titles  of  our  po- 
litical independence,  the  title-deeds  of  the  great 
American  family,  the  great  charters  of  our 
liberty,  from  destruction.  The  gentleman  from 
Pennsylvania  (Mr.  Smilie)  did  on  that  occasion 
vehemently  oppose  this  bUl,  and  on  this  ground 
—(the  bill  was  brought  in  by  a  gentleman  from 
Massachusetts — Mr.  Quinct)  that  though  there 
was  no  impropriety  perhaps  in  gentlemen  on 
that  side  of  the  House  voting  for  unnecessary 
expenditures  of  the  public  money,  which  in  the 
present  unexampled  state  of  the  Treasury,  might 
tend  to  embarrass  the  Government — a  strange 
doctrine  to  be  sure — yet  it  did  not  become  him 
to  do  it.  I  do  hope  that  the  worthy  gentleman 
from  Pennsylvania,  who  could  not  find  it  in  his 
heart  to  loosen  the  purse-strings  of  the  nation 
for  the  purpose  of  preserving  the  valuable  ar- 
chives of  the  country,  and  which,  if  another  fire 
should  break  out  in  the  building  at  the  other 
end  of  the  palace,  between  this  time  and  the 
next  session  of  Congress,  might  be  irredeemably 
destroyed,  for  which  those  who  were  the  cause 
of  the  destruction  would  have  been  answerable 
— if  he  would  not  vote  money  for  this  object,  I 
hope  he  will  not  insist  upon  exceeding,  in  point 
of  expense,  as  relates  to  the  Navy,  the  reform 
which  our  predecessors,  the  Federalist,  made 
before  they  went  out  of  office,  which  we  ac- 
cepted at  their  hands  and  were  contented  to 
practise  on  for  four  years,  and  not  compel  us  to 
go  into  unnecessary  and  wanton  expenses  au- 
thorized by  the  act  of  April,  1806 — when,  I 
have  no  hesitation  in  making  the  assertion,  and 
am  prepared  to  prove  it,  a  material  change  was 
effected  in  the  principles  of  those  in  Adminis- 
tration, such  as  I  knew  them,  and  such  as  they 
were  practised  upon  for  about  the  term  of  four 
years,  when  we  began  to  find  that  patronage 
was  a  very  comfortable  thing,  that  office  was 
desirable,  that  navies  were  not  the  bugbear  we 
had  thought  them,  and  that  armies  were  very 
good  depositaries  for  our  friends  and  relatives 
and  dependents  who  had  no  better  resource.  I, 
therefore,  move  to  amend  the  amendment  of 
the  gentleman  from  Pennsylvania  so  as  to 
reduce  the  Navy  to  the  standard  of  the  act 
of  1801. 

This  is  indeed,  said  he,  a  novel  situation  in 
which  I  find  myself— it  is  unprecedented.  Little  ., 
did  I  believe  that  the  time  would  ever  come 
when  it  would  be  my  lot  thus  to  press  economy 
upon  a  Republican  majority — to  intreat  that 
they  would  come  down,  not  to  any  ideal  imag- 
inary standard  of  perfection — ^not  to  any  the- 
oretical proposition  of  mine — ^but  that  in  prac- 
tice they  would  come  down,  on  the  subject  of 
naval  expenditure,  to  the  standard  established 
by  their  Federal  predecessors;  and  that  too 
when  we  have  lost,  as  I  stated  before,  the 
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Philadelphia  and  General  Greene,  and  when,  I 
believe,  the  John  Adams  is  in  a  condition  that 
I  will  not  attempt  to  describe — I  understand 
this  vessel  is  so  cut  down  and  metamorphosed 
that  nobody  knows  what  to  make  of  her ;  that 
she  retains  nothing  of  her  former  character. 
When  I  make  this  motion,  sir,  I  do  it  with  an 
intention  of  moving  other  amendments  to  other 
sections  of  the  bill,  so  as  to  make  the  service  of 
the  United  States  in  relation  to  the  navy-yards 
and  marine  corps  comport  with  the  reduction 
which  will  have  taken  place,  provided  I  have 
the  good  fortune  to  succeed. 

Mr.  E.  then  moved  to  amend  Mr.  Smilie's 
proposition  by  adding  the  following  : 

"  And  that  the  President  shall  retain  in  the  Navy 
service  of  the  United  States  nine  captains,  thirty-six 
lieutenants,  and  one  hundred  and  fifty  midshipmen, 
including  those  employed  on  board  of  the  frigates  and 
other  armed  vessels  to  be  kept  in  service ;  and  that 
he  be  authorized  to  discharge  all  the  other  officers  in 
the  Navy  service  of  the  United  States ;  but  such  of 
the  aforesaid  officers  as  shall  be  retained  shall  be  en- 
titled to  receive  no  more  thau  half  their  monthly  pay 
during  the  time  when  they  shall  not  be  under  orders 
for  actual  service.  And  provided  further,  That  all 
the  commissioners  and  warrant  officers  who  shall  be 
discharged  as  aforesaid  shall  be  entitled  t»  receive 

months'  pay  over  and  above  what  may  be  due 

to  them  respectively  at  the  time  they  were  dis- 
charged." 

Mr.  JoHsrsou  expressed  his  hope  that  the 
House,  would  come  to  some  decision,  without 
consuming  more  of  the  time  of  the  House  in  de- 
bate. 

Mr.  Smilib  said  he  was  seriously  in  favor  of  a 
reduction  in  the  Navy,  and  was  therefore  op- 
posed to  Mr.  Eandolph's  amendment  to  his 
amendment. 

After  some  further  remarks  of  Messrs.  Ean- 
noLPH  and  Dana  in  favor  of  a  reduction,  and 
Messrs.  MoKim,  Boyd,  and  Ehea  of  Tennessee 
against  it,  the  question  was  taken  on  Mr.  Ean- 
dolph's  motion  to  amend  Mr.  Smilie's  amend- 
ment, and  negatived — ^yeas36,  nays  67. 

Mr.  Newton  then  said  he  was  anxious  to  do 
his  duty ;  but  could  not  consent  to  stay  here 
when  one-third  of  the  House  at  least  had  de- 
serted their  seats  and  fatigue  oppressed  the 
remainder.  He  therefore  moved  to  adjourn. — 
Carried — ^yeas  60,  after  seven  hours'  sitting. 


Feidat,  April  27. 

Mortality  ofihe  Troops  at  Terre  avx  Bmuf. 

Mr.  Newton,  from  the  committee  appointed 
to  inquii'e  into  the  causes  of  the  mortality 
which  prevailed  in  the  detachment  of  the 
army  ordered  for  the  defence  of  New  Orleans, 
made  a  long  report,  accompanied  with  various 
depositions  and  other  papers.  The  report  con- 
cludes as  follows : 

"  The  committee,  from  a  knowledge  which  they 
have  acquired  of  the  climate  of  New  Orleans  and  of 
the  country  surrounding  it,  and  from  the  facts  stated 


in  the  depositions,  are  of  opinion  that  the  mortality  in 
the  detatchment  ordered  to  New  Orleans  is  to  be  as- 
cribed to  the  following  causes ; 

"  1st.  The  detachment  consisting  of  new  levies. 

"  2dly.  The  insalubrity  of  the  climate,  the  sum- 
mer and  autumn  of  the  year  1809  beiog  unusually 
sickly. 

"  3dly.  To  the  nature  of  the  ground  on  which  the 
detachment  was  encamped  at  Terre  aux  Bceuf,  and 
the  detention  of  it  at  that  place  during  the  whble  of 
the  summer,  contrary  as  the  committee  conceive  to 
the  instructions  contained  in  the  letter  of  the  Secre- 
tary of  War  bearftg  date  the  30th  of  April,  1809. 

"  4thly.  To  the  want  of  sonnd  and  wholesome  pro- 
visions and  of  vegetables — the  want  of  an  hospital 
and  of  hospital  stores  and  medicines. 

"  Stilly.  The  excessive  fatigues  to  which  the  troops 
were  subjected  in  clearing,  ditching,  and  draining  the 
ground  on  which  they  were  encamped. 

"  6thly.  To  the  want  of  repose  during  the  night, 
owing  to  the  troops  not  being  provided  with  bars 
and  nets  to  protect  them  from  the  annoyance  of 
musquitoes. 

"  7thly.  The  want  of  cleanliness  in  the  camp,  the 
nature  of  the  position  rendering  it  almost  impracti- 
cable to  preserve  it 

"  Sthly.  The  sick  and  well  being  confined  to  the 
same  tents,  which  neither  protected  them  sufficiently 
from  the  heat  of  the  sun,  nor  kept  them  dry  from 
dews  and  rains." 

The  report  and  documents  were  ordered  to 
be  printed. 


Satuedat,  April  28. 
Jieduction  of  the  Nam/. 

The  House  resumed  the  consideration  of  the 
bUl  for  reducing  the  Naval  Establishment  of 
the  United  States. 

Mr.  Smclib's  amendment  was  modified  so  as 
to  fix  the  number  of  officers,  &c.,  to  be  retained 
in  service,  as  follows:  thirteen  captains,  nine 
masters  commandant,  seventy-two  lieutenants, 

midshipmen  and seamen,  ordinary 

seamen  and  boys. 

Mr.  MuMEOED  again  moved  to  postpone  the 
further  consideration  of  the  subject  indefinitely 
— ^lost,  yeas  40,  nays  54. 

Mr.  Eandolph  moved  to  strike  out  the  num- 
bers thirteen,  nine,  and  seventy-two,  in  the 
amendment,  being  desirous  of  reducing  the 
officers,  if  any  part  of  the  establishment. 
Motion  lost,  ayes  40,  noes  46. 

Mr.  N.  E.  MooEB  called  for  a  division  of  the 
question  on  Mr.  Smilib's  amendment. 

And  the  question  was  taken  on  that  part  of 
it  which  authorizes  the  President  to  keep  in 
service  so  many  of  the  armed  vessels  as  he  may 
think  proper,  and  to  lay  up  the  rest  in  ordinary 
in  convenient  ports.  This  part  of  the  amend- 
ment was  agreed  to — ^yeas  61,  nays  38. 

The  second  clause  of  Mr.  Smilie's  amend- 
ment being  under  consideration — 

Mr.  Smilie  moved  to  fill  the  blank  for  the 
number  of  midshipmen  with  "  one  hundred  and 
fifty  "  (about  half  the  number  at  present  in 
service) — ^Agreed  to,  ayes  51,  noes  37. 
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The  question  was  stated  on  filling  the  blank 
for  the  number  of  seamen  to  be  retained  with 
"two  thousand  seven  hundred  and  twenty- 
three,"  as  moved  by  Mr.  Bassett,  and  rejected, 
yeas  46,  nays  62 ;  also  the  question  was  taken 
on  filling  with  2,000,  and  rejected;  yeas  39,  nays 
66 ;  also  on  filling  with  1,400,  which  was  car- 
ried ;  and  the  House  then  adjourned. 


TuKSDAT,  May  1. 
General  Wilkinson. 

Mr.  BuTLBE,  from  the  committee  appointed 
to  inquire  into  the  conduct  of  Brigadier  Gene- 
ral, James  Wilkinson,  rose  to  make  a  report. 

The  question  on  reading  the  report  was  taken 
and  carried,  58  to  32. 

The  report  is  as  follows : 

The  committee  to  whom  waa  referred  the  resolu- 
tion of  the  4th  instant,  directing  an  inquiry  into  the 
condnct  of  Brigadier  General  James  Wilkinson,  in 
relation  to  his  having  at  any  time,  while  in  the  ser- 
vice of  the  United  States,  oormptly  received  money 
from  the  Government  of  Spain,  or  its  agents,  or  in 
relation  to  his  having,  dnring  this  time  aforesaid, 
heen  an  accomplice,  or  in  any  way  concerned  with 
the  agents  of  any  foreign  power,  or  with  Aaron  Burr, 
in  a  project  against  the  dominions  of  the  King  of 
Spain,  or  to  dismember  these  United  States,  and  to 
inquire  generally  into  the  conduct  of  the  said  James 
Wilkinson,  as  Brigadier  General  of  the  Army  of  the 
United  States,  report,  that  they  have  had  under  con- 
sideration the  several  subjects  of  inquiry,  and  have 
investigated  them  to  the  utmost  of  their  power  since 
the  time  of  their  appointment,  hut  from  the  limited 
period  in  which  they  have  acted,  and  from  the  ex- 
tensive and  complicated  nature  of  the  subjects,  they 
are  under  the  necessity  of  stating  that  they  have  not 
been  able  to  make  any  thorough  and  conclusive  in- 
vestigation of  the  objects  of  their  inquiry. 

Such  testimony,  however,  as  they  have  been  able 
to  procure,  they  beg  leave  to  submit  as  part  of  this 
report,  and  which  may  be  referred  to  under  the  fol- 
lowing heads  and  order : 

In  relation  to  the  first  objects  of  inquiry,  to  wit : 
the  receipt  of  money  by  Greneral  Wilkinson  from  the 
Spanish  Government  or  its  agents,  refer  to  the 

[Here  follows  a  list  of  papers,  19  in  number.] 

In  relation  to  the  second  object  of  inquiry,  to  wit : 
the  connection  of  General  Wilkinson  with  the  agents 
of  Spain  in  a  project  to  dismember  the  United  States, 
refer  to  the 

[Here  follows  a  list  of  11  papers.] 

In  relation  to  the  third  object  of  inquiry,  to  wit : 
General  Wilkinson's  connection  with  Aaron  Burr,  re- 
fer to 

[Here  follows  a  list  of  14  papers.] 

In  relation  to  the  fourth  point  of  inquiry,  to  wit : 
the  conduct  of  General  Wilkinson,  as  Brigadier  Gen- 
eral of  the  army  of  the  United  States,  refer  to  the 

[Here  follows  a  list  of  6  papers.] 

The  committee  think  proper,  also,  to  submit  the 
following  papers  relatmg  to  tobacco  and  other  com- 
mercial transactions  in  which  General  Willsiuson  was 


concerned,  from  the  month  of in  the  year  1788, 

to  the  month  of in  the  year  1790,  to  wit : 

[Here  follows  a  list  of  10  papers.] 

In  malmg  the  last  preceding  statement  the  com- 
mittee beg  leave  to  remark,  tliat  from  an  examina- 
tion of  the  sentence  of  the  mihtary  court  of  inquiry, 
ordered  at  the  request  of  General  Wilkinson,  and  of 
which  Colonel  Burbeck  was  President,  it  appears 
that  the  tobacco  transactions  of  General  Wilkinson 
at  New  Orleans  in  1789  and  1790  constituted  a 
material  part  of  that  inquiry,  and  that  a  copy  of  an 
account  current  was  laid  before  the  said  court  by 

General  Wilkinson  and  designated  by  No. ,  and 

several  letters  accompanying  said  account,  supposed 
by  the  court  to  be  in  the  handwriting  of  Philip  No- 
land,  the  agent  of  General  Wilkinson. 

The  committee  conceiving  that  the  papers  collect- 
ed by  the  said  court  would  aid  them  in  their  investi- 
gation, made  application  for  those  papers  to  the 
Secretary  of  War,  but  were  unable  to  obtain  them, 
they  having  been  taken  from  the  office  by  General 
Wilkinson,  as  appears  from  the  deposition  of  John 
Smith,  chief  clerk  in  the  War  Office.  The  commit- 
tee then  directed  a  snbpoena  to  General  Wilkinson,  re- 
quiring him  to  send  or  produce  all  the  papers  which 
had  been  used  or  collected  by  the  said  court,  in  obe- 
dience to  which  General  Wilkinson  sent  to  the  com- 
mittee a  packet  of  papers  which  did  not  contain 
either  the  account  and  letters  referred  to  in  the  sen- 
tence of  the  court,  or  the  defence  of  General  Willdn- 
son,  nor  have  the  committee  been  able  to  procure 
them,  and,  consequently,  have  not  had  it  in  their 
power  to  compare  the  accounts  herewith  exhibited 
with  those  which  were  laid  before  the  military  court 
of  inquiry.  For  the  further  elucidation,  refer  to 
Walter  Jones's  deposition,  marked  W.  J, 

The  committee  also  submit  the  deposition  of 
Daniel  W.  Coxe,  authenticating  the  papers  to  which 
he  specially  refers,  marked  D.  W.  C. 

Mr.  Gholson  observed  that  the  reading  of 
the  documents  accompanying  the  report  would 
take  until  midnight,  at  least,  and  he  hoped  there 
would  be  no  objection  to  dispense  with  the 
reading  of  them. 

No  one  objecting,  the  reading  of  the  docu- 
ments was  dispensed  with,  and  the  whole  was 
ordered  to  be  printed. 

Adjournment. 

A  message  from  the  Senate  informed  the 
House  that  the  Senate  have  appointed  a  com- 
mittee on  their  part,  jointly  with  such  com- 
mittee as  may  be  appointed  on  the  part  of  this 
House,  to  wait  on  the  President  of  the  United 
States,  and  inform  him  of  the  proposed  recess 
of  Congress. 

The  House  proceeded  to  consider  the  resolu- 
tion from  the  Senate  to  appoint  a  joint  commit- 
tee to  wait  on  the  President,  and  acquaint  him 
of  the  proposed  recess  of  Congress ;  and  the 
same  was  concurred  in  by  the  House:  and 
Messrs.  Ceawfoed  and  Eoane  were  appointed 
the  committee  on  the  part  of  the  House. 

A  message  from  the  Senate  informed  the 
House  that  the  Senate,  having  completed  the 
legislative  business  before  them,  are  ready  to 
adjourn. 

Mr.  Oeawfosd,  from  the  joint  committee  to 
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wait  on  the  President  of  the  United  States,  and 
inform  him  of  the  proposed  recess  of  Congress, 
reported  that  the  committee  had  performed 
that  service,  and  that  the  President  informed 
them  that  he  had  no  farther  communication  to 
make  to  Congress  during  the  present  session. 
Ordered,  That  a  message  be  sent  to  the  Sen- 


ate to  inform  them  that  this  House  are  now 
ready  to  adjourn  ;  and  that  the  clerk  do  go 
with  the  said  message. 

The  clerk  accordingly  went  with  the  said 
message ;  and,  being  returned,  the  Speakee  ad- 
journed the  House  until  the  first  Monday  in 
December  next. 
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ELEYENTH  CONGRESS-THIRD  SESSION. 


BEGUN   AT   THE  CITY  OF  WASHINGTON,  DECEMBER  3,   1810. 


PEOCEEDINGS  EST  THE  SENATE. 


Monday,  December  3, 1810. 

The  third  session  of  the  eleventh  Congress, 

conformably  to  the  Constitution  of  Government 

of  the  United  States,  commenced  this  day ;  and 

the  Senate  assembled  at  the  city  of  Washington. 

PEB8BNT  : 

NiOHOLAs  GrLMAN  and  Charles  Outtb,  from 
New  Hampshire. 

Chattncet  Goodeioh  and  SAinTEL  W.  Dana, 
from  Connecticut. 

Jonathan  Robinson,  from  Vermont. 

Obadiah  Geeman,  from  New  York. 

Michael  LeIb,  from  Pennsylvania. 

OuTEEBEiDGE  HoESET,  from  Delaware. 

Samtjbl  Smith,  from  Maryland. 

William  B.  Giles,  from  Virginia. 

John  Gaillaed,  from  South  Carolina. 

William  H.  Ceawpoed  and  Ohables  Tait, 
from  Georgia. 

John  Pope,  from  Kentucky. 

Alexandee  Campbell,  from  Ohio. 

John  Gaillaed,  President  pro  tempore,  re- 
sumed the  chair. 

The  number  of  Senators  present  not  being 
suflBcient  to  constitute  a  quorum,  the  Senate 
adjourned. 


Tuesday,  December  4. 

John  Lambert,  from  the  State  of  New  Jer- 
sey, Elisha  Mathewson,  from  the  State  of 
Khode  Island,  and  Philip  Eebd,  from  the  State 
of  Maryland,  severally  attended. 

The  credentials  of  Chaelbs  Cutts,  appointed 
a  Senator  by  the  Legislature  of  the  State  of 
New  Hampshire,  in  place  of  Nahnm  Parker, 
Esq.,  resigned ;  also,  of  Samuel  W.  Dana,  ap- 
pointed a  Senator  by  the  Legislature  of  the 
State  of  Connecticut,  in  place  of  James  Hill- 
house,  Esq.,  resigned,  were  severally  read ;  and 
the  oath  required  by  law  was,  by  the  Pebsi- 
DBNT,  administered  to  them,  respectively. 

Ordered,  That  the  Secretary  acquaint  the 
House  of  Representatives  that  a  quorum  of  the 
Senate  is  assembled  and  ready  to  proceed  to 
business. 


Ordered,  That  Messrs.  Smith,  of  MaryLmd, 
and  Gilman,  be  a  committee  on  the  part  of  the 
Senate,  together  with  such  committee  as  may 
be  appointed  by  the  House  of  Representatives 
on  their  part,  to  wait  on  the  President  of  the 
United  States  and  notify  him  that  a  quorum  of 
the  two  Houses  is  assembled  and  ready  to  re- 
ceive any  communications  that  he  may  be 
pleased  to  make  to  them. 

A  message  from  the  House  of  Representa- 
tives informed  the  Senate  that  a  quorum  of  the 
House  of  Representatives  is  assembled  and 
ready  to  proceed  to  business.  The  House  of 
Representatives  have  appointed  a  committee 
on  their  part,  jointly  witi  such  committee  as 
may  be  appointed  on  the  part  of  the  Senate,  to 
wait  on  the  President  of  the  United  States  and 
notify  him  that  a  quorum  of  the  two  Houses  is 
assembled  and  ready  to  receive  any  communi- 
cations that  he  may  be  pleased  to  make  to 
them. 

On  motion,  by  Mr.  Smith,  of  Maryland, 

BeaoUed,  That  James  Mathers,  sergeant-at- 
arms  and  doorkeeper  to  the  Senate,  be,  and  he 
is  hereby,  authorized  to  employ  one  assistant 
and  two  horses,  for  the  purpose  of  performing 
such  services  as  are  usually  required  by  the 
doorkeeper  to  the  Senate ;  and  that  the  sum  of 
twenty-eight  dollars  be  allowed  him  weekly  for 
that  purpose,  to  commence  with,  and  remain 
during  the  session,  and  for  twenty  days  after. 

Mr.  Smith,  of  jfaryland,  reported  from  the 
joint  committee  that  they  had  waited  on  the 
President  of  the  United  States,  and  that  the 
President  informed  the  committee  that  he 
would  make  a  communication  to  the  two 
Houses  to-morrow  at  12  o'clock. 


Wednesday,  December  5. 
Timothy  Piokbeing,  from  the  State  of  Mas- 
sachusetts, and  Stephen  R.  Beadlet,  from  the 
State  of  Vermont,  severally  attended. 

Presidents  Annual  Message. 
The  following  Message  was  received  from  the 
Pebsidbnt  of  the  United  States  : 
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[Senate. 


Fdlcw-citizens  of  (he  Senate 

amd  House  qf  Mepreseatattves : 

The  embarrassments  which  have  prevailed  in  our 
foreign  relations,  and  so  mnch  employed  the  delibera- 
tions of  Congress,  make  it  a  primary  duty  in  meet- 
ing you  to  communicate  whatever  may  have  occurred 
in  that  branch  of  our  national  affairs. 

The  act  of  the  last  session  of  Congress  concerning 
the  commercial  intercourse  between  the  United  States 
and  Great  Britain  and  France,  and  their  dependen- 
cies, having  invited,  in  a  new  form,  a  termination  of 
their  edicts  against  our  neutral  commerce ;  copies  of 
the  act  were  immediately  forwarded  to  our  Ministers 
at  London  and  Paris,  with  a  view  that  its  object 
might  be  within  the  early  attention  of  the  French  and 
British  Governments. 

By  the  communication  received  through  our  Minis- 
ter at  Paris,  it  appeared  that  a  knowle^e  of  the  act 
by  the  French  Government  was  followed  by  a  decla- 
ration that  the  Berlin  and  Milan  decrees  were  re- 
voked, and  would  cease  to  have  effect  on  the  first  day 
of  November  ensuing.  These  being  the  only  known 
edicts  of  France  within  the  description  of  the  act,  and 
the  revocation  of  them  being  such  that  they  ceased  at 
that  date  to  violate  our  neutral  commerce,  the  fact, 
as  prescribed  by  law,  was  announced  by  a  proclama- 
tion, bearing  date  the  second  day  of  November. 

It  would  have  well  accorded  with  the  conciliatory 
views  indicated  by  this  proceeding  on  the  part  of 
France,  to  have  extended  them  to  all  the  grounds  of 
just  complaint  which  now  remain  unadjusted  with 
the  United  States.  It  was  particularly  anticipated 
that,  as  o.  further  evidence  of  just  dispositions  to- 
wards them,  restoration  would  have  been  immedi- 
ately made  of  the  property  of  our  citizens,  seized 
under  a  misapplication  of  the  principle  of  reprisals, 
combined  with  a  misconstraction  of  the  law  of  the 
United  States.  This  expectation  has  not  been  ful- 
fiUed. 

From  the  British  Government,  no  communication 
on  the  subject  of  the  act  has  been  received.  To  a 
communication,  from  our  minister  at  London,  of  a 
revocation,  by  the  French  Government,  of  its  Berlin 
and  Milan  decrees,  it  was  answered,  that  the  British 
system  would  be  relinquished  as  soon  as  the  repeal 
of  the  French  decrees  should  have  actually  taken 
effect,  and  the  commerce  of  neutral  natious  have 
been  restored  to  the  condition  in  which  it  stood  pre- 
viously to  the  promulgation  of  those  decrees.  This 
pledge,  although  it  does  not  necessarily  import,  does 
not  exclude,  the  intention  of  relinquishing,  along 
with  the  Orders  in  Council,  the  practice  of  those 
novel  blockades,  which  have  a  like  effect  of  interrupt- 
ing our  neutral  commerce :  and  this  further  justice 
to  thai  United  States  is  the  rather  to  be  looked  for, 
inasmuch  as  the  blockades  in  question,  being  not 
more  contrary  to  the  established  law  of  nations  than 
inconsistent  with  the  rules  of  blockade  formerly  re- 
cognized by  Great  Britain  herself,  could  have  no  al- 
leged basis  other  than  the  plea  of  retaliation,  alleged 
as  the  basis  of  the  Orders  in  Council.  Under  the 
modification  of  the  original  orders  of  November, 
1807,  into  the  orders  of  April,  1809,  there  is,  iodeed, 
scarcely  a  nominal  distinction  between  the  orders 
and  the  blockades.  One  of  those  illegitimate  block- 
ades, bearing  date  in  May,  1806,  having  been  ex- 
pressly avowed  to  be  stiU  unrescinded,  and  to  be,  in 
effect,  comprehended  in  the  Orders  in  Council,  was 
too  distinctly  brought  within  the  purview  of  the  act 
of  Congress  not  to  be  comprehended  in  the  explana- 


tion of  the  requisites  to  a  compliance  with  it.  The 
British  Government  was  accordingly  apprised  by  our 
Minister  iiear  it,  that  such  was  the  light  in  which  the 
subject  was  to  be  regarded. 

On  the  other  important  subjects  depending  be- 
tween the  United  States  and  that  Government,  no 
progress  has  been  made  from  which  an  early  and 
satisfactory  result  can  be  relied  on. 

In  this  new  posture  of  our  relations  with  those 
powers,  the  consideration  of  Congress  wiU  be  properly 
turned  to  a  removal  of  doubts  which  may  occur  in 
the  exposition,  and  of  difficulties  in  the  execution,  of 
the  act  above  cited. 

The  commerce  of  the  United  States  with  the  north 
of  Europe,  heretofore  much  vexed  by  licentious  cruis- 
ers, particularly  under  the  Danish  flag,  has  latterly 
been  visited  with  fresh  and  extensive  depredations. 
The  measures  pursued  in  behalf  of  our  injured  citi- 
zens, not  having  obtained  justice  for  them,  a  further 
and  more  formal  interposition  with  the  Danish  Gov- 
ernment is  contemplated.  The  principles  which  have 
been  maintained  by  that  Government  in  relation  to 
neutral  commerce,  and  the  friendly  professions  of 
His  Danish  Majesty  towards  the  United  States,  are 
valuable  pledges  in  favor  of  a  successful  issue. 

Among  the  events  growing  out  of  the  state  of  the 
Spanish  monarchy,  our  attention  was  imperiously 
attracted  to  the  change  developing  itself  in  that  por- 
tion of  West  Florida  which,  though  of  right  apper- 
taining to  the  United  States,  had  remained  in  the 
possession  of  Spain,  awaiting  the  result  of  negotia- 
tions for  its  actual  delivery  to  them.  The  Spanish  au- 
thority was  subverted,  and  a  sitaation  produced  ex- 
posing the  country  to  ulterior  events  which  might 
essentially  affect  the  rights  and  welfare  of  the  Union. 
In  such  a  conjuncture  I  did  not  delay  the  Interposi- 
tion required  for  the  occupancy  of  the  territory  west 
of  the  river  Perdido,  to  which  the  title  of  the  United 
States  extends,  and  to  which  the  laws  provided  for 
the  Territory  of  Orleans  are  applicable.  With  this 
view,  the  proclamatiion,  of  which  a  copy  is  laid  be- 
fore you,  was  confided  to  the  Governor  of  that  Terri- 
tory, to  be  carried  into  effect.  The  legality  and 
necessity  of  the  course  pursued,  assure  me  of  the 
favorable  light  in  which  it  will  present  itself  to 
the  Legislature,  and  of  the  promptitude  with  which 
they  will  supply  whatever  provisions  may  be  due  to 
the  essential  rights  and  equitable  interests  of  the 
people  thus  brought  into  the  bosom  of  the  American 
family. 

Our  amity  with  the  Powers  of  Barbary,  with  the 
exception  of  a  recent  occurrence  at  Tunis,  of  which 
an  explanation  is  just  received,  appears  to  have  been 
uninterrupted,  and  to  have  become  more  firmly 
established. 

Whilst  it  is  universally  admitted  that  a  well-in- 
structed people  alone  can  be  permanently  a  free  peo- 
ple, and  while  it  is  evident  that  the  means  of  diffus- 
ing and  improving  useful  knowledge  form  so  small  a 
proportion  of  the  expenditures  for  national  purposes, 
I  cannot  presume  it  to  be  unseasonable  to  invite  your 
attention  to  the  advantages  of  superadding  to  the 
means  of  education,  provided  by  the  several  States, 
a  seminary  of  learning,  instituted  by  the  National 
Legislature,  within  the^hmits  of  their  exclusive  juris- 
diction, the  expense  of  which  might  be  defrayed  or 
reimbursed  out  of  the  vacant  grounds  which  have 
accrued  to  the  nation  within  those  limits. 

Such  an  institution,  though  local  in  its  legal  char- 
acter, would  be  universal  in  its  beneficial  effects.  By 
enhghtening  the  opinions,  by  expanding  the  patriot- 
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ism,  and  by  assimilating  the  principles,  the  senti- 
menta,  and  the  manners,  of  those  who  mightresort 
to  this  temple  of  science,  to  bo  redistributed,  in  due 
time,  through  every  part  of  the  community,  sources 
of  jealousy  and  prejudice  would  be  diminished,  the 
features  of  national  character  would  be  multiplied, 
and  greater  extent  given  to  social  harmony.  But, 
above  all,  a  well-constituted  seminary,  in  the  centre 
of  the  nation,  is  recommended  by  the  consideration 
that  the  additional  instruction  emanating  from  it 
would  contribute  not  less  to  strengthen  the  founda- 
tions than  to  adorn  the  structure  of  our  free  and  hap- 
py system  of  Government 

.Ainong  the  commercial  abuses  still  committed 
under  the  American  flag,  and  leaving  in  force  my 
former'  reference  to  that  subject,  it  appears  that 
American  citizens  are  instrumental  in  carrying  on  a 
traffic  in  enslaved  Africans,  equally  in  violation  of 
the  laws  of  humanity,  and  in  defiance  of  those  of 
their  own  country.  The  same  just  and  benevolent 
motives  which  produced  the  interdiction  in  force 
against  this  criminal  conduct,  will  doubtless  be  felt 
by  Congress  in  devising  further  means  of  suppressing 
the  evil. 

In  the  midst  of  uncertainties  necessarily  connected 
with  the  great  interests  of  the  United  States,  pru- 
dence requires  a  continuance  of  our  defensive  and 
precautionary  arrangement.  The  Secretary  of  War 
and  Secretary  of  the  Navy  will  submit  the  statements 
and  estimates  which  may  aid  Congress  in  their  en- 
suing provisions  for  the  land  and  naval  forces.  The 
statements  of  the  latter  will  include  a  view  of  the 
transfers  of  appropriations  in  the  naval  expenditures, 
and  the  grounds  on  which  they  were  made. 

The  corps  of  engineers,  witli  the  Military  Academy, 
are  entitled  to  the  early  attention  of  Congress.  The 
buildings  at  the  seat  fixed  by  law  for  the  present 
academy  are  so  far  in  decay,  as  not  to  afford  the  ne- 
cessary accoromodation.  But  a  revision  of  the  law  is 
recommended  principally  with  a  view  to  a  more  en- 
larged cultivation  and  difihsion  of  the  advantages  of 
such  institutions,  by  providing  professorships  for  all 
the  necessary  branches  of  military  instruction,  and 
by  the  establishment  of  an  additional  academy  at  the 
Seat  of  Government  or  elsewhere.  The  means  by 
which  war,  as  well  for  defence  as  for  offence,  is 
now  carried  on,  render  these  schools  of  the  more 
scientific  operations  an  indispensable  part  of  every 
adequate  system.  Even  among  nations  whose  large 
standing  armies  and  frequent  wars  afford  every  other 
opportunity  of  instruction,  these  establishments  are 
found  to  be  indispensable  for  the  due  attaiimient  of 
the  branches  of  military  science  which  require  a 
regular  course  of  study  and  experiment.  In  a  Gov- 
erimient  happily  without  the  other  opportunities, 
seminaries,  where  the  elementary  principles  of  the 
art  of  war  can  be  taught  without  actual  war,  and 
without  the  expense  of  extensive  and  standing  armies, 
have  the  precious  advantage  of  uniting  an  essential 
preparation  against  ex:ternal  danger,  with  a  scrupu- 
lous regard  to  internal  safety.  In  no  other  way, 
probably,  can  a  provision  of  equal  efficacy  for  the 
public  defence  be  made  at  so  little  expense,  or  more 
consistently  with  the  public  liberty. 

Keserving  for  future  occasions,  in  the  course  of  the 
session,  whatever  other  communications  may  claim 
your  attention,  I  close  the  present,  by  expressing  my 
reliance,  under  the  blessing  of  Divine  Providence,  on 
the  judgment  and  patriotism  which  will  guide  your 
measures,  at  a  period  particularly  calling  for  united 
councils,  and  inflexible  exertions,  for  the  welfare  of 


our  country,  and  by  assuring  yon  of  the  fidelity  and 
alacrity  with  which  my  co-operation  will  be  afforded. 
JAMES  MADISON. 
■WASHiNOTOif,  December  6,  1810. 


Feidat,  December  7. 
Joseph  Andkeson,  from  the  State  of  Tennes- 
see, attended. 

TuBSDAT,  December  11. 
KioHAED  Bebnt,  from  the  State  of  Virginia, 
attended. 

Wednesday,  December  12. 

The  Vice  Peebident  of  the  United  States  re- 
sumed the  chair. 

Jesse  Fbanklin,  from  the  State  of  North 
Carolina,  also  took  his  seat  in  the  Senate. 

Thuebdat,  December  13. 
Henet  Olat,  from  the  State  of  Kentucky, 
took  his  seat  in  the  Senate. 


Monday,  December  17. 
James  Lloyd,  from  the  State  of  Massachu- 
setts, took  his  seat  in  the  Senate. 


Tuesday,  December  18. 
John  Oondit,  from  the  State  of  New  Jersey, 
and  John  Smith,  from  the  State  of  New  York, 
severally  took  their  seats  in  the  Senate. 

Bcmh  of  the  United  States. 

Mr.  Ijexb  presented  the  petition  of  the  Presi- 
dent and  Directors  of  the  Bank  of  the  United 
States,  praying  a  renewal  of  their  charter,  for 
reasons  therein  stated ;  and  the  petition  was 
read,  and  referred  to  a  select  committee,  to  con- 
sist of  five  members,  to  consider  and  report 
thereon ;  and  that  the  petition  be  printed  for 
the  use  of  the  Senate. 

Messrs.  Oeawfoed,  Leib,  Lloyd,  Pope,  and 
Andeeson,  were  appointed  the  committee. 

Territory  of  Orleans. 
Mr.  Giles,  from  the  committee  to  whom  was 
referred,  on  the  8th  instant^  so  much  of  the 
Message  of  the  President  of  the  United  States 
as  relates  to  the  occupation  of  that  part  of  West 
Florida  which  is  included  within  the  bounda- 
ries described  by  the  treaty  for  the  acquisition 
of  Louisiana,  reported  a  .bill  declaring  the  laws 
now  in  force  in  the  Territory  of  Orleans,  to  ex- 
tend to  and  to  have  full  force  and  effect  to  the 
river  Perdido,  pursuant  to  the  treaty  concluded 
at  Paris  on  the  30tli  day  of  April,  1803,  and  for 
other  purposes ;  and  the  bill  was  r^d,  and  pass- 
ed to  the  second  reading. 


Wednesday,  December  19.- 
Cheistophee  Geant  Ohamplin,    from   the 
State  of  Rhode  Island,  took  his  seat  in  the 
Senate. 
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Thursday,  December  27. 
Jbkkin  "Whiteside,  from  the  State  of  Teimes- 
see,  took  his  seat  in  the  Senate. 

Occupation  of  West  Florida. 
The  Senate  resumed  the  consideration  of  the 
bill  declaring  the  laws  now  in  force  in  the  Ter- 
ritory of  Orleans,  to  extend  to,  and  to  have  full 
force  and  effect,  to  the  river  Perdido,  pursuant 
to  the  treaty  concluded  at  Paris  on  the  30th  of 
April,  1803;  and  for  other  purposes. 

The  question  was  on  the  biU's  passage  to  a 
third  reading. 

Mr.  Pope. — Mr.  President,  I  regret  that  the 
honorable  chairman  of  the  committee  who  re- 
ported this  bill  is  not  here  to  give  it  that  sup- 
port which  his  talents,  information,  and  the  im- 
portance of  the  subject  authorize  us  to  expect. 
His  absence  has  devolved  on  me,  as  a  member 
of  the  committee,  and  a  representative  of  that 
section  of  the  Union  more  immediately  interest- 
ed in  the  subject  before  us,  to  explain  to  the 
Senate  some  of  the  grounds  which  induced  them 
to  make  this  report.  The  first  important  ques- 
tion which  the  proclamation  of  the  President 
and  this  bill  presents  for  consideration  is,  wheth- 
er or  not  the  United  States  have  a  good  title  to 
the  territory  in  question.  Before  I  examine  the 
treaty  of  cession  from  Eranoe  to  the  United 
States,  of  1803,  the  source  of  our  claim,  permit 
me  to  inquire  what  were  the  limits  of  Louisiana 
in  that  quarter  to  which  this  subject  leads  us 
before  the  treaty  and  cession  of  17'62-'3,between 
France,  Spain,  and  Great  Britain?  On  this 
subject,  however,  I  believe  there  is  no_  contra- 
riety of  opinion.  Before  this  period,  Louisiana 
extended  east  of  the  river  Mississippi  to  the 
river  Perdido.  Prance  and  Spain,  by  the  Trea- 
ty of  1719,  established  this  boundary  between 
Florida,  now  called  East  Florida,  and  Louisiana, 
The  ancient  limits  of  Louisiana  have  been  so 
fuUy  ascertained  by  the  documents  laid  before 
Congress  at  different  times,  and  the  numerous 
discussions  the  subject  has  xmdergone,  that  I 
should  only  waste  the  time  of  the  Senate  in  at- 
tempting to  throw  any  new  light  on  it.  I  shall 
only  refer  the  Senate  to  one  additional  evidence 
that  this  river  was  the  ancient  eastern  boundary 
of  this  province.  Mr.  SmoUet,  in  Ms  continua- 
tion of  "  Hume's  History  of  England,"  states  the 
answer  of  the  British  Government  to  the  prop- 
ositions made  by  France  for  peace  early  in  the 
year  1761,  from  which-  it  appears  that  France 
then  claimed  the  river  Perdido  as  their  eastern 
limit,  nor  does  this  fact  appear  to  have  been 
contested  by  the  British  Minister.  It  appears 
that  previous  to  the  war  which  terminated  in 
1763,  Louisiana  comprehended  nearly  the  whole 
country  watered  by  the  Mississippi  and  its 
branches.  I  find  it  stated  in  a  pamphlet  pub- 
lished in  New  York,  that  France,  by  a  secret 
cession,  contemporaneous  with  the  treaty  called 
the  Fandly  Compact  of  1761,  transferred  this 
country  to  Spain,  to  induce  her  to  become  her 
ally  in  the  war  against  Great  Britain ;  and  al- 
though I  can  find  no  evidence  to  support  this 


statement,  yet  the  events  of  that  war,  previous 
to  that  period,  renders  it  at  least  probable.    It 
will  be  remembered  that  the  arms  of  Great 
Britain  had  triumphed  over  fhose  of  France, 
both  by  sea  and  land.    France  had  lost  Canada, 
and  a  great  number  of  ships  of  war.    Spain 
was  not  then  a  party  in  the  war,  and,  to  induce 
her    to  become  so,  it    seems    probable  that 
France,  under  the  pressure  of  adverse  fortune, 
ceded  to  her  this  province.    But,  as  this  state- 
ment does  not  correspond  with  the  documents 
on  our  tables,  Ar  the  views  of  others  who  have 
examined  this  subject,  we  are  compelled  to  take 
it  for  granted,  that  the  cession  of  "West  Louis- 
iana, with  the  island  of  New  Orleans,  to  Spain, 
and  of  East  Louisiana,  since  called  "West  Florida, 
to  Great  Britain,  were  made  at  the  same  time, 
in  the  year  1762.    It  is,  however,  well  known 
that  lYance  made  the  cession  to   Great  Brit- 
ain at  the  instance,  and  for  the  benefit  of  Spain, 
to  enable  her,  with  the  cession  of  Florida,  now 
called  East  Florida,  to  obtain  a  restitution  of 
Cuba.    The  whole  of  Louisiana,  not  conquered 
by  Great  Britain,  may,  with  propriety,  be  said 
to  have  been  given  up,  or  ceded  to  Spain.    Let 
us  now  examine  that  part  of  the  treaty  of  ces- 
sion between  the  United  States  and  France  of 
1803,  which  relates  to  this  question.    By  that 
treaty  we  acquired  Louisiana  as  folly,  and  in  the 
same  manner,  as  it  had  been  acquired  by  France 
from  Spain,  in  virtue  of  the  Treaty  of  St.  Ilde- 
fonso  of  the  1st  of  October,  1800.    By  this 
treaty,  Spain  retroceded  Loiusiana  to  France, 
"with  the  same  extent  it  then  had  in  the  hands 
of  Spain,  and  that  it  had  when  France  possessed 
it,  and  such  as  it  should  be  after  the  treaties 
subsequently  entered  into  between  Spain  and 
other  States."    That  this  extract  from  that 
treaty  is  correct,  cannot  be  doubted,  as  it  has 
never  been  denied  by  Spain.    The  word"  re- 
trocede"  in  this  treaty  has,  I  believe,  occasion- 
ed more  doubt  with  regard  to  the  meaning  of 
this  cession  that  any  expression  contained  in  it, 
but  cannot,  when  the  subject  is  properly  exam- 
ined, have  the  effect  contended  for.    It  is  said 
that  as  France  ceded  to  Spain,  in  1762,  Louis- 
iana west  of  the  Mississippi,  including  the  island 
of  New  Orleans,  the  word  "  retrocede "  must 
limit  the  cession  to  what  had  been  previously 
ceded  by  France  to  Spain ;  but  if  it  be  true 
that  Louisiana  east  and  west  of  the  Mississippi 
was  ceded  to  Spain  in  the  year  1761,  altliough 
East  Louisiana  was  afterwards  ceded  by  France, 
with  the  consent  of  Spain,  to  Great  Britain,  the 
word  "retrocede"  might,  with  propriety,  be 
used  with  reference  to  the  original  grant  to 
Spain  in  1661,  or  if,  what  will  not  be  denied, 
the  cession  of  East  Louisiana  to  Great  Britain 
by  France,  was  at  the  instance,  and  for  the 
benefit  of  Spain,  Spain,  in  1800,  after  she  had 
acquired  East  Louisiana,  alias  "West  Florida,  so 
called  by  Great  Britain  after  1763,  could  well 
say  to  France,  I  re-grant  to  you  what  you  ceded 
to  me,  and  on  my  account,  or  at  least,  so  much 
as  I  can  re-grant  consistently  with  the  treaties 
I  have  since  made ;  and  this  seems  to  be  the 
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plain  and  evident  meaning  of  the  instrument. 
If  the  parties  had  meant  to  confine  the  retro- 
cession to  the  limits  of  the  cession,  made  by 
France  to  SpairiJ  of  Louisiana  west  of  the  Mis- 
sissippi, including  the  island  of  New  Orleans, 
they  would  have  used   the  same  deception. 
They  would  certainly  have  stopped  after  saying 
the  extent  it  then  had  in  the  hands  of  Spain. 
But  to  prevent  mistalce  or  misconstruction,  they 
add,  "  that  it  had  when  France  possessed  it," 
and,  what  is  still  more  conclusive  of  the  mean- 
ing of  the  parties,  they  go  on  to  say,  "  and  such 
as  it  should  be  after  the  treaties  subsequently 
entered  into  between  Spain  and  other  States." 
As  Spain  had  never  entered  into  any  treaty 
with  regard  to  the  western  boundary  of  Louis- 
iana, and  as  the  only  treaties  to  which  the  par- 
ties could  have  alluded  was  that  of  1783  with 
Great  Britain,  and  of  1795  with  the  United 
States,  both  relative   to    limits    on  the    east 
side  of  the  Mississippi,  it  is  perfectly  clear  that 
the  contracting  parties  meant  to  comprehend 
whatever  of  Louisiana,  on  the  east  side  of  the 
Mississippi,  Spain  had  a  title  to.    If  the  con- 
struction I  contend  for  is  not  admitted,  then 
the  latter  parts  of  the  description  will  have  no 
effect,  contrary  to  a  settled  principle  of  law  and 
common  sense,  that  every  part  of  an  instrument 
shall  have  effect,  if  it  can  by  any  reasonable 
construction.    To  strengthen  the  construction 
for  which  I  insist,  it  may  not  be  amiss  to  con- 
sider the  views  of  the  French  Government  at 
the  time  this  treaty  of  St.  Ildefonso  was  made. 
They  no  doubt  acquired  this  province  with  an 
intention  of  holding  it,  and  it  was  an  object  of 
national  pride  to  regain  as  much  as  practicable 
of  the  colonies  which  had  been  lost  under  the 
old  Government.    Besides,  they  could  not  be 
ignorant  of  the  importance  of  East  Louisiana, 
now  "West  Florida,  to  the  security  of  New  Or- 
leans ;  and,  as  the  practicability  of  obtaining  it 
at  that  time  from  Spain  cannot  be  doubted,  the 
presumption  is  irresistible  that  the  cession  was 
intended  to  embrace  it.    I  had  intended  to  have 
ascertained  at  the  Department  of  State  the 
ground  of  objection  with  Spain  to  the  surrender 
of  that  country  to  the  United  States,  but  have 
not  made  the  inquiry.    I  do  not,  however, 
think  it  difficult  to  account  for  the  conduct  of 
Spain.     My  coniecture  is,  that  France,  after  she 
had  sold  Louisiana  to  the  United  States,  and 
received  the  price  stipulated,  secretly  advised 
Spain  not  to  surrender  it,  having  at  that  time 
formed  the  project  which  she  is  now  attempt- 
ing to  execute,  of  acquiring  the  whole  Spanish 
Empire.    Her  interest  was,  therefore,  identified 
with  that  of  Spain,  and  she  was,  no  doubt,  will- 
ing to  unite  with  Spain  in  giving  the  most  lim- 
ited construction  to  the  cession  to  the  United 
States.    I  find  that  Congress,  by  an  act  passed 
on  the  24th  of  February,  1804,  have  solemnly 
asserted  our  right  to  this  territory,  and  author- 
ized the  President  to  take  possession  of  it  and 
to  establish  a  port  of  entry,  &c.,  on  the  Mobile, 
whenever  he  should  deem  it  expedient.    The 
time  when,  and  circumstances  under  which, 


this  step  should  be  taken,  were  submitted  to 
the  discretion  of  the  Executive.  I  may  be  per- 
mitted to  ask  why,  if  we  had  no  title  to  this 
territory,  the  President  was  urged  to  take  pos- 
session by  force,  and  censured  for  not  doing  it  ? 
If  my  recollection  is  accurate,  all  parties  agreed 
we  ought  to  have  the  country — they  only  dif- 
fered as  to  the  mode  of  acquiring  it.  The  Pres- 
ident, influenced  by  that  policy  which  has  hith- 
erto guided  the  present  Administration,  of 
avoiding  making  this  nation  a  party  in  the 
present  European  war,  in  the  exercise  of  the 
discretionary  power  vested  in  him  by  that  act, 
did  not  think  proper  to  seize  upon  it  by  force, 
but  to  wait  for  the  occurrence  of  events  to  throw 
it  into  our  hands  without  a  struggle. 

The  expediency  of  taking  possession  of  this 
territory  cannot,  it  appears  to  me,  admit  of  a 
doubt.  If  the  President  had  refused  or  hesi- 
tated to  meet  the  wishes  of  the  people  of  West 
Florida  by  extending  to  them  the  protection  of 
the  American  Government,  and  they  had  sought 
security  in  the  arms  of  a  foreign  power,  what 
should  we  have  heard?  He  would  have  been 
charged  with  imbecility,  and  fear  of  incurring 
responsibility.  He  would  have  been  denounced 
as  unworthy  of  the  station  his  country  had  as- 
signed him.  Let  it  be  remembered  that  the 
Orleans  country  is  our  most  valuable  part — re- 
mote from  our  physical  force — a  climate  more 
fatal  to  our  people  than  the  sword  of  a  victori- 
ous enemy — and  that  an  enemy  in  possession 
of  West  Florida  can  with  great  facility  cut  off 
New  Orleans  from  the  upper  country.  If  the 
fortunate  moment  had  not  been  seized,  this 
province  would  have  fallen  into  the  hands  of  a 
foreign  power,  or,  if  time  had  been  given  for 
intrigue  to  mature  itself,  another  Burr  plot 
would  probably  have  risen  from  the  ashes  of 
the  first,  more  formidable  to  the  integrity  of 
this  empire.  Buit,  like  Archimedes,  fancied 
that  if  he  had  a  place  to  stand  upon — a  place 
beyond  the  jurisdiction  of  the  United  States  to 
rally  his  followers — ^he  could  overturn  the  Gov- 
ernment. He  has,  it  is  true,  fled  from  the 
frowns  of  an  indignant  country ;  but  he  was 
not  alone.  Let  an  opportunity  be  afforded,  and 
a  thousand  Burrs  would  throw  off  the  mask 
and  point  their  arms  against  the  Federal  Union. 
On  a  subject  of  such  interest,  it  would  have 
been  criminal  in  those  appointed  to  watch  over 
the  national  safety  to  have  hesitated.  I  was 
surprised  to  hear  this  procedure  pronounced  a 
robbery,  and  making  of  war.  Why  should  our 
sympathies  be  awaiened  in  favor  of  Spain? 
What  claim  has  the  Spanish  Government  upon 
our  moderation  and  forbearance?  What  has 
been  her  conduct  ?  From  the  moment  we  be- 
came an  independent  nation  she  has  been  in- 
triguing to  separate  the  Western  country  from 
the  Atlantic  States.  She  has  made,  at  different 
periods,  and  as  late  as  the  year  1797,  in  viola- 
tion of  her  treaty  of  1795  with  this  country,  di- 
rect propositions  to  the  Western  people  to  se- 
cede from  the  Union,  and  to  accomplish  her 
object,  at  least  attempted  the  use  of  means  the 
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most  corrupt.  What  has  been  her  conduct 
since  we  acquired  Louisiana  ?  If  I  am  correctly 
informed,  our  deserters  and  slaves  who  have 
taken  refuge  in  Florida,  in  many  instances  have 
not  been  surrendered,  and  enormous  duties  have 
been  imposed  on  our  vessels  navigating  the  Mo- 
bile. Under  all  these  provocations,  suflSoient  to 
have  drawn  upon  them  from  almost  any  other 
nation  a'n  open  declaration  of  war,  our  Govern- 
ment, influenced  by  that  pacific  policy  which 
has  hitherto  regulated  its  course  towards  for- 
eign nations,  exercised  patience  and  forbearance. 
And  since  the  late  revolution  in  Spain,  I  believe 
it  will  not  be  pretended  that  this  Government 
has  manifested  any  disposition  to  throw  our 
weight  into  the  scale  of  France  against  the 
Spanish  party.  Our  Government  has  taken  no 
step  in  relation  to  Vest  Florida,  until  compelled 
by  a  regard  to  our  own  safety.  The  Executive 
in  the  proceeding  under  consideration  has  used 
language  the  most  conciliatory,  and  on  the  face 
of  his  proclamation  given  a  pledge  that  this 
Government  will  at  any  time  enter  into  amica- 
ble negotiations  on  the  subject  of  'our  claim  to 
this  territory,  if  it  shall  be  disputed. 

There  are  other  at  least  plausible  grounds 
upon  which  this  bill  as  an  original  proposition 
might  be  supported  entirely  independent  of  the 
cession.  Spain  is  indebted  to  us  a  large  amount 
for  spoliations  committed  on  our  commerce; 
and  as  there  is  no  Government  at  present  to- 
wards which  the  ordinary  proceeding  can  be 
pursued'to  obtain  payment,  could  we  not,  on 
the  principle  of  the  attachment  law,  as  an  act 
of  self-justice,  seize  on  this  territory  to  secure 
satisfaction  ? 

As  this  measure  has  been  emphatically  called 
an  act  of  robbery  and  war,  it  may  not  be  amiss 
to  consider  the  political  state  of  the  Spanish 
colonies  in  relation  to  the  Spanish  Government 
in  the  hands  of  the  Junta,  and  the  new  dynasty 
about  to  be  established  by  Bonaparte.  It  may 
be  said,  perhaps,  that  the  late  alienation  of  the 
Spanish  Crown  and  the  revolution  in  Spain 
have  dissolved  the  tie  which  connects  them  with 
the  mother  country.  On  this  point  I  will  not 
detain  the  Senate.  If  the  French  arms  shall 
be  successful  in  Spain,  of  which  I  believe  few 
entertain  much  doubt,  and  the  Junta  shall  be 
driven  from  Old  Spain  to  any  of  the  colonies, 
their  political  character  must  cease,  and  they 
can  no  longer  claim  the  exercise  of  any  juris- 
diction or  sovereignty  over  the  colonies.  The 
colonies  are  not  bound  together  by  any  political 
bond  unconnected  with  the  mother  country ; 
they  are  subject  to  the  mother  country,  but 
the  moment  she  is  conquered,  they  are  at  lib- 
erty to  provide  fJDr  themselves,  unless,  indeed, 
the  Emperor  of  France  or  King  Joseph  can 
claim  them.  France,  in  an  official  expos6, 
and  King  Joseph,  by  proclamation,  have  de- 
clared their  willingness  that  the  colonies  should 
become  independent,  provided  they  did  not  con- 
nect themselves  with  Great  Britain.  If  France, 
therefore,  shall,  which  is  probable,  conquer  the 
mother  country,  we  are  fully  authorized  by  her 


public  declaration  to  the  world  to  acquire,  with 
the  consent  of  the  inhabitants,  not  only  West 
but  East  Florida,  Cuba,  or  any  other  province 
which  we  shall  deem  it  expedient  to,  connect 
with  the  United  States.  This  bOl  may  be  justi- 
fied, independent  of  title,  by  the  law  of  self- 
preservation.  Have  we  ^ny  assurance  that  the 
Spanish  Government  will  maintain  their  neu- 
trality in  this  territory  if  we  should  be  involved 
in  a  war  with  either  France  or  Great  Britain? 
Can  they,  or  will  they,  prevent  the  march  of 
an  enemy's  forcSs  through  that  territory  into 
the  United  States?  No,  sir;  we  have  every 
reason  to  expect  the  contrary.  Considering 
how  vulnerable  we  are  from  this  territory,  its 
present  state,  and  the  aspect  of  our  foreign 
affairs,  it  appears  to  me  we  are  authorized  to 
take  possession  of  it  as  a  measure  of  national 
security.  It  may  be  objected  that  taking  the- 
property  of  others  by  force  tends  to  relax  the 
morals  of  the  people,  by  destroying  that  crite- 
rion of  right  and  wrong,  the  observance  of 
which  is  so  necessary  to  the  purity  of  our  Ee- 
public ;  and  I  am  ready  to  admit  that  we  ought 
to  proceed  upon  this  prim^fte^f  necessity  and 
expediency  with  great  caution,  and  never  to  act 
upon  it  but  in  extreme  and.evident  cases.  Had 
we  a  colony  on  the  coast  of  England  or  France, 
similarly  situated,  we  know  they  would  not 
hesitate.  When  we  reflect  that  our  property  is 
seized  by  almost  every  nation ;  that  the  laws 
and  usages  of  nations  are  disregarded  by  nearly 
all  Europe ;  that  their  conduct  has  been  lately 
marked  with  a  degree  of  perfidy  and  rapacity 
unexampled  in  the  history  of  the  civilized 
world ;  that  they  have  in  fact  become  States  of 
Barbary ;  it  appears  to  me  that  we  ought  not, 
as  regards  them,  to  be  over  nice  or  squeamish 
upon  questions  of  this  sort.  Shall  we  sit  here 
with  our  arms  folded  until  the  enemy  is  at  our 
gates  ?  If  we  waste  our  time  in  discussion  and 
refining  abstract  questions  of  right  and  wrong, 
we  shall  lose  our  independence,  and  we  shall 
deserve  to  lose  it.  I  had  hoped  this  biU  would 
have  passed  without  much  debate ;  I  know  the 
people  are  tired  of  long  speeches  and  documents. 
This  fondness  for  lengthy  discussions,  has  even 
drawn  upon  Congress  the  reproaches  of  the 
ladies ;  they  begin  to  say — ^less  talk  and  more 
action. 


Feidat,  December  28. 
Occupation  of  West  Florida. 

The  Senate  resumed  the  consideration  of  the 
bill  respecting  the  territory  west  of  the  Perdido. 

Mr.  HoESET  addressed  the  Senate  as  follows: 

Mr.  President :  The  bill  under  consideration 
contains  two  important  provisions.  The  first 
in  effect  incorporates  with  the  Territory  of  Or- 
leans the  province  of  West  Florida  east  of  the 
Mississippi,  as  far  as  the  river  Perdido  ;  the 
second  extends  to  that  part  of  the  province  thus 
incorporated  the  laws  now  in  force  within  the 
said  Territory. 

These  provisions  naturally  involve  two  ques- 
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tions :  first,  whether  the  United  States  have  a 
good  title  to  that  part  of  the  province  described 
in  the  bill ;  and  secondly,  whether  it  would  be 
expedient  for  the  Government  of  the  United 
States  to  take  possession  of  it  by  force. 

Before  I  proceed  to  consider  these  questions, 
I  beg  leave,  Mr.  President,  to  advert  to  what 
may  be  considered  a  preliminary  question.  I 
^efer  to  the  authority  of  the  President  of  the 
United  States  to  issue  his  proclamation  and  the 
accompanying  orders  of  the  27th  of  August 
last,  directing  the  forcible  occupation  of  that 
territory.  I  deem  it  material  to  consider  this 
point,  because,  if  the  proclamation  were  un- 
authorized, then  Congress  are  not  committed 
by  it,  nor  are  they  bound  to  give  it  their 
sanction. 

K  the  President  had  any  authority  to  issue 
this  proclamation,  that  authority  must  have 
been  derived  either  under  the  Constitution  of 
the  United  States  or  under  some  act  or  acts  of 
Congress.  The  President  has  no  power  which 
does  not  proceed  from  one  or  the  other  of  these 
sources.  The  constitution  has  given  to  Con- 
gress the  exclusive  power  of  making  laws  and 
declaring  war — ^to  the  President  the  power  of 
executing  the  laws  of  the  Union.  The  powers 
of  the  one  are  legislative,  of  the  other  executive. 
The  question  then  would  be,  whether  the  Presi- 
dent in  issuing  this  proclamation  has  not  tran- 
scended the  limits  of  his  powers. 
■  Sir,  what  is  the  nature  and  import  of  this 
proclamation?  In  my  humble  conception  both 
legislation  and  war.  War — ^because  it  directs 
the  occupation  of  this  territory  by  a  military 
force.  The  regular  troops  of  the  United  States 
are  ordered  to  march,  and  if  they  should  not  be 
found  adequate  to  the  object,  the  Governors  of 
the  Orleans  and  Mississippi  Territories  are  di- 
rected to  call  out  the  mititia  of  their  respective 
territories,  to  co-operate  with  the  regular  forces. 
But  we  shall  be  told,  sir,  that  the  President,  in 
issuing  this  proclamation,  has  taken  the  pre- 
caution to  direct  that  in  case  any  particular 
place,  however  small,  should  remain  in  posses- 
sion of  a  Spanishforce,  the  commanding  officer  is 
not  to  proceed  to  employ  force  against  it,  but 
to  make  immediate  report  thereof  to  the  Secre- 
tary of  State.  Suppose  while  your  command- 
ing officer  is  making  this  report,  the  Spanish 
force  sallies  out  and  makes  an  attack  upon  your 
army,  or  suppose  a  Spanish  army,  with  Gov- 
ernor Folch  at  their  head,  should  march  irom 
East  Plorida  with  the  view  of  repelling  the  in- 
vasion of  this  territory;  what  are  Governor 
Claiborne  and  his  army  to  do?  Ground  their 
arms  and  surrender  themselves  prisoners  of 
war ;  or  are  they,  sir,  to  drop  their  muskets 
and  take  to  their  heels !  These  are  the  only 
alternatives  presented — ^they  must  either  sur- 
render, run,  or  fight.  And  who  will  doubt 
which  of  these  alternatives  the  gallantry  of  an 
American  army  would  impel  them  to  choose ! 
Sir,  a  conflict  would  be  inevitable. 

But  while  the  President  has  been  so  affect- 
edly cautious  with  respect  to  Spanish  force,  he 


has  overlooked  altogether  the  contingency  of 
resistance  on  the  part  of  the  revolutionists. 
These  patriots  it  would  seem  had  called  a  con- 
vention and  issued  a  declaration  of  independ- 
ence, and  now  it  appears  have  formed  and 
established  a  regular  Government,  which  is  or- 
ganized and  in  operation.    If  these  proceedings 
are  not  all  a  sham,  the  territory  in  question  is 
now  in  the  possession  of  a  people  claiming  t» 
be  sovereign  and  independent ;  and  is  it  suppose- 
able  that  this  people  can  behave  so  dastardly 
as  to  submit,  without  a  struggle,  to  the  incur- 
sion of  a  hostile  army,  whose  avowed  object  is 
the  conquest  of  the  country  and  the  subversion 
of  its  constitution  and  independence?  And  here 
permit  me  to  remark,  that  the  style  and  tenor 
of  the  letter  from  the  Secretary  of  State  of  the 
16th  of  November,  1810,  to  Governor  Holmes, 
in  answer  to  the  letter  of  the  President  of  the 
convention  praying  the  recognition  and  pro- 
tection of  the  United  States,  are  not  admirably 
calculated  to  give  a  welcome  reception  to  the 
American  Army.    K  then  assistance  should  be 
offered   on  the  part  of  the  constitutionalists, 
what  is  your  army  to  do  ?    The  orders  contain 
no  proviso  in  this  particular,  requiring  that  the 
fact  should  be  reported  to  the  Department  of 
State;    but  their  clear  intent  is,   that  force 
should   be  employed.     Under   such  circum- 
stances is  it  not  to  be  expect-ed  that  this  measure 
of  the  Executive  will  result  in  war !    Is  it  not 
to  be  expected,  that  either  the  Spaniards  or  the 
Conventionalists  wUl  attempt   to    repel  this 
palpable  infringement  upon  their  rights  and 
territory  ? 

But,  sir,  this  proclamation  is  not  only  war, 
but  it  is  an  act  of  legislation  too.  It  annexes 
the  territory  in  question  to  the  Orleans  Territo- 
ry ;  it  creates  a  Governor ;  it  enacts  laws,  and 
appropriates  money.  It  gives  the  Governor  of 
the  Orleans  Territory  aU  the  authorities  and 
functions  over  this  particular  territory  which  he 
possesses  by  virtue  of  his  office  as  governor,  and 
makes  an  appropriation  of  a  sum  of  money,  not 
exceeding  twenty  thousand  dollars.  This  pro- 
clamation is  substantially  the  biU  under  discus- 
sion, except  that  it  goes  much  further.  The 
first  section  of  the  bill  only  contains  an  annexa- 
tion of  the  territory  in  question  to  the  Orleans 
Territory — ^this  the  proclamation  has  already 
done.  The  second  section  only  extends  the 
laws  of  that  territory  to  the  particular  territory 
in  question — and  this  too  the  proclamation  has 
already  done.  The  only  material  difference  in 
factexisting  between  the  prodamation  and  this 
bill  is,  that  the  proclamation  contains  the  fur- 
ther and  important  provision  for  raising  the 
troops  and  the  money  necessary  for  carrying  it 
into  execution.  And  here,  sir,  I  will  take  the 
liberty  to  remark  that  I  do  not  consider  this 
bill  the  only  one  intended  on  this  subject,  This 
is  a  mere  entering  wedge — when  this  is  passed, 
Congress  are  permitted  to  pass  another,  provid- 
ing the  necessary  military  and  pecuniary  means 
to  carry  this  act  into  execution ;  and,  indeed, 
I  should  not  be  surprised,  if,  before  the  close  of 
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the  session,  a  bill  were  introduced  to  take  pos- 
session of  East  as  well  as  "West  Florida. 

If  the  President  had  no  power  under  the  con- 
stitution to  issue  this  proclamation,  I  think  it 
equally  clear  he  had  none  under  any  existing 
laws  of  Congress.  The  act  of  the  31st  of  Octo- 
ber, 1803,  authorizing  the  President  of  the  Unit- 
ed States  to.  take  possession  of  and  occupy  the 
territory  ceded  by  Prance  to  the  United  States, 
by  the  treaty  concluded  at  Paris  on  the  30th  of 
April,  1803,  I  apprehend,  expired  on  the  1st 
day  of  October,  1804 ;  to  which  period  it  was 
limited  by  the  first  section  of  the  act  for  erect- 
ing Louisiana  into  two  Territories,  and  provid- 
ing for  the  temporary  government  thereof,  pass- 
ed the  20th  day  of  March,  1804. 

This  section  enacts,  that  "  the  act  passed  the 
31st  day  of  October,  entitled  'An  act  to  enable 
the  President  of  the  United  States  to  take  pos- 
session of  the  territories  ceded  by  France  to  the 
United  States,  by  the  treaty  concluded  at  Paris, 
on  the  30th  day  of  April,  1803 ;  and  for  the 
temporary  government  thereof,'  shall  continue 
in  force  until  the  1st  day  of  October,  1804,  any 
thing  therein  to  the  contrary  notwithstanding ; 
on  which  said  1st  day  of  October,  this  act  shall 
commence,  and  have  full  force,  and  shall  con- 
tinue in  force  for  and  during  the  term  of  one 
year,  and  to  the  end  of  the  next  session  of  Con- 
gress, which  may  happen  thereafter."  Let  it 
be  recollected  that  at  the  time  this  last-men- 
tioned act  passed,  the  President  had  folfilled  his 
powers,  under  the  act  of  the  81st  of  October, 
1808,  so  far  as  it  respected  the  taking  possession 
of  Louisiana.  Possession  had  been  actually  and 
formally  delivered,  and  the  stock  created  and 
transferred  to  the  French  Government,  accord- 
ing to  the  stipulations  of  the  treaty.  Besides, 
the  very  nature  and  design  of  the  act  of  the  26th 
March,  independent  of  the  express  limitation, 
superseded  the  act  of  the  81st  of  October. 

But  it  is  said,  there  are  acts  of  Congress 
which,  though  contemplating  a  present  posses- 
sion in  a  foreign  authority,  also  contemplate  an 
ultimate  possession  by  the  United  States,  under 
which  the  proclamation  may  be  justified,  even 
though  the  act  of  the  31st  of  October  should 
have  expired.  The  acts  here  referred  to,  I  un- 
derstand to  be  the  act  of  the  24th  of  February, 
1804,  for  laying  and  collecting  duties  within  the 
territories  ceded  by  France  to  the  United  States, 
the  act  above  mentioned  of  the  26th  of  March, 
erecting  Louisiana  into  two  Territories,  and  the 
act  of  the  2d  of  March,  1805,  authorizing  the 
establishment  of  a  Government  in  the  Territory 
of  Orleans,  similar  to  the  Government  of  the 
Mississippi  Territory.  The  President  himself 
admits,  in  his  message  at  the  opening  of  the 
session,  that  those  laws  contemplate  a  present 
possession  in  a  foreign  Power;  but  he  farther 
says,  they  contemplate  an  eventual  possession 
by  the  United  States.  But,  sir,  let  me  ask  what 
sort  of  possession?  A  possession  Sy/orce.'  No, 
sir,  not  a  single  provision  can  be  shown  to  jus- 
tify such  a  construction.  But  a  possession  to 
be  obtained  ly  a  friendly  negotiation.  I  am 
Vol.  IV.— 17 


warranted  in  this  construction,  not  merely  by 
the  letter  of  those  laws,  by  the  lapse  of  time 
since  their  enactment,  by  the  express  official 
declaration  of  Mr.  Madison  himself,  whUe  Sec- 
retary of  State.  It  is  a  notorious  fact,  that  when 
the  act  of  the  24th  of  February  passed,  the 
Marquis  D' Yrujo,  then  the  Minister  of  his  Cath- 
olic Majesty  in  the  United  States,  in  a  solemn 
form  protested  against  that  law ;  and  that  Mr. 
Madison,  by  a  letter  dated  on  the,19th  of  March, 
assured  the  Marqnis  that  the  provisions  relating 
to  Louisiana  "  would  not  be  extended  beyond 
the  achnowledged  limits  of  the  United  States, 
until  it  shall  be  rendered  expedient  \ij  friendly 
elucidation  and  adjustments  with  His  Catholic 
Majesty." 

Upon  the  whole,  sir,  I  have  not  been  able  to 
discover  the  shadow  of  authority,  on  the  ground 
of  which  the  President  issued  this  proclamation. 
He  has  recited  none,  amidst  all  his  recitals,  and 
none  appears  to  me  but  his  own  mere  will  and 
pleasure. 

The  act  I  therefore  cannot  view  in  any  other 
light  than  an  xmwarrantable  assumption  of 
power  and  a  violation  of  the  constitution. 

Considering  then,  sir,  this  act  of  the  Execu- 
tive as  illegal  and  unauthorized,  we  are  fully  at 
liberty  to  enter  into  the  discussion  of  the  gi-eat 
questions  of  title  and  expediency ;  a  task  which 
I  will  proceed  to  discharge  to  the  best  of  my 
ability. 

The  first  I  propose  to  examine  is,  the  title  of 
the  United  States  to  the  territory  in  question. 
With  respect  to  this,  I  perceive,  it  unfortunately 
happens  that  honorable  gentlemen  who  support 
the  bill  do  not  precisely  accord  in  sentiment. 
The  gentleman  from  Vermont  (Mr.  Beadu;t) 
has  frankly  conceded  that  the  United  States  ac- 
quired no  title  under  the  Treaty  of  St.  Ildefon- 
so.  Another  gentleman  (Mr.  Smith,  of  Mary- 
land) has  declared  that  the  United  States  did 
derive  a  title  under  that  treaty,  and  disclaims 
the  title  set  up  by  the  honorable  gentleman 
from  Vermont.  I  shall  not  undertake  to  decide 
which  of  the  two  gentlemen  is  right,  if  either 
be,  but  shall  contend,  and  humbly  expect  to 
prove,  that  both  are  wrong. 

What  is  the  nature  of  the  title  set  up  by  the 
gentleman  from  Vermont?  Not  under  the 
treaty,  he  has  candidly  owned,  but  he  supposes 
a  title  to  exist  on  the  ground  of  certain  quaint 
principles  of  the  common  law,  relative  to  the 
doctrines  of  estoppel  and  occupancy.  I  am  ex- 
tremely happy,  sir,  to  find  that  honorable  gen- 
tleman introduciug  the  common  law  as  authori- 
ty upon  this  floor,  especially  on  so  great  an  oc- 
casion. His  doctrines  certainly  evince  both  re- 
search and  ingenuity,  and  show  that  he,  like 
many  with  whom  he  acts,  has  not  absolutely 
lost  his  veneration  for  the  black  letter.  What 
are  his  doctrines  ?  Why  in  the  first  place,  he 
says,  admitting  that  Spain  did  not  cede  Florida 
to  France  by  the  Treaty  of  St.  Udefonso,  and 
admitting  that  France  had  no  title  to  Florida 
on  the  80th  of  April,  1808,  when  she  ceded 
Louisiana  to  the  United  States,  yet,  as  France 
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has  since  acquired  a  title  to  the  crown  of  Spain 
and  her  colonieg,  and  as  the  French  Plenipoten- 
tiary, when  the  treaty  of  30th  of  April,  1803, 
was  executed,  did  state  and  induce  the  Ameri- 
can Ministers  to  understand  and  believe  that 
Florida  was  comprehended  in  the  cession,  why 
the  title,  though  France  had  it  not  when  the 
treaty  was  signed,  yet  having  it  subsequently, 
immediately  attached  in  the  United  States,  and 
France  is  estopped  from  saying  any  thing  to  the 
contrary.  This  argument,  sir,  begs  every  thing : 
1st.  That  the  declarations  on  the  part  of  the 
French  Minister  were  made ;  2dly,  that  being 
made  they  would  operate  to  pass  the  title  con- 
trary to  the  express  letter  of  the  treaty  ;  and 
lastly,  that  France  has  acquired  a  good  title  to 
the  crown  of  Spain  and  her  colonies.  I  will 
yield  to  the  gentleman  his  first  proposition,  and 
grant,  as  he  seems  to  desire  it,  that  these  rep- 
resentations were  made — and  what  do  they 
prove  ?  Not  that  the  title  passed,  but  that  the 
French  Minister  was  too  deep  for  the  American 
Plenipotentiaries,  and,  to  use  a  jockey  phrase, 
took  them  in.  Sir,  the  only  legal  effect  of  such 
a  fraud  would  be,  to  violate  the  treaty — to  an- 
nul the  contract.  France,  to  be  sure,  would  be 
bound  upon  principles  of  equity  to  refund  the 
purchase  money. 

If  then,  sir,  I  am  correct  in  stating,  that  no 
conversations  or  verbal  declarations,  however 
fraudulent,  would  operate  to  control  or  v.iry 
the  plain  letter  and  intent  of  the  treaty,  as  ap- 
pearing on  the  face  of  it,  then  upon  the  gentle- 
man's own  acknowledgments  no  title  to  Florida 
could  have  passed  to  the  United  States  under 
the  treaty  of  1803.  For  the  gentleman  has  un- 
equivocally admitted  that  Florida  was  not  ceded 
by  Spain  to  France  by  the  Treaty  of  St.  Ildefon- 
80,  and  France,  it  is  admitted  on  all  sides,  by 
the  treaty  of  1808,  only  ceded  to  the  United 
States  Louisiana,  as  fully,  and  in  the  same  man- 
ner she  acquired  itfrom  Spain  by  the  Treaty  of 
St.  Ildefonso  ;  nor,  sir,  can  I  admit  that  France 
has  acquired  a  legitimate  title  to  the  crown  and 
colonies  of  Spain,  which  must  also  appear  be- 
fore the  gentleman  can  avail  himself  of  his  ar- 
gument. What,  Mr.  President,  is  the  nature  of 
this  title  ?  Was  it  obtained  hona  fide  for  a 
fair  and  full  consideration  No,  sir,  but  by  the 
most  abominable  perfidy,  corruption  and  du- 
ress, of  which  the  pages  of  history  furnish  an 
example.  Was  not  the  royal  family  decoyed  by 
artifice  from  Madrid  to  Bayonne  ?  Was  not  the 
old  Monarch  compelled  to  resign  his  crown  to 
Ferdinand  the  Seventh,  and  was  not  that  Prince 
a  prisoner  of  Bonaparte ;  and,  while  in  this 
condition,  and,  for  aught  we  know,  the  bayonet 
at  his_  breast,  or  the  cup  to  his  hps,  constrained 
to  resign  his  crown  to  the  Emperor  of  France? 
Sir,  what  sort  of  title  is  this  ?  Upon  the  eternal 
principles  of  justice,  upon  the  principles  of  the 
common  law  and  common  sense,  an  instrument 
thus  obtained  is  not  obligatory  on  the  party  ex- 
ecuting it. 

_  But  have  the  people  of  Spaid  acquiesced  \  No, 
sir ;  the  instant  publicity  was  given  to  the  trans- 


action they  became  indignant,  and  with  one 
voice  rose,  resolved  to  resist  this  usurpation.  To 
this  hour  they  have  not  snbmitte;!. 

But  the  gentleman  has  said  that  Spain  is  no 
longer  able  to  hold  Florida ;  that  foreign  emis- 
saries will  take  it  if  the  United  States  do  not, 
and  that  it  may  be  Lawfully  taken  by  the  Unit- 
ed States  onthegroundof  the  law  of  occupancy. 

That  title  may  be  acquired  by  occupancy  is 
not  to  be  doubted.  It  is  the  mode  by  which 
title  to  property  was  originally  acquired ;  but  to 
obtain  a  title  in  this  way  the  country  must  be 
vacant,  uninhabited  and  not  claimed  by  another 
proprietor.  But  in  this  instance  is  the  territory 
vacant — or  uninhabited — or  abandoned  by  its 
proprietors  ?  No,  sir.  The  territory  is  either 
in  the  possession  of  Spain  and  claimed  by  her, 
or  of  the  revolutionists,  and  if  either  be  in  pos- 
session, by  the  law  of  occupancy,  you  have  no 
right  to  disturb  them.  Clearly  then,  sir,  upon 
the  principles  and  admissions  of  the  honorable 
gentleman  from  Vermont,  the  United  States 
have  no  title  to  Florida. 

And  now,  sir,  with  the  indulgence  of  the 
Senate,  I  will  proceed  to  consider  as  briefly  as 
possible  the  nature  of  this  title  as  derived  under 
the  Treaty  of  St.  Ildefonso.  Here,  it  will  be 
granted,  I  meet  the  question  fairly.  This,  I  pre- 
sume, is  the  title  relied  upon,  as  well  by  the  Exec- 
utive as  the  majority  of  the  supporters  of  this  bill. 

In  order  fully  to  understand  this  subject, 
it  is  necessary  to  inquire  into  the  principal 
cause  of  the  war  of  1756.  The  eastern 
boundary  of  Louisiana,  I  believe,  was  the  chief 
cause  of  that  war.  The  French  were  in  the 
possession  of  the  Mississippi,  and  claimed  as  part 
of  Louisiana  not  only  the  country  to  the  west 
of  that  river,  but  east  as  far  as  the  Alleghany 
mountains.  France,  having  this  claim,  and 
being  in  possession  of  Canada,  conceived  the 
project  of  uniting  Louisiana  with  Canada.  To 
accomplish  her  purpose  she  established  a  line 
of  posts  from  the  Lakes  to  the  Ohio,  and  com- 
menced encroachments  upon  the  then  British 
colonies.  These  encroachments  she  was  press- 
ing so  far  that  Great  Britain  perceived  it  would 
be  necessary  to  repel  them.  This  brought  on 
the  war  of  '56,  which,  after  a  bloody  conflict 
of  seven  years,  terminated  disastrously  to  France 
and  her  allies,  and  resulted  in  the  establishment 
of  the  Mississippi,  the  Iberville,  and  the  lakes 
Maurepas  and  Pontchartrain,  as  the  boundary 
of  Louisiana,  giving  to  Great  Britain  all  the 
territory  on  the  east  of  that  boundary,  except 
the  island  and  town  of  New  Orleans,  and  to 
France  all  upon  the  west,  including  the  island 
and  town  6f  New  Orleans. 

A  more  particular  examination  of  the  results 
of  this  war  is  important.  By  it  France  lost 
Canada  and  most  of  her  West  India  islands. 
Spain,  the  ally  of  France,  lost  Cuba.  By  the 
preliminary  articles  of  peace  between  Great 
Britain,  France,  and  Spain,  signed  at  Fontain- 
bleau,  and  dated  the  3d  November,  1762,  France 
renounced  aU  pretensions  to  Nova  Scotia,  and 
ceded  and  guarantied  to  his  Britannic  Majesty, 
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in  full  right,  Canada  with  all  its  dependencies. 
The  6th  article  stipulates,  "  In  order  to  re-es- 
tablish peace  on  the  most  solid  and  lasting 
foundations  and  to  remove  every  subject  of  dis- 
pute with  regard  to  the  limits  of  the  British 
and  French  Territories  on  the  continent  of 
North  America,  it  is  agreed  that  for  the  future 
the  confines  between  the  dominions  of  His 
Britannic  Majesty  and  those  of  his  most  Chris- 
tian Majesty,  (French  King,)  in  that  part  of  the 
world,  shall  be  irrevocably  fixed  by  a  line  drawn 
along  the  middle  of  the  river  Mississippi  from  its 
source,  as  far  as  the  river  Iberville,  and  from 
thence  by  a  line  drawn  along  the  middle  of 
this  river,  and  of  the  lakes  Maurepas  and 
Pontchartrain  to  the  sea;  and  to  this  pur- 
pose, the  most  Christian  King  cedes  in  full 
right,  and  guaranties  io  His  Britannic  Ma- 
jesty, the  river  and  port  of  Mobile,  (now  West 
Florida,)  and  every  thing  that  he  possesses,  or 
ought  to  have  possessed  on  the  left  (east)  side 
of  the  river  Mississippi,  except  the  town  of  New 
Orleans,  and  the  island  on  which  it  is  situated, 
which  shall  remain  to  France."  By  the  18th 
article,  Great  Britain  restores  to  Spain  all  that 
she  had  conquered  in  the  island  of  Cuba,  with 
the  fortress  of  Havana.  In  consequence  of 
which  His  Catholic  Majesty  (King  of  Spain)  by 
the  19th  article  "  cedes  and  guaranties  in  fuU 
right,  to  His  Britannic  Majesty,  all  that  Spain 
possesses  on  the  continent  of  North  America, 
to  the  east  or  the  south-east  of  the  Mississippi, 
including  Florida,  with  Fort  St.  Augustine  and 
the  bay  of  Pensacola."  (Now  consisting  of 
East  and  a  part  of  West  Florida.)  By  the 
definitive  .treaty  of  peace  and  friendship  be- 
tween the  Kings  of  Great  Britain,  France,  and 
Spain,  concluded  at  Paris  on  the  10th  day  of 
February,  1763,  the  preliminary  articles  were 
adopted,  ratified,  and  confirmed.  By  another 
treaty  bearing  date  the  3d  day  of  November, 
1762,  the  same  day  and  year  the  preliminary 
articles  are  dated,  as  appears  by  the  letter  to  M. 
L'Abbadie,  which  I  will  presently  refer  to, 
France  cedes  Louisiana  to  Spain,  together  with 
the  town  and  island  of  New  Orleans.  This  last- 
mentioned  treaty  has  never  been  published,  but 
the  letter  of  the  King  of  France  to  M.  L'Abba- 
die recites  the  purport  as  well  as  date  of  it. 
This  letter  purports  to  be  an  order  signed  by 
the  King  of  France,  dated  at  Versailles,  the  21st 
April,  1764,  and  directed  to  M.  L'Abbadie,  di- 
rector-general, and  commandant  for  His  Majesty 
in  Louisiana.  This  letter  was  published  at  New 
Orleans  in  October,  1764,  and  circulated 
amongst  the  French  inhabitants  there.  It  recites : 

"  By  a  special  act,  done  at  Fontainetlean,  Novem- 
ber 3,  1762,  of  my  own  will  and  mere  motion,  having 
ceded  to  my  very  dear  and  best  beloved  cousin  the 
King  of  Spain,  and  to  his  successors,  in  fuU  property, 
purely  and  simply,  and  without  any  exceptions,  the 
whole  country  known  by  the  name  of  Louisiana,  to- 
gether with  New  Orleans,  and  the  island  in  which 
the  said  city  is  situated ;  and  by  another  act  done  at 
the  Escurial,  November  13,  in  the  same  year,  His 
Catholic  Majesty  having  accepted  the  cession  of  the 


said  country  of  Louisiana,  and  the  city  and  island  of 
New  Orleans,  agreeably  to  the  copies  of  the  said  acts, 
which  you  will  find  hereunto  annexed ;  I  write  you 
this  letter  to  inform  you,  that  my  intention  is,  that 
on  the  receipt  of  these  presents,  whether  they  come 
to  your  hands  by  the  officers  of  His  Catholic  Majesty 
or  directly  by  such  French  vessels  as  may  be  charged 
with  the  same,  you  are  to  deliver  up  to  the  governor, 
or  officer  appointed  for  that  purpose  by  the  King  of 
Spain,  the  said  country  and  colony  of  Louisiana,  and 
the  posts  thereon  depending,  hkewise  the  city  and 
island  of  New  Orleans,  in  such  state  and  condition  as 
they  shall  be  found  to  be  in  on  the  day  of  the  said 
cession,  willing  that  in  all  time  to  come  they  shall 
belong  to  His  Catholic  Majesty,  to  be  governed  and 
administered  by  his  governors  and  officers,  and  as 
possessed  by  him  in  full  property,,  without  any  ex- 
ceptions." 

From  this  document,  and  the  treaties  referred 
to,  it  appears  that  in  the  month  of  October, 
1764,  when  the  whole  of  Louisiana,  with  the 
island  and  town  of  New  prleans,  was  delivered 
to  Spain,  that  Great  Britain  was  in  the  peace- 
able possession  of  all  the  country  on  the  east  of 
the  Mississippi.  That  with  respect  to  Florida 
particularly,  Great  Britain  was  in  possession, 
and  nobody  dreamed  at  that  time,  that  Florida 
either  East  or  West,  was  any  part  of  Louisiana. 
Had  it  been  so  considered  under  the  orders  of 
the  French  King,  to  deliver  the  toJiole  of  the 
province  to  Spain,  undoubtedly  Florida  would 
have  been  delivered. 

Immediately  after  the  cession  of  '62-3,  Great 
Britain  took  possession  of  all  the  country  on 
the  east  of  the  Mississippi,  except  only  the  town 
and  island  of  New  Orleans,  and,  in  the  year 
1763  or  '4,  erected  Old  Florida,  Pensacola,  the 
river  and  port  of  Mobile,  &c.,  into  two  distinct 
provinces,  under  the  name  of  East  and  West 
Florida,  names  which  they  have  borne  ever 
since.  In  1788,  at  the  close  of  our  Revolution- 
ary war.  Great  Britain  ceded  to  Spain  East  and 
West  Florida,  which,  from  that  period  to  the 
present  tiipe,  have  been  held  by  Spain  under 
these  names,  as  separate  provinces  from  Louis- 
iana. In  the  year  1800,  when  Spain  was  in  pos- 
session of  East  and  West  Florida  and  Louisiana, 
as  three  several  and  distinct  provinces,  the  fa- 
mous Treaty  of  St.  Ildefonso  was  concluded, 
whereby  Spain  "  retrocedes  to  France  the  colony 
or  province  of  Louisiana,  with  the  same  extent 
that  it  now  has  in  the  hands  of  Spain,  and  that 
it  had  when  France  possessed  it ;  and  such  as 
it  should  be  after  the  treaties  subsequently  en- 
tered into  between  Spain  and  other  States." 
This  treaty  likewise  has  not  been  published,  but 
the  part  just  referred  to  is  cited  in  the  treaty 
between  the  United  States  and  France  of  the 
30th  of  April,  1803,  whereby  France  cedes  to 
the  United  States  Louisiana,  as  fully  and  in  the 
same  manner  as  she  acquired  it  of  Spain  by  the 
Treaty  of  St.  Ildefonso.  Spain  delivered  pos- 
session in  pursuance  of  the  Treaty  of  St.  Ilde- 
fonso to  France,  and  France,  in  pursuance  of 
the  treaty  of  1803,  delivered  possession  to  the 
United  States,  both  powers  receiving  the  coun- 
try on  the  West  of  the  Mississippi,  with  the 
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island  and  city  of  New  Orleans,  like  Spain  orig- 
inally received  it  from  France,  as  the  whole  of 
Louisiana. 

I  have  now,  I  believe,  sir,  given  a  full  and  I 
trust  fair  and  correct  statement  of  the  evidences 
and  facts  relative  to  the  question  of  title.  A 
few  remarks  will  close  what  I  have  to  say  on  this 
head.  The  letter  from  the  King  of  France  to 
M.  L'Abbadie,  is  a  very  important  document. 
It  shows  that  the  King  of  France,  under  whom 
we  claim,  and  by  whose  admissions  we  are 
bound,  so  long  ago  as  1764:,  treated  and  consid- 
ered the  country  on  the  west  of  the  Mississippi 
as  the  whole  of  Louisiana.  That,  so  consider- 
ing it,  he  ceded  and  delivered  it  to  Spain,  to- 
gether with  the  island  and  town  of  New  Or- 
leans, from  which  latter  words  it  may.  be  in- 
ferred that  even  the  island  and  town  of  New 
Orleans  were  then  not  considered  a  part  of 
Louisiana.  In  1800,  when  Spain  ceded  back 
the  colony  of  Louisiana  to  France,  that  country 
was  only  known  on  the  west  of  the  Mississippi. 
The  war  '56,  and  the  treaties  of  '62-3,  had  fixed 
the  line  and  obliterated  forever  the  name  of 
Louisiana  on  the  east  of  that  river. 

The  Treaty  of  St.  Udefonso,  of  1800,  is  a 
mere  treaty  of  retrocession.  The  translation 
purports  to  be  a  treaty  of  cession,  it  is  true,  but 
acknowledged  on  all  sides  to  be  erroneous.  The 
original  treaty  was  in  the  French  language,  and 
it  is  by  that  we  are  to  be  governed.  The 
expression  in  the  origLoal  is  "  Sa  Majesty  Oatho- 
lique  promit  et  s'engage,  de  son  oote,  a  retroced- 
er  a  la  Eepublique  Fran^aise,"  &c.  A  retro- 
eeder  signifying  to  retrocede,  to  restore,  or  to 
use  a  term  familiar  in  the  State  I  have  the 
honor  to  represent,  reconvey  the  colony  of  Lou- 
isiana to  France,  as  it  was  when  France  con- 
veyed it  to  Spain.  The  honorable  gentleman 
from  Kentucky,  (Mr.  Pope,)  pressed  by  this 
argument,  could  only  get  round  it  by  alleging 
that  the  original  treaty  between  France  and 
Spain  was  dated  in  1761,  prior  to  the  settlement 
of  the  line  and  the  cessions  to  Oreat  Britain. 
But,  unfortunately,  he  could  not  produce  one 
title  of  authentic  evidence  to  establish  his  posi- 
tion, a  position  absolutely  negatived  by  the  offi- 
cial letter  to  M.  L'Abbadie.  But  that  gentle- 
man has  further  told  us,  that  from  the  words 
"  with  the  same  extent  it  now  has  in  the  hands 
of  Spain,  and  that  it  had  when  France  possessed 
it,  and  such  as  it  should  be  after  the  treaties 
subsequently  entered  into  between  other  States," 
an  intention  may  be  raised  to  include  Florida. 
I  fully  subscribe  to  the  gentleman's  rule,,  that 
we  must  give  such  a  construction  to  the  treaty, 
and  particularly  to  the  passage  just  referred  to, 
as  will  give  effect,  if  possible,  to  all  the  parts ; 
and  this  I  apprehend  may  be  done  without 
having  recourse  to  the  forced  construction  con- 
tended for.  In  the  first  place,  the  two  first 
members  of  the  passage  may  be  reconciled  and 
have  effect  by  considering  them  as  a  two-fold 
description  of  the  same  territory.  From  abun- 
dant caution  it  is  not  uncommon  to  give  various 
descriptions  of  the  same  object.    Sometimes 


the  name  is  simply  used,  sometimes  it  is  de- 
scribed by  metes  and  bounds,  and  sometimes  by 
the  names  of  the  adjacent  countries.  Some- 
time a  twofold,  and  sometimes  a  threefold  de- 
scription is  given.  And  upon  a  critical  exami- 
nation, I  think  it  vrill  be  found  that  this  is  the 
only  time  construction  the  instrument  will  bear. 
If  you  give  it  the  construction  the  gentleman 
contends  for,  to  wit :  that  the  second  member 
of  the  passage  is  an  extension  of  the  descrip- 
tion given  by  the  first,  then  the  second  includes 
the  first,  and  of  consequence  the  first  would  be 
nugatory  and  superfluous ;  which  would  be  do- 
ing violence  to  the  gentleman's  own  rule  of 
construction.  But  if  the  gentleman  will  insist 
on  giving  to  the  second  member  an  enlarged  or 
extended  sense,  it  may  be  done  by  applying  it 
to  the  western  boundaries  of  Louisiana.  It  is 
said  that  when  France  ceded  Louisiana  to  Spain, 
in  '62,  the  country  extended  on  the  west  to  the 
river  Sabine,  and  that  Spain,  prior  to  the  treaty 
of  1808,  detached  from  Louisiana  the  territory 
south  of  the  waters  emptying  into  the  Red  River, 
and  erected  it  into  a  new  province  under  the 
name  of  the  "Province  of  Texas."  Sir,  the 
operations  on  the  Sabine  are  memorable.  It  is 
well  known  how  mysteriously  they  were  sus- 
pended by  an  arrangement  in  1806,  by  which  it 
was  agreed  that  the  Spaniards  should  not  cross 
the  Sabine,  and  that  the  Americans  should  not 
extend  their  settlements  as  far  as  that  river. 
And  for  this  purpose,  to  prevent  collisions,  until 
the  difference  should  be  settled,  instructions 
were  given  that  no  surveys  should  be  made 
west  of  a  meridian  passing  by  Naohitoches. 

If  the  gentleman  is  not  satisfied  by  travelling 
to  the  west,  by  going  to  the  east  he  may  find 
an  application — ^the  town  and  island  of  New 
Orleans,  which,  though  named  in  the  cession  to 
Spain,  are  not  named  in  the  treaty  of  retro- 
cession to  France. 

As  to  the  third  member  of  the  passage,  it  is 
a  formal  provision  introduced  into  most  treaties, 
and  would  be  understood  if  not  expressed.  Of 
course  the  cession  would  be  subject  to  prior 
treaties  with  other  States.  In  1795,  Spain  con- 
cluded a  treaty  with  the  United  States,  where- 
by she  agrees  that  the  navigation  of  the  Mis- 
sissippi, in  its  whole  breadth  from  its  source  to 
the  ocean,  shall  be  free  to  the  citizens  of  the 
United  States,  and  that  they  shall  have  the  right 
to  deposite  their  merchandise  and  effects  in  the 
port  of  New  Orleans,  free  of  duty  for  three  years, 
and  after  that  period,  if  the  privilege  is  not  ex- 
tended at  the  port  of  New  Orleans,  she  is  to 
assign  to  the  United  States,  on  another  part  of 
the  banks  of  the  Mississippi,  an  equivalent  es- 
tablishment. To  these  provisions  the  clause 
in  question  I  apprehend  refers. 

The  holding  or  possession  of  Louisiana  is 
correspondent  with  the  construction  I  have 
given  the  treaty.  When  possession  was  origin- 
ally delivered  by  France  to  Spain,  Florida  waa 
not  delivered  or  considered  any  part  of  the 
cession.  "When  Louisiana,  under  the  Treatv  of 
St.  Udefonso  was  restored  to  France,  Florida 
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was  not  delivered.  When  Louisiana,  under  the 
treaty  of  1803,  was  delivered  to  the  United 
States,  Florida  was  not  comprehended.  Indeed 
the  Government  of  the  United  States  then  treat- 
ed the  country  on  the  west  of  the  Mississippi, 
inclnding  the  town  and  island  of  New  Orleans, 
as  the  whole  of  Louisiana,  by  receiving  it  and 
paying  the  purchase  money,  which  by  the  terms 
of  the  treaty  they  were  not  bound  to  do,  and 
which  by  the  act  of  Congress  creating  the  Lou- 
isiana stock  they  were  not  authorized  to  do,  till 
after  full  and  entire  possession  had  been 
delivered. 

Mr.  President,  is  it  conceivable  that  after 
the  boundary  in  question  had  been  established 
by  the  most  solemn  compact  of  nations,  and 
consecrated  by  a  long  and  bloody  war,  and,  too, 
by  a  lapse  of  near  forty  years — ^is  it  conceivable 
that  the  territory  in  question,  excluded  by  that 
boundary,  and  raised  into  a  distinct  province 
under  a  distinct  name — a  name  it  ever  bore 
after  the  establishment  of  the  boundary — ^is  it,  I 
say,  sir,  conceivable,  if  the  parties  meant  to  have 
included  this  province  in  the  Treaty  of  St.  Ilde- 
fonso,  that  it  should  not  have  been  specifically 
named  ? 

Mr.  Clay. — ^Mr.  President,  it  would  have 
gratified  me  if  some  other  gentleman  had  un- 
dertaken to  reply  to  the  ingenious  argument 
which  you  have  just  heard.  But  not  perceiv- 
ing any  one  disposed  to  do  so,  a  sense  of  duty 
obliges  me,  though  very  unwell,  to  claim  your 
indulgence  while  I  offer  my  sentiments  on  this 
subject,  so  interesting  to  the  Union  at  large,  but 
particularly  to  the  western  section  of  it.  Allow 
me,  sir,  to  express  my  admiration  at  the  more 
than  Aristidean  justice,  which,  in  a  question  of 
territorial  title  between  the  United  States  and  a 
foreign  nation,  induces  certain  gentlemen  to 
espouse  the  pretensions  of  the  .  foreign  nation. 
Doubtless,  in  any  future  negotiations,  she  will 
have  too  much  magnanimity  to  avail  herself  of 
these  spontaneous  concessions  in  her  favor, 
made  on  the  floor  of  the  Senate  of  the  United 
States. 

It  was  to  have  been  expected,  that  in  a  ques- 
tion like  the  present,  gentlemen,  even  on  the 
same  side,  would  have  different  views,  and  al- 
though arriving  at  a  common  conclusion,  would 
do  so  by  various  arguments.  And  hence  the 
honorable  gentleman  from  Vermont  entertains 
doubts  with  regard  to  our  title  against  Spain, 
while  he  feels  entirely  satisfied  of  it  against 
France.  Believing,  as  I  do,  that  our  title  against 
both  powers  is  indisputable,  under  the  Treaty 
of  St.  ndefonso  between  Spain  and  France,  and 
the  treaty  between  the  French  Eepnblic  and 
the  United  States,  I  shall  not  inquire  into  the 
treachery  by  which  the  King  of  Spain  is  alleged 
to  have  lost  his  crown ;  nor  shall  I  stop  to  dis- 
cuss the  question  involved  in  the  overthrow  of 
the  Spanish  monarchy,  and  how  far  the  power 
of  Spain  ought  to  be  considered  as  merged  in 
that  of  France.  I  shall  leave  the  honorable 
gentleman  from  Delaware  to  mourn  over  the 
fortunes  of  the  fallen  Charles.    I  have  no  com- 


miseration for  princes.  My  sympathies  ai'e  re- 
served for  the  great  mass  of  mankind,  and  I 
own  that  the  people  of  Spain  have  them  most 
sincerely. 

I  will  adopt  the  course  suggested  by  the 
nature  of  the  subject,  and  pursued  by  other 
gentlemen,  of  examining  into  our  title  to  the 
country  lying  between  the  Mississippi  and  the 
Eio  Perdido  (which,  to  avoid  circumlocution,  I 
win  call  "West  Florida,  although  it  is  not  the 
whole  of  it) — and^the  propriety  of  the  recent 
rneasures  taken  for  the  occupation  of  it.  Our 
title  depends,  first,  upon  the  limits  of  the  prov- 
ince or  colony  of  Louisiana,  and  secondly,  upon  a 
just  exposition  of  the  treaties  before  mentioned. 

On  this  occasion  it  is  only  necessary  to  fix 
the  eastern  boundary.  In  order  to  ascertain 
this,  it  is  proper  to  take  a  cursory  view  of  the 
settlement  of  the  country ;  the  basis  of  Euro- 
pean title  to  colonies  in  America  being  prior 
discovery  or  prior  occupancy.  In  1682,  La 
Salle  migrated  from  Canada,  then  owned  by 
France,  descended  the  Mississippi  and  named 
the  country  which  it  waters,  Louisiana.  About 
1698,  D'Iberville  discovered  by  sea  the  mouth 
of  the  Mississippi,  established  a  colony  at  the 
Isle  Dauphine  or  Massacre,  which  lies  at  the 
mouth  of  the  bay  of  Mobile,  and  one  at  the 
mouth  of  the  river  Mobile,  and  was  appointed, 
by  France,  governor  of  the  country.  In  the 
year  ITIT,  the  famous  Vest  India  Company 
sent  inhabitants  to  the  Isle  Dauphine,  and 
found  some  of  those  who  had  been  settled  there 
under  the  auspices  of  D'Iberville.  About  the 
same  period  Baloxi,  near  the  Pasoagoula,  was 
settled.  In  1719,  the  city  of  New  Orleans  was 
laid  off,  and  the  seat  of  the  Government  of 
Louisiana  was  estabhshed  there.  In  1736,  the 
French  erected  a  fort  'on  Tombigbee.  These 
facts  prove  that  France  had  the  actual  posses- 
sion of  the  country  as  far  east  as  the  Mobile 
at  least.  But  the  great  instrument  which  ascer- 
tains, beyond  all  doubt,  that  the  country  in 
question  is  comprehended  within  the  limits  of 
Louisiana,  is  one  of  the  most  authentic  and 
solemn  character  which  the  archives  of  the 
nation  can  furnish.  I  mean  the  patent  granted 
in  1712,  by  Louis  XIV.  to  Crozat.  [Here  Mr. 
C.  read  such  parts  of  the  patent  as  were  appli- 
cable to  the  subject.]  According  to  this  docu- 
ment, in  describing  the  province  or  colony  of 
Louisiana,  it  is  declared  to  be  bounded  by  Caro- 
lina on  the  east  and  Old  and  New  Mexico  on 
the  west.  Under  this  high  record  evidence, 
it  might  be  insisted  that  we  have  a  fair  claim  to 
East  as  well  as  West  Florida,  against  France  at 
least,  unless  she  has  by  some  convention  or 
other  obligatory  act,  restricted  the  eastern  hmit 
of  the  province.  It  has,  indeed,  been  asserted 
that  by  the  treaty  between  France  and  Spain, 
concluded  in  the  year  1719,  the  Perdido  was 
expressly  stipulated  to  be  the  boundary  between 
their  respective  provinces  of  Florida  on  the  east 
and  Louisiana  on  the  west ;  but  as  I  have  been 
unable  to  find  any  such  treaty,  I  am  induced  to 
doubt  its  existence. 
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About  the  same  period,  to  wit,  towards  the 
seventeenth  century,  when  France  settled  the 
isle  Daupliine  and  the  Mobile,  Spain  erected  a 
fort  at  Pensaoola.  But  Spain  never  pushed  her 
actual  settlements  or  conquests  further  west 
than  the  bay  of  Pensaoola,  whilst  those  of  the 
French  were  bounded  on  the  east  by  the  Mobile. 
Between  those  two  points,  a  space  of  about  thir- 
teen or  fourteen  leagues,  neither  nation  had  the 
exclusive  possession.  The  Eio  Perdido,  forming 
the  bay  of  the  same  name,  discharges  itself  into 
the  Gulf  of  Mexico  between  the  Mobile  and 
Pensacola,  and,  being  a  natural  and  the  most 
notorious  object  between  them,  presented  itself 
as  a  suitable  boundary  between  the  possessions 
of  the  two  nations.  It  accordingly  appears 
very  early  to  have  been  adopted  as  the  boun- 
dary, by  tacit  if  not  express  consent.  The  an- 
cient charts  and  historians,  therefore,  of  the 
country  so  represent  it.  Dupratz,  one  of  the 
most  acccurate  historians  in  point  of  fact  and 
detail  of  the  time,  whose  work  was  published 
as  early  as  1758,  describes  the  coast  as  being 
bounded  on  the  east  by  the  Eio  Perdido.  In 
truth,  sir,  no  European  nation  whatever,  except 
France,  ever  occupied  any  portion  of  "West 
Florida,  prior  to  her  cession  of  it  to  England  in 

1762.  The  gentlemen  on  the  other  side  do  not 
indeed  strongly  controvert,  if  they  do  not  ex- 
pressly admit,  that  Louisiana,  as  held  by  France 
anterior  to  her  cession  of  it  in  1762,  reached  to 
the  Perdido.  The  only  observation  made  by 
the  gentleman  from  Delaware  to  the  contrary, 
to  wit,  that  the  island  of  New  Orleans  being 
particularly  mentioned  could  not  for  that  rea- 
son constitute  a  part  of  Louisiana,  is  susceptible 
of  a  very  satisfactory  answer.  That  island  was 
excepted  out  of  the  grant  to  England,  and  was 
the  only  part  of  the  province  east  of  the  river 
that  was  so  excepted.  It  formed  in  itself  one  of 
the  most  prominent  and  important  objects  of 
the  cession  to  Spain  originally,  and  was  trans- 
ferred to  her  with  the  portion  of  the  province 
(vest  of  the  Mississippi.  It  might  with  equal 
propriety  bo  urged  that  St.  Augustine  is  not  in 
East  Florida,  because  St.  Augustine  is  expressly 
nentioned  by  Spain  in  her  cession  of  that  prov- 
nce  to  England.  From  this  view  of  the  sub- 
eot  I  think  it  results  that  the  province  of  Louis- 
ana  comprised  West  Florida,  previous  to  the 
rear  1762. 

"What  is  done  with  it  at  this  epoch  ?  By  a 
lecret  convention  of  the  8d  of  November  of  that 
rear,  France  ceded  the  country  lying  west  of 
;he  Mississippi,  and  the  island  of  New  Orleans 
;q  Spain  ;  and  by  a  contemporaneous  act,  the 
irticles  preliminary  to  the  definitive  Treaty  of 

1763,  she  transferred  "West  Florida  to  England, 
rhus  at  the  same  instant  of  time  she  alienated 
ihe  whole  province. 

Posterior  to  this  grant.  Great  Britain,  having 
ilso  acquired  from  Spain  her  possessions  east  of 
;he  Mississippi,  erected  the  country  into  two 
)rovinces,  East  and  West  Florida.  In  this  state 
)fthings  it  continued  until  the  peace  of  1783, 
vhen  Great  Britain,   in  consequence  of   the 


events  of  the  war,  surrendered  the  country  to 
Spain,  who  for  the  Jirat  time  came  into  the  ac- 
tual possession  of  West  Florida.  Well,  sir,  how 
does  she  dispose  of  it  ?  She  re-annexes  it  to 
the  residue  of  Louisiana  ;  extends  the  jurisdic- 
tion of  that  Government  to  it,  and  subjects  the 
Governors  or  commandants  of  the  districts  of 
Baton  Rouge,  Feliciana,  Mobile,  and  Pensacola, 
to  the  authority  of  the  Governor  of  Louisiana, 
residing  at  New  Orleans  ;  whereas  the  Gover- 
nor of  East  Florida  is  placed  whoUy  without 
his  control,  and  is  made  amenable  directly  to 
the  Governor  of  the  Havana.  And  I  have  been 
credibly  informed  that  all  the  concessions  or 
grants  of  land,  made  in  West  Florida,  under  the 
authority  of  Spain,  run  in  the  name  of  the  gov- 
ernment  of  Louisiana.  You  cannot  have  for- 
gotten that  about  the  period  when  we  took  pos- 
session of  New  Orleans,  under  the  Treaty  of 
Cession  from  France,  the  whole  country  mug 
with  the  nefarious  speculations  which  were  al- 
leged to  be  practising  in  that  city,  with  the 
connivance,  if  not  actual  participation  of  the 
Spanish  authorities,  by  the  procurement  of  sur- 
reptitious grants  of  land,  particularly  in  the  dis- 
trict of  Feliciana.  West  Florida,  then,  not  only 
as  France  has  held  it,  but  as  it  was  in  the  hands 
of  Spain,  made  a  part  of  the  province  of  Louis- 
iana, as  much  so  as  the  jurisdiction  or  district 
of  Baton  Eouge  constituted  a  part  of  West 
Florida. 

What,  then,  is  the  true  construction  of  the 
Treaties  of  St.  Ildefonso  and  of  April,  1803, 
from  whence  our  title  is  derived  ?  If  an  ambi- 
guity exist  in  a  grant,  the  interpretation  most 
favorable  to  the  grantee  is  to  be  preferred.  It 
was  the  duty  of  the  gi'antor  to  have  expressed 
himself  in  plain  and  intelligible  terms.  This  is 
the  doctrine  not  of  Coke  only,  (whose  dicta  I 
admit  have  nothing  to  do  with  the  question,) 
but  of  the  code  of  universal  law.  The  doctrine 
is  entitled  to  augmented  force  when  a  clause 
only  of  the  instrument  is  exhibited,  in  which 
clause  the  ambiguity  lurks,  and  the  residue  of 
the  instrument  is  kept  back  by  the  grantor. 
The  entire  convention  of  1762,  by  which  France 
transferred  Louisiana  to  Spain,  is  concealed,  and 
the  whole  of  the  Treaty  of  St.  Ildefonso,  except 
a  solitary  clause.  We  are  thus  deprived  of  the 
aid  which  a  full  view  of  both  of  those  instru- 
ments would  afford.  But  we  have  no  occasion 
to  resort  to  any  ndes  of  construction,  however 
reasonable  in  themselves,  to  establish  our  title. 
A  competent  knowledge  of  the  facts,  connect- 
ed with  the  case,  and  a  candid  appeal  to  the 
treaties,  are  alone  sufficient  to  manifest  our 
right.  The  negotiatiors  of  the  treaty  of  1803 
having  signed  with  the  same  ceremony  two 
copies,  one  in  the  English  and  the  other  in  the 
French  language,  it  has  been  contended,  that  in 
the  English  version  the  term  "  cede  "  has  been 
erroneously  used  instead  of  "  retrocede,"  which 
is  the  expression  in  the  French  copy.  And  it  is 
argued  that  we  are  bound  by  the  phraseology 
of  the  French  copy,  because  it  is  declared  that 
the  treaty  was  agreed  to  in  that  language.    It 
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would  not  be  very  unfair  to  inquire  if  this  is 
not  like  the  common  case,  in  private  life,  where 
individuals  enter  into  a  contract,  of  which  each 
party  retains  a  copy,  duly  executed.  In  such 
case  neither  has  the  preference.  We  might  as 
well  say  to  France  we  will  cling  by  the  English 
copy,  as  she  could  insist  upon  an  adherence  to 
the  French  copy  ;  and  if  she  urged  ignorance 
on  the  part  of  Mr.  Marbois,  her  negotiator,  of 
our  language,  we  might,  with  equal  propriety, 
plead  ignorance  on  the  part  of  our  negotiators 
of  her  language.  As  this,  however,  is  a  disput- 
able point,  I  do  not  avail  myself  of  it ;  gentle- 
men shall  have  the  full  benefit  of  the  expres- 
sions in  the  French  copy.  According  to  this, 
then,  in  reciting  the  Treaty  of  St.  Ildefonso,  it 
is  declared  by  Spain  in  1800,  that  she  retro- 
cedes  to  France  the  colony  or  province  of 
Louisiana,  with  the  same  extent  that  it  then 
had  in  the  hands  of  Spain,  and  that  it  had  when 
France  possessed  it,  and  such  as  it  should  be 
after  the  treaties  subsequently  entered  into  be- 
tween Spain  and  other  States.  This  latter 
member  of  the  description  has  been  sufOiciently 
explained  by  my  colleague. 

It  is  said  that  since  France  in  1762  ceded  to 
Spain  only  Louisiana  west  of  the  Mississippi, 
and  the  island  of  New  Orleans,  the  retrocession 
comprehendei  no  more — that  the  retrocession 
ex  m  termini  was  commensurate  with  and  lim- 
ited by  the  direct  cession  from  France  to 
Spain.  If  this  were  true,  then  the  description, 
such  as  Spain  held  it,  that  is  in  1800,  comprising 
West  Florida,  and  such  as  France  possessed  it, 
that  is  in  1762,  prior  to  the  several  cessions, 
comprising  also  West  Florida,  would  be  totally 
inoperative.  But  the  definition  of  the  term  re- 
trocession, contended  for  by  the  other  side,  is 
denied.  It  does  not  exclude  the  instrumental- 
ity of  a  third  party.  It  means  restoration  or 
reconveyance  of  the  thing  originally  ceded,  and 
so  the  gentleman  from  Delaware  acknowledged. 
I  admit  that  the  thing  restored  must  have  come 
to  the  restoring  party  from  the  party  to  whom 
it  is  retroceded,  whether  directly  or  indirectly 
is  wholly  immaterial.  In  its  passage  it  may 
have  come  through  a  dozen  hands.  The  retro- 
ceding  party  must  claim  under  and  in  virtue  of 
the  right  originally  possessed  by  the  party 
to  whom  the  retrocession  takes  place.  Allow 
me  to  put  a  case :  You  own  an  estate  called 
Louisiana.  Ton  convey  one  moiety  of  it  to  the 
gentleman  from  Delaware,  and  the  other  to 
me ;  he  conveys  his  moiety  to  me,  and  I  thus 
become  entitled  to  the  whole.  By  a  suitable  in- 
strument I  reconvey  or  retrocede  the  estate 
called  Louisiana  to  you  as  I  now  hold  it,  and  as 
you  held  it;  what  passes  to  you?  The  whole 
estate  or  my  moiety  only?  Let  me  indulge 
another  supposition  :  that  the  gentleman  from 
Delaware,  after  he  received  from  you  his  moiety, 
had  bestowed  a  new  denomination  upon  it,  and 
called  it  West  Florida,  would  that  circumstance 
vary  the  operation  of  my  act  of  retrocession  to 
you  ?  The  case  supposed  is  in  truth  the  real 
one  between  the  United   States  and   Spain. 


France  in  1762  transfers  Louisiana  west  of  the 
Mississippi  to  Spain,  and  at  the  same  time  con- 
veys the  eastern  portion  of  it,  exclusive  of  New 
Orleans,  to  Great  Britain.  Twenty  one  years 
after,  that  is  in  1783,  Great  Britain  cedes  her 
part  to  Spain,  who  thus  becomes  possessed  of 
the  entire  province  ;  one  portion  by  direct  ces- 
sion from  France,  and  the  residue  by  indirect 
cession.  Spain  then  held  the  whole  of  Louis- 
iana under  France,  and  in  virtue  of  the  title  of 
France.  The  whole  moved  or  passed  from 
France  to  her.  •  When,  therefore,  in  this  state 
of  things,  she  says,  in  the  Treaty  of  St.  Bde- 
fonso,  that  she  reti-ocedes  the  province  to 
France,  can  a  doubt  exist  that  she  parts  with, 
and  gives  back  to  France,  the  entire  colony  ? 
To  preclude  the  possibility  of  such  a  doubt,  she 
adds,  that  she  restores  it,  not  in  a  mutilated 
condition,  but  in  that  precise  condition  in  which 
France  had,  and  she  herself  possessed  it. 

Having  thus  shown,  as  I  conceive,  a  clear 
right  in  the  United  States  to  West  Florida,  I 
proceed  to  inquire  if  the  proclamation  of  the 
President  directing  the  occupation  of  property, 
which  is  thus  fairly  acquired  by  solemn  treaty, 
be  an  unauthorized  measure  of  war  and  of  legis- 
lation, as  has  been  contended. 

The  act  of  October,  1803,  contains  two  sec- 
tions, by  one  of  which  the  President  is  author- 
ized to  occupy  the  territories  ceded  to  us  by 
France  in  the  April  preceding.  The  other  em- 
powers the  President  to  establish  a  provisional 
government  there.  The  first  section  is  unlimit- 
ed in  its  duration ;  the  other  is  restricted  to  the 
expiration  of  the  then  session  of  Congress.  The 
act,  therefore,  of  March,  1804,  declaring  that 
the  previous  act  of  October  should  continue  in 
force  until  the  first  of  October,  1804,  is  applica- 
ble to  the  second  and  not  the  first  section,  and 
was  intended  to  continue  the  provisional  gov- 
ernment of  the  President.  By  the  act  of  the 
24th  of  February,  1804,  for  laying  duties  on 
goods  imported  into  the  ceded  territories,  the 
President  is  empowered,  whenever  he  deems  it 
expedient,  to  erect  the  bay  and  river  Mobile, 
&c.,  into  a  separate  district,  and  to  establish 
therein  a  port  of  entry  and  dehvery.  By  this 
same  act  the  Orleans  Territory  is  laid  off,  and 
its  boundaries  are  so  defined  as  to  comprehend 
West  Florida.  By  other  acts  the  President  is 
authorized  to  remove  by  force,  under  certain 
circumstances,  persons  settling  or  taking  pos- 
session of  lands  ceded  to  the  United  States. 

These  laws  furnish  a  legislative  construction 
of  the  treaty,  correspondent  with  that  given  by 
the  Executive,  and  they  vest  in  this  branch  of 
the  Government  indisputably  a  power  to  take 
possession  of  the  country,  whenever  it  might 
be  proper  in  his  discretion.  The  President  has 
not,  therefore,  violated  the  constitution,  and 
usurped  the  war-making  power,  but  he  would 
have  violated  that  provision  which  requires  him 
to  see  that  the  laws  are  faithfully  executed,  if 
he  had  longer  forborne  to  act.  It  is  urged  that 
he  has  assumed  powers  belonging  to  Congress 
in  undertaking  to  annex  the  portion  of  West 
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there  to  induce  them  to  come  under  his  domin- 
ion. 

Whether  this  be  the  fact  or  not,  it  cannot  be 
doubted,  that  if  you  neglect  the  present  auspi- 
cious moment — ^if  you  reject  the  proffered  boon, 
some  other  nation,  profiting  by  your  errors, 
will  seize  the  occasion  to  get  a  fatal  footing  in 
your  southern  frontier.  I  have  no  hesitation  in 
saying,  that  if  a  parent  country  will  not  or  can- 
not maintain  its  authority  in  a  colony  adjacent 
to  nsj  and  there  exists  in  it  a  state  of  misrule 
and  disorder,  menacing  our  peace,  and  if  more- 
over such  colony,  by  passing  into  the  hands  of 
any  other  power,  would  become  dangerous  to 
the  integrity  of  the  Union,  and  manifestly  tend 
to  the  subversion  of  our  laws ;  we  have  a  right, 
upon  eternal  principles  of  self-preservation,  to 
lay  hold  of  it.  This  principle  alone,  independ- 
ent of  any  title,  would  warrant  our  occupation 
of  West  Florida.  But  it  is  not  necessary  to  re- 
sort to  it,  our  title  being  in  my  judgment  incon- 
testably  good. 


Florida  between  the  Mississippi  and  the  Perdido 
to  the  Orleans  Territory.  But  Congress,  as 
has  been  shown,  has  already  made  this  annex- 
ation the  limits  of  the  Orleans  Territory,  as 
prescribed  by  Congress,  comprehending  the 
country  in  question.  The  President,  by  his 
proclamation,  has  not  made  law,  but  has  mere- 
ly declared  to  the  people  of  West  Florida  what 
tie  law  is.  This  is  the  office  of  a  proclamation, 
and  it  was  highly  proper  that  the  people  of  that 
Territory  should  be  thus  notified.  By  the  act 
of  occupying  the  country,  the  Government  de 
facto,  whether  of  Spain,  or  the  revolutionists, 
ceased  to  exist;  and  the  laws  of  the  Orleans 
Territory,  applicable  to  the  country,  by  opera- 
tion and  force  of  law,  attached  to  it.  But  this 
was  a  state  of  things  which  the  people  might 
aot  know,  and  every  dictate  of  justice  and 
humanity  required,  therefore,  should  be  pro- 
claimed. I  consider  the  bill  before  us  merely 
in  the  light  of  a  declaratory  law. 

Never  could  a  more  propitious  moment  pre- 
sent itself  for  the  exercise  of  the  discretionary 
DOwer  placed  in  the  President  of  the  United 
States,  and,  had  he  failed  to  embrace  it,  he 
ivould  have  been  criminally  inattentive  to  the 
ieaj-est  interests  of  this  country.  It  cannot  be 
;oo  often  repeated,  that  if  Cuba  on  the  one 
land,  and  Florida  on  the  other,  are  in  the  pos- 
;ession  of  a  foreign  maritime  power,  the  im- 
nense  country  belonging  to  the  United  States, 
vatered  by  streams  discharging  themselves  into 
;he  Gulf  of  Mexico — that  is,  one-third,  nay 
nore  than  two-thirds  of  the  United  States, 
somprehending  Louisiana,  is  placed  at  the  mer- 
sy  of  that  power.  The  possession  of  Florida  is 
I  guarantee  absolutely  necessary  to  the  enjoy- 
nent  of  the  navigation  of  those  streams.  The 
;entleman  from  Delaware  anticipates  the  most 
lireful  consequences  from  the  occupation  of  the 
lountry.  He  supposes  a  sally  from  a  Spanish 
[arrison  upon  the  American  forces,  and  asks 
That  is  to  be  done?  We  attempt  a  peaceful 
lossession  of  the  country,  to  which  we  are  fairly 
intitled.  If  the  wrongful  occdpants  under  the 
.uthority  of  Spain  assail  our  troops,  I  trust  they 
rill  retrieve  the  lost  honor  of  the  nation  in  the 
ase  of  the  Chesapeake.  Suppose  an  attack 
ipon  any  portion  of  the  American  army  within 
he  acknowledged  limits  of  the  United  States 
ly  a  Spanish  force  ?  In  such  event  there  would 
ixist  but  a  single  honorable  and  manly  course. 
?he  gentleman  conceives  it  ungenerous  that  we 
hould  at  this  moment,  when  Spain  is  encom- 
lassed  and  pressed  on  all  sides  by  the  immense 
lower  of  her  enemy,  occupy  West  Florida. 
Shall  we  sitby,  passive  spectators,  and  witness 
he  interesting  transactions  in  that  country — 
ransactions  which  tend  to  jeopardize,  in  the 
aost  imminent  degree,  our  rights,  without  in- 
erference  ?  Are  you  prepared  to  see  a  foreign 
lower  seize  what  belongs  to  us  ?  I  have  heard 
a  the  most  credible  manner  that,  about  the  pe- 
iod  when  the  President  took  his  measures  in 
elation  to  that  country,  the  agents  of  a  for- 
ign  power  were  intriguing  with  the  people 


Monday,  December  31. 
John  Tatloe,  appointed  a  Senator  by  the 
Legislature  of  the  State  of  South  Carolina,  in 
place  of  Thomas  Sumter,  resigned,  produced  his 
credentials  which  were  read ;  and  ihei  oath  pre- 
scribed by  law  having  been  administered  to 
him,  he  took  his  seat  in  the  Senate. 


Wednesday,  January  2,  1811. 
Andebw  Geegs,  from  the  State  of  Pennsyl- 
vania, took  his  seat  in  the  Senate. 


Monday,  January  7. 
James  A.  Bayaed,  from  the  State  of  Dela- 
ware, took  his  seat  in  the  Senate. 


Tttesday,  January  8. 
Thomas  WoETmNOTON,  appointed  a  Senator 
by  the  Legislature  of  the  State  of  Ohio,  in  place 
of  Kbttjen  Jonathan  Meigs,  resigned,  produced 
his  credentials,  which  were  read ;  and  the  oath 
prescribed  by  law  having  been  administered  to 
him,  he  took  his  seat  in  the  Senate. 


Monday,  January  14. 
James  Tueneb,  from  the  State  of  North  Car- 
olina, took  his  seat  in  the  Senate. 


Tuesday,  January  29. 

Mississippi  Territory. 
Mr.  Anderson  presented  the  memorial  of  the 
Legislative  CounoU  and  House  of  Eepresenta 
tives  of  the  Mississippi  Territory,  praying  that 
the  said  Territory  may  be  admitted  as  a  State 
into  the  Union,  upon  the  footing  of  the  original 
States,  and  the  memorial  was  read,  and  referred 
to  a  select  committee  to  consider  and  report 
thereon  by  bill  or  otherwise ;  and  Messrs.  An- 
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DEESON,  BAYiED,  and  Dana,  were  appointed 
the  committee. 

The  memorial  is  as  follows : 

To  the  honorable  the  Senate  and  House  of  Represen- 
tatives of  the  United  States  in,  Congress  assembled: 
The  memorial  iinanimously  adopted,  of  the  Legisla- 
tive Council  and  House  of  Representatives  of  Missis- 
sippi Territory,  in  General  Assembly  convened,  re- 
spectfully states.  That  by  the  articles  of  agreement 
and  cession  between  the  United  States  and  the  State 
of  Georgia,  an  act  for  the  amicable  settlement  of 
limits  with  the  State  of  Georgia,  &c.,  and  an  act  sup- 
plemental thereto,  the  Government  of  the  Mississippi 
Territory  was  organized  and  estabhshed,  and  "  all 
and  singular  the  rights,  privileges,  and  advantages, 
granted  to  the  people  of  the  United  States,  north-west 
of  the  river  Ohio,  by  an  ordinance  of  the  13th  day 
of  July,  one  thousand  seven  hundred  and  eighty- 
seven,  were  extended  to  the  people  of  the  Mississippi 
Territory  :"  And  by  the  said  articles  of  agreement 
and  cession,  it  is  provided  *'  That  the  Territory  thus 
ceded  shall  form  a  State,' and  be  admitted  as  such 
into  the  Union  as  soon  as  it  shall  contain  sixty  thou- 
sand free  inhabitants,  or  at  an  earlier  period,  if  Con- 
gress shall  think  it  expedient." 

Your  memorialists  state,  that  although  they  do 
not  pretend  to  have  the  number  required  by  the  said 
articles  of  agreement  and  cession,  and  the  ordinance 
to  entitle  our  Territory  as  a  matter  of  right  into  the 
Union,  upon  the  footing  of  one  of  the  original  States ; 
yet,  we  hope  that  our  numbers  (as  will  appear  by  the 
census  now  taken  under  a  law  of  the  United  States) 
are  sufficiently  respectable  to  induce  your  honorable 
body  to  admit  the  Mississippi  Territory  into  the 
Union,  as  a  matter  of  expediency. 

Your  memorialists  conceive  it  unnecessary  to  de- 
tail the  many  reasons  which  might  be  adduced  in 
support  of  their  petition,  but  think  it  sufficient  to 
say,  that,  as  the  people  of  this  Territory  are  able  to 
bear  the  expenses  of  a  State  Government  with  con- 
venience to  themselves,  and  at  the  same  time  will 
relieve  the  Government  of  the  United  States  from  the 
cares  and  expenses  incident  to  the  Territorial  form 
of  government ;  and  that  whatever  views  the  form  of 
government  (under  which  they  have,  perhaps,  not 
very  patiently  lived)  for  about  twelve  years,  was 
formed,  it  is  found  from  experience,  to  be  unfriendly  to 
republicanism  ;  and  is  such  a  one  as  every  American 
in  heart  is  solicitous  to  be  relieved  from.  We,  there- 
fore, pray  your  honorable  body  to  pass  a  law  author- 
izing a  convention  to  be  called,  for  the  purpose  of 
forming  a  constitution  and  State  Government  in  the 
Mississippi  Territory,  to  be  admitted  into  the  Union 
upon  the  footing  of  the  original  States. 

Your  memorialists,  from  a  knowledge  of  your  in- 
dulgence to  the  people  of  the  Territories  north-west 
of  the  river  Ohio,  when  in  a  situation  similar  to  their 
own  are  sanguine  in  their  expectations,  that  your 
honorable  body  will  grant  to  them  the  prayer  of 
their  petition. 

And  they  will  ever  pray,  &o. 

F.  L.  CLAIBORNE, 

Speaker  of  the  House, 
ALEX.  MONTGOMERY, 
President  of  l/egislaiixe  Council. 
Attest:   Wm.  C.  Winston, 

Clerh  House  of  Reps.  M.  T. 


Wednesday,  January  30. 
Territory  of  Orleans. 

The  Senate  took  into  consideration  the 
amendment  proposed  yesterday,  by  Mr.  Dana, 
to  the  bill,  entitled  "  An  act  to  enable  the  peo- 
ple of  the  Territory  of  New  Orleans  to  form  a 
constitution  and  State  Government,  aud  for  the 
admission  of  such  State  into  the  TJnion  on  an 
equal  footing  with  the  original  States,  and  for 
other  purposes :  "  and,  on  motion,  by  Mr.  Olay, 
it  was  agreed  to  divide  the  question ;  and,  on 
the  question  to  %gree  to  the  first  division  of 
the  amendment,  to  wit : 

Provided,  That  this  act  shall  not  be  understood  to 
admit  such  State  into  the  Union,  as  aforesaid,  unless 
each  of  the  States  shall  consent  to  the  same : 

It  was  determined  in  the  negative — yeas  10, 
nays  18,  as  follows: 

Yeas. — Messrs.  Bradley,  Champlin,  Dana,  Ger- 
man, Gilman,  Goodrich,  Horsey,  Lloyd,  Pickering, 
and  Reed. 

Nats. — Messrs.  Campbell,  Clay,  Condit,  Franklin, 
Gaillard,  Gregg,  Lambert,  Leib,  Mathewson,  Pope, 
Robinson,  Smith  of  Maryland,  Smith  of  New  York, 
Tait,  Taylor,  Turner,  Whiteside,  and  Worthington. 

On  the  question  to  agree  to  the  second  divi- 
sion of  the  amendment,  to  wit : 

Provided,  That  this  act  shall  not  be  understood  to 
admit  such  State  into  the  Union  as  aforesaid,  unless 
there  shall  be  a  constitutional  amendment  empower- 
ing the  Congress  to  admit  into  the  Union  new  States 
formed  beyond  the  boundaries  of  the  United  States, 
as  known  and  understood  at  the  time  of  estabhshing 
the  Constitution  for  the  United  States : 

It  was  determined  in  the  negative — ^yeas  8, 
nays  17,  as  follows  : 

Yeas. — Messrs.  Champlin,  Dana,  German,  Gil- 
man,  Goodrich,  Lloyd,  Pickering,  and  Reed. 

Nays. — Messrs.  Campbell,  Clay,  Condit,  Franklin, 
Gaillard,  Gregg,  Lambert,  Leib,  Mathewson,  Robin- 
son, Smith  of  Maryland,  Smith  of  New  York,  Tait, 
Taylor,  Turner,  Whiteside,  and  Worthington. 

On  motion,  by  Mr.  Beadley,  to  postpone  the 
further  consideration  of  the  bill  to  the  second 
Monday  in  February  next,  it  was  determined  in 
the  negative. 

On  the  question,  Shall  the  bill  be  read  a  thu-d 
time  as  amended?  it  was  determined  in  the 
affirmative— yeas  17,  nays  10,  as  follows : 

Yeas. — Messrs.  Brent,  Clay,  Condit,  Franklin, 
Gaillard,  Gregg,  Lambert,  Mathewson,  Pope,  Robin- 
son, Smith  of  Maryland,  Smith  of  New  York,  Tait, 
Taylor,  Turner,  Whiteside,  and  Worthington. 

Nays. Messrs.  Bradley,  Champlm,  Dana,  Ger- 
man, Gflman,  Goodrich,  Horsey,  Lloyd,  Pickering, 
and  Reed. 


Feiday,  February  1. 
The  .  credentials  of  Jambs  A.  Bayaed,  ap- 
pointed a  Senator  by  the  Legislature  of  the 
State  of  Delaware,  for  the  term  of  six  years 
from  the  third  day  of  March  next :  and  of  Wil- 
liam H.  Oeawfoed,  appointed  a  Senator  by 
the  Legislature  of  the  State  of  Georgia,  for  the 
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terra  of  six  years  from  the  third  day  of  March 
next,  were  severally  read,  and  ordered  to  lie 
on  file. 


Wednesdat,  February  6. 
Mr.  Beadlbt  presented  the  petition  of  Char- 
lotte Hazen,  relict  of  the  late  Brigadier  General 
Moses  Hazen,  praying  a  grant  of  land  may  be 
made  to  her,  as  a  Canadian  refugee,  or  that  a 
small  addition,  in  lieu  thereof,  may  be  added  to 
her  present  pension  from  Congress,  for  reasons 
stated  at  large  in  the  petition ;  which  was  read, 
and  referred  to  a  select  committee,  to  consider 
and  report  thereon  by  bill  or  otherwise ;  and 
Messrs.  Bbadlbt,  Feaisklin,  and  German,  were 
appointed  the  committee. 


Monday,  February  11. 
Banh  of  the  United  States. 

.The  Senate  resumed,  as  in  Committee  of  the 
Whole,  the  bill  to  amend  and  continue  in  force 
an  act,  entitled  "An  act  to  incorporate  the  sub- 
scribers to  the  Bank  of  the  United  States," 
passed  on  the  25th  day  of  February,  one  thou- 
sand seven  hundred  and  ninety-one. 

Mr.  Andeeson  said  that  having  been  a  mem- 
ber of  the  committee  who  reported  the  bill  be- 
fore the  Senate,  and  riot  feeling  himself  at 
liberty  to  oppose  the  introduction  of  the  report, 
yet,  thinking  it  might  be  advisable  to  try  the 
principle  before  they  proceeded  to  discuss  the 
details,  he  should  move  to  strike  out  the  first 
section  of  the  bill.  He  would  barely  observe 
that,  was  this  not  a  question  which  was  gene- 
rally understood,  on  which  not  only  every  mem- 
ber of  this  House,  but  every  citizen  of  the 
United  States  had  made  up  his  mind,  he  should 
feel  himself  bound  to  offer  reasons  in  support 
of  the  motion ;  but,  inasmuch  as  it  was  a  ques- 
tion which  every  gentleman  had  doubtless  de- 
cided in  his  own  mind,  he  felt  unwilling  to  take 
up  any  more  of  the  attention  of  the  Senate, 
especially  so  late  in  the  session,  when  there  was 
so  much  business  of  importance  before  them 
which  required  to  be  acted  on. 

Mr.  Ceaweoed  said  that  he  should  proceed, 
though  reluctantly,  to  explain  the  reasons  of 
the  committee  for  reporting  the  bill,  which  is 
now  under  consideration.  After  the  most  mi- 
nute examination  of  the  constitution,  the  majori- 
ty of  that  committee  were  decidedly  of  opinion 
that  the  Congress  of  the  United  States  were 
clearly  invested  with  power  to  pass  such  a  bill. 
The  object  of  the  constitution  was  two-fold: 
1st,  the  delegation  of  certain  general  powers,  of 
a  national  nature,  to  the  Government  of  the 
United  States ;  and  2d,  the  limitation  or  restric- 
tion of  the  State  sovereignties.  Upon  the  most 
thorough  examination  of  this  instrument,  I  am 
induced  to  believe,  that  many  of  the  various 
constructions  given  to  it  are  the  result  of  a  be- 
lief that  it  is  absolutely  perfect.  It  has  become 
so  extremely  fashionable  to  eulogize  this  con- 
stitution, whether  the  object  of  the  eulogist  is 


the  extension  or  contraction  of  the  powers  of 
the  Government,  that  whenever  its  eulogium  is 
pronounced,  I  feel  an  involuntary  apprehension 
of  mischief.  Upon  the  faith  of  this  imputed 
perfection,  it  has  been  declared  to  be  inconsist- 
ent with  the  entire  spirit  and  character  of  thw 
instrument,  to  suppose  that  after  it  has  given  a 
general  power  it  should  afterwards  delegate  a 
specific  power  fairly  comprehended  within  the 
general  power.  A  rational  analysis  of  the  con- 
stitution will  refute  in  the  most  demonstrative 
manner  this  idea  of  its  perfection.  This  analysis 
may  excite  unpleasant  sensations ;  it  may  assail 
honest  prejudices ;  for  there  can  be  no  doubt 
that  honest  prejudices  frequently  exist,  and  are 
many  times  perfectly  innocent.  But  when  these 
prejudices  tend  to  destroy  even  the  object  of 
their  affection,  it  is  essentially  necessary  that 
they  should  be  eradicated.  In  the  present  case, 
if  there  be  any  who,  under  the  conviction  that 
the  constitution  is  perfect,  are  disposed  to  give 
it  a  construction  that  wiU  render  it  wholly  im- 
becile, the  public  welfare  requires  that  the  veil 
should  be  rent,  and  that  its  imperfection  should 
be  disclosed  to  public  view.  By  this  disclosure 
it  will  cease  to  be  the  object  of  adoration,  but 
it  wiU  nevertheless  be  entitled  to  our  warmest 
attachment. 

The  8th  section  of  the  1st  article  of  the  con- 
stitution contains  among  others  the  following 
grant  of  powers,  viz:  to  coin  money,  regulate 
the  value  thereof,  and  of  foreign  coin,  and  fix 
the  standard  of  weights  and  measures ;  to  raise 
and  support  armies ;  to  provide  and  maintain  a 
navy ;  to  regulate  commerce  with  foreign  nar 
tions,  and  among  the  several  States,  and  with 
the  Indian  tribes ;  to  establish  post-offices  and 
post  roads.  This  selection  contains  five  grants 
of  general  power.  Under  the  power  to  coin 
money  it  is  conceived  that  Congress  would  have 
a  right  to  provide  for  the  punishment  of  coun- 
terfeiting the  money  after  it  was  coined,  and 
that  this  power  is  fairly  iucidental  to,  and  com- 
prehended in,  the  general  power.  The  power 
to  raise  armies  and  provide  and  maintain  a  navy 
comprehends,  beyond  the  possibility  of  doubt, 
the  right  to  make  rules  for  the  government  and 
regulation  of  the  land  and  naval  forces ;  and  yet 
in  these  three  cases,  the  constitution,  after  mak- 
ing the  grant  of  general  power,  delegates  speci- 
fically the  powers  which  are  fairly  comprehend- 
ed within  the  general  power.  K  this,  however, 
should  be  denied,  the  construction  which  has 
been  uniformly  given  to  the  remaining  powers 
which  have  been  selected,  will  establish  the 
fact  beyond  the  power  of  contradiction.  Under 
the  power  to  regulate  commerce,  Congress  has 
exercised  the  power  of  erecting  light-houses, 
as  incident  to  that  power,  and  fairly  compre- 
hended within  it.  Under  the  power  to  estab- 
lish post-offlces,  and  post  roads.  Congress  has 
provided  for  the  punishment  of  offences  against 
the  Post-Offlce  Department.  If  the  Congress 
can  exercise  an  incidental  power  not  granted  ia 
one  case,  it  can  in  all  cases  of  a  similar  kind. 
But  it  is  said,  that  the  enumeration  of  certain 
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powers  excludes  all  other  powers  not  enutae- 
rated.  This  is  true  so  far  as  original  suhstan- 
tive  grants  of  power  are  concerned,  but  it  is  not 
true  when  applied  to  express  grants  of  power, 
which  are  strictly  incidental  to  some  original 
and  substantive  grant  of  power.  If  it  were  true 
in  relation  to  them,  Congress  could  not  pass  a 
law  to  punish  offences  against  the  Post-Offlce 
Establishment,  because  the  constitution  has  ex- 
pressly given  the  power  to  punish  offences 
against  the  current  coin,  and  as  it  has  given  the 
power  to  punish  offences  committed  against  that 
grant  of  general  power,  and  has  withheld  it  in 
relation  to  the  power  to  establish  post-offices  and 
post  roads.  Congress  cannot,  according  to  this 
rule  of  construction,  so  warmly  contended  for, 
pass  any  law  to  provide  for  the  punishment  of 
such  offences.  The  power  to  make  rules  for 
the  regulation  and  government  of  the  land  and 
naval  forces,  I  have  shown  to  be  strictly  inci- 
dental to  the  power  to  raise  armies,  and  provide 
and  maintain  navies ;  but,  according  to  this  rule 
of  construction,  all  incidental  powers  are  exclud- 
ed except  the  few  which  are  enumerated,  which 
would  exclude  from  all  claim  to  constitutionali- 
ty, nearly  one-half  of  your  laws,  and,  what  is 
still  more  to  be  deprecated,  would  render  your 
constitution  equally  imbecile  with  the  old  arti- 
cles of  confederation.  When  we  come  to  ex- 
amine the  4th  article,  the  absurdity  of  this  rule 
of  construction,  and  also  of  the  idea  of  perfec- 
tion which  has  been  attributed  to  the  constitu- 
tion, wUl  be  equally  manifest.  This  article  ap- 
pears to  be  of  a  miscellaneous  chai-acter  and 
very  similar  to  the  codicil  of  a  will.  The  first 
article  provides  for  the  organization  of  Con- 
gress ;  defines  its  powers ;  prescribes  limitations 
upon  the  powers  previously  granted ;  and  sets 
metes  and  bounds  to  the  authority  of  the  State 
Governments.  The  second  article  provides  for 
the  organization  of  the  Executive  Department, 
and  defines  its  power  and  duty.  The  3d  article 
defines  the  tenure  by  which  the  persons  in 
whom  the  judicial  power  may  be  vested  shall 
hold  their  offices,  and  jirescribes  the  extent  of 
their  power  and  jurisdiction.  These  three  arti- 
cles provide  for  the  three  great  departments  of 
Grovernment  called  into  existence  by  the  con- 
stitution, but  some  other  provisions  just  then 
occur,  which  ought  to  have  been  included  in 
one  or  the  other  of  the  preceding  articles,  and 
these  provisions  are  incorporated  and  compose 
the  4th  article.  The  1st  section  of  it  declares, 
that  "  fuU  faith  and  credit  shaU  be  given  in  each 
State,  to  the  public  acts,  records,  and  judicial 
proceedings  of  every  other  State.  And  the  Con- 
gress may  by  general  laws  prescribe  the  man- 
ner in  which  such  acts,  records,  and  proceed- 
ings shall  be  proved,  and  the  effect  thereof." 
In  the  second  section  it  declares,  that  a  person, 
charged  in  any  State  with  treason,  felony,  or 
other  crime,  who  shall  flee  from  justice,  and  be 
found  in  another  State,  shall,  on  demand  of  the 
Executive  authority  of  the  State  from  which  he 
fled,  be  delivered  up,  to  be  removed  to  the  State 
having  jurisdiction  of  the  crime.     A  similar 


provision  is  contained  in  the  same  section,  rela- 
tive to  fugitives  who  are  bound  to  labor,  by  the 
laws  of  any  State.  In  the  first  case  which  has 
been  selected,  express  authority  has  been  given 
to  Congress,  to  prescribe  the  manner  in  which 
the  records,  &c.,  should  be  proved,  and  also  the 
effect  thereof,  but  in  the  other  two,  no  authori- 
ty is  given  to  Congress,  and  yet  the  bare  inspec- 
tion of  the  three  cases  will  prove  that  the  inter- 
ference of  Congress  is  less  necessary  in  the  first 
than  in  the  two  remaining  cases.  A  record 
must  always4)e  proved  by  itself,  because  it  is 
the  highest  evidence  of  which  the  case  admits. 
The  effect  of  a  record  ought  to  depend  upon  the 
laws  of  the  State  of  which  it  is  a  record,  and, 
therefore,  the  power  to  prescribe  the  effect  of  a 
record  was  wholly  unnecessary,  and  has  been  so 
held  by  Congress — ^no  law  having  been  passed 
to  prescribe  the  effect  of  a  record.  In  the  sec- 
ond case  there  seems  to  be  some  apparent  rea- 
son for  passing  a  law  to  ascertain  the  officer 
upon  whom  the  demand  is  to  be  made ;  what 
evidence  of  the  identity  of  the  person  demanded 
and  of  the  guilt  of  the  party  charged  must  be 
produced  before  the  obligation  to  deliver  shall 
be  complete.  The  same  apparent  reason  exists 
for  the  passage  of  a  law  relative  to  fugitives 
fi-om  labor.  According,  however,  to  the  rule 
of  construction  contended  for.  Congress  cannot 
pass  any  law  to  carry  the  constitution  ioto 
effect,  in  the  two  last  cases  selected,  because 
express  power  has  been  given  in  the  first  and  is 
withheld  in  the  two  last.  Congress  has  never- 
theless passed  laws  to  carry  those  provisions 
into  effect,  and  this  exercise  of  power  has  never 
been  complained  of  by  the  people  or  the  States. 
Mr.  President,  it  is  contended  by  those  who 
are  opposed  to  the  passage  of  this  bill,  that 
Congress  can  exercise  no  power  by  application, 
and  yet  it  is  admitted,  nay,  even  asserted,  that 
Congress  would  have  power  to  pass  all  laws 
necessary  to  carry  the  constitution  into  effect, 
whether  it  had  given  or  withheld  the  power' 
which  is  contained  in  the  following  paragraph 
of  the  8th  section  of  the  1st  article:  "to  maie 
all  laws  which  shall  be  necessary  and  proper 
for  carrying  into  execution  the  foregoing  powers 
and  aU  other  powers  vested  by  this  constitution 
in  the  Government  of  the  United  States  or  in 
any  department  or  officer  thereof."  If  this 
part  of  the  constitution  really  confers  no  power, 
it  at  least,  according  to  this  opinion,  strips  it  of 
that  attribute  of  perfection  which  has  by  these 
gentlemen  been  ascribed  to  it.  But,  sir,  this  is 
not  the  fact.  It  does  confer -power  of  the  most 
substantial  and  salutary  nature.  Let  us,  sir, 
take  a  view  of  the  constitution  upon  the  sup- 
position that  no  power  is  vested  in  the  Govern- 
ment by  this  clause,  and  see  how  the  exclusion 
of  power  by  implication  can  be  reconciled  to 
the  most  important  acts  of  the  Government. 
The  constitution  has  expressly  given  Congress 
power  "to  constitute  tribunals  inferior  to  the 
Supreme  Court,"  but  it  has  nowhere  expressly 
given  the  power  to  constitute  a  supreme  court. 
In  the  3d  ai-ticle  it  is  said,  "the  judicial  power 
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of  the  United  States  shall  be  vested  in  one  Su- 
preme Court,  and  in  such  inferior  courts  as  the 
Congress  may  from  time  to  time  ordain  and 
establish."  The  discretion,  which  is  here  given 
to  Congress,  is  confined  to  the  Inferior  courts, 
which  it  may  from  time  to  time  ordain  and 
establish,  and  not  to  the  Supreme  Court.  In 
the  discussion  which  took  place  npon  the  bill 
to  repeal  the  judicial  system  of  the  United 
States  in  the  year  1802,  this  distinction  is 
strongly  insisted  upon  by  the  advocates  for  the 
repeal.  The  Supreme  Court  was  said  to  be  the 
creature  of  the  constitution,  and,  therefore,  in- 
tangible, but  that  Congress,  possessing  a  discre- 
tionary power  to  create  or  not  to  create  inferior 
tribunals,  had  the  same  discretionary  power  to 
abolish  them  whenever  it  was  expedient.  But 
if  even  the  discretionary  power  here  vested 
does  extend  to  the  Supreme  Court,  yet  the 
power  of  Congress  to  establish  that  court  must 
rest  upon  implication,  and  upon  implication 
alone.  Under  the  authority  to  establish  tribu- 
nals inferior  to  the  Supreme  Court,  the  power 
to  establish  a  Supreme  Court  would,  according 
to  my  ideas,  be  vested  in  Congress  by  implica- 
tion. And,  sir,  it  is  only  vested  by  implication, 
even  if  the  declaration,  that  Congress  shall 
have  power  to  pass  all  laws  necessary  and 
proper  to  carry  into  effect  the  power  vested  in 
any  department  or  officer  of  the  Government 
should  be  held  to  be  an  operative  grant.  Un- 
der this  grant,  Congress  can  pass  laws  to  carry 
into  effect  the  powers  vested  in  the  judicial 
department?  What  are  the  powers  vested  in 
this  department.  That  it  shall  exercise  juris- 
diction in  aU  cases  in  law  and  equity  arising 
nnder  this  constitution,  &c.,  in  all  cases  affect- 
ing ambassadors,  &c.,  but  the  power  to  create 
the  department  and  to  carry  into  effect  the 
powers  given  to  or  vested  in  that  department, 
are  very  different  things. 

The  power  to  create  the  Supreme  Court  can- 
not be  expressly  granted  in  the  power  to  pass 
aU  laws  necessary  and  proper  to  carry  into  ef- 
fect the  powers  vested  in  that  court,  but  must, 
as  I  have  endeavored  to  prove,  be  derived  from 
implication.  Let  me  explain  my  understanding 
of  a  power  which  exists  by  implication,  by  an 
example  which  will  be  comprehended  by  all 
who  hear  me.  In  a  devise,  an  estate  is  granted 
to  A,  after  the  death  of  B,  and  no  express  dis- 
position is  made  of  the  estate  during  the  life  of 
A ;  in  that  case  A  is  said  to  have  an  estate  for 
life,  by  implication,  in  the  property  so  devised. 
So  when  the  constitution  gives  the  right  to 
create  tribunals  inferior  to  the  Supreme  Court, 
the  right  to  create  the  Supreme  is  vested  in 
Congress  by  implication.  Shall  we  after  this 
be  told  that  Congress  cannot  constitutionally 
exercise  any  right  by  implication?  By  the 
exercise  of  a  right  derived  only  from  implica- 
tion. Congress  has  organized  a  Supreme  Court, 
and  then,  as  incidental  to  power,  existing  only 
by  implication,  it  has  passed  laws  to  punish  of- 
fences against  the  law  by  which  the  court  has 
been  created  and  organized.    Sir,  the  right  of 


the  Government  to  accept  of  the  District  of 
Columbia,  exists  only  by  implication.  The  right 
of  the  Government  to  purchase  or  accept  of 
places  for  the  erection  of  forts,  magazines,  arse- 
nals, and  dockyards,  exists  only  by  implication, 
and  yet  no  man  in  the  nation,  so  far  as  my 
knowledge  extends,  has  complained  of  the  ex- 
ercise of  those  implied  powers,  as  an  unconsti- 
tutional usurpation  of  power.  The  right  to 
purchase  or  except  of  places  for  the  erection 
of  light-houses,  as  well  as  the  right  to  erect 
and  support  light-houses,  must  be  derived  by 
implication  alone,  if  any  such  right  exists.  The 
clause  in  the  constitution  which  gives  Congress 
the  power  "  to  exercise  exclusive  legislation  in 
all  cases  whatsoever,  over  such  district  (not  ex- 
ceeding ten  miles  square)  as  may,  by  cession 
of  particular  States,  and  the  acceptance  of  Con- 
gress, become  the  seat  of  Government  of  the 
United  States,  and  to  exercise  like  authority 
over  all  places  purchased  by  the  consent  of  the 
Legislature  of  the  State  in  which  the  same 
shall  be,  for  the  erection  of  forts,  magazines, 
arsenals,  dockyards,  and  other  needful  build- 
ings," certainly  gives  no  express  power  to  ac- 
cept or  purchase  any  of  the  places,  destined 
for  the  uses  therein  specified.  The  only  power 
expressly  given  in  this  clause  is  that  of  exercis- 
ing exclusive  legislation  in  such  places ;  the 
right  to  accept  or  purchase  must  be  derived  by 
implication  from  this  clause,  or  it  must  be  shown 
to  be  comprehended  in  or  incidental  to  some 
other  power  expressly  delegated  by  the  consti- 
tution. I  shall  now  attempt  to  show,  that  ac- 
cording to  the  construction  which  has  been ' 
given  to  other  parts  of  this  constitution.  Con- 
gress has  the  right  to  incorporate  a  bank  to  en- 
able it  to  manage  the  fiscal  concerns  of  the  na- 
tion. If  this  can  be  done,  and  if  it  can  also  be 
shown  that  the  correctness  of  such  construction 
has  never  excited  murmur  or  complaint — ^that 
it  has  not  even  been  questioned,  I  shall  have 
accomplished  every  thing  which  it  wiU  be  in- 
cumbent on  me  to  prove,  to  justify  the  passage 
of  the  biU  upon  your  table.  The  power  to  lay 
and  coUeot  taxes,  duties,  imposts  and  excises, 
together  with  the  power  to  pass  all  laws  which 
may  be  necessary  and  proper  for  carrying  into 
effect  the  foregoing  powers,  when  tested  by  the 
same  rule  of  construction  which  has  been  ap- 
plied to  other  parts  of  the  constitution,  fairly 
invests  Congress  with  the  power  to  create  a 
bank.  Under  the  power  to  regulate  commerce. 
Congress  exercises  the  right  of  building  and 
supporting  light-houses.  What  do  we  under- 
stand by  regulating  commerce?  Where  do 
you  expect  to  find  regulations  of  commerce? 
Will  any  man  look  for  them  any  where  else 
than  in  your  treaties  with  foreign  nations,  and 
in  your  statutes  regulating  your  custom-houses 
and  custom-house  officers?  What  are  the  rea- 
sons for  vesting  Congress  with  the  right  to 
regulate  commerce  with  foreign  nations,  and 
among  the  several  States?  The  commerce  of  a 
nation  is  a  matter  of  the  greatest  importance 
in  all  civilized  countries.    It  depends  upon  com- 
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pacts  with  other  nations,  and  whether  they  are 
beneficial  or  prejudicial  depends  not  so  much  on 
the  reciprocal  interest  of  nations  as  upon  their 
capacity  to  defend  their  rights  and  redress 
their  wrongs.  It  was  therefore  highly  import- 
ant that  the  right  to  regulate  commerce  with 
foreign  nations  should  he  vested  in  the  National 
Government.  If  the  regulation  of  commerce 
among  the  several  States  had  heen  left  with 
the  States,  a  multiplicity  of  conflicting  regula- 
tions would  have  been  the  consequence.  End- 
less collisions  would  have  been  created,  and 
that  harmony  and  good  neighborhood,  so  essen- 
tial between  the  members  of  a  Federal  Eepub- 
lic,  would  have  been  wholly  unattainable.  The 
best  interest  of  the  community,  therefore,  im- 
periously required,  that  this  power  should  be 
delegated  to  Congress.  BTot  so  of  light-houses. 
The  interest  of  the  States  would  have  induced 
them  to  erect  light-houses,  where  they  were 
necessary,  and  when  erected  they  would  have 
been  equally  beneficial  to  their  own  vessels,  the 
vessels  of  their  sister  States,  and  of  foreign  na- 
tions. The  performance  of  this  duty  could 
have  been  most  safely  confided  to  the  States. 
They  were  better  informed  of  the  situations  in 
which  they  ought  to  be  erected  than  Congress 
could  possibly  be,  and  could  enforce  the  execu- 
tion of  such  regulations  as  might  be  necessary 
to  make  them  useful.  How  then  has  it  hap- 
pened that  Congress  has  taken  upon  itself  the 
right  to  erect  light-houses,  under  their  general 
power  to  regulate  commerce?  I  have  heard 
and  seen  in  the  public  prints  a  great  deal  of 
unintelligible  jargon  about  the  incidentality  of 
a  law  to  the  power  delegated  and  intended  to 
be  executed  by  it,  and  of  its  relation  to  the  end 
which  is  to  be  accomplished  by  its  exercise, 
which  I  acknowledge  I  do  not  clearly  and  dis- 
tinctly comprehend,  and  must  therefore  be  ex- 
cused from  answering.  I  speak  now  of  the 
public  newspapers,  to  which  I  am  compelled  to 
resort  to  ascertain  the  objections  which  are 
made  to  this  measure,  as  gentlemen  have  per- 
severed in  refusing  to  assign  the  reasons  which 
have  induced  them  to  oppose  the  passage  of 
the  bill.  But,  sir,  I  can  clearly  comprehend 
that  the  right  to  erect  light-houses  is  not  inci- 
dental to  the  power  of  regulating  commerce, 
unless  every  thing  is  incidental  to  that  power 
which  tends  to  facilitate  and  promote  the  pros- 
perity of  commerce.  It  is  contended  that  under 
the  power  to  lay  and  collect  taxes,  imposts,  and 
duties,  you  can  pass  all  laws  necessary  for  that 
purpose,  but  they  must  be  laws  to  lay  and  col- 
lect taxes,  imposts,  and  duties,  and  not  laws 
which  tend  to  promote  the  collection  of  taxes. 
A  law  to  erect  light-houses  is  no  more  a  law  to 
regulate  commerce,  than  a  law  creating  a  bank 
is  a  law  to  collect  taxes,  imposts  and  duties. 
But  the  erection  of  light-houses  tends  to  facili- 
tate and  promote  the  security  and  prosperity 
of  commerce,  and  in  an  equal  degree  the  erec- 
tion of  a  bank  tends  to  facilitate  and  insure  the 
collection,  safe-keeping,  and  transmission  of 
your  revenue.    If,  by  this  rule  of  construction, 


which  is  applied  to  light-houses,  but  denied  to 
the  bank.  Congress  can,  as  incidental  to  the 
power  to  regulate  commerce,  erect  light-houses, 
it  wiU  be  easy  to  show  that  the  same  right  may 
be  exercised,  as  iuoidental  to  the  power  of  lay- 
ing and  coUeoting  duties  and  imposts.  Duties 
cannot  be  collected,  unless  vessels  importing 
dutiable  merchandise  arrive  in  port ;  whatever, 
therefore,  tends  to  secure  their  safe  arrival  may 
be  exercised  under  the  general  power  ;  the 
erection  of  light-houses  does  facilitate  the  safe 
arrival  of  vessSls  in  port,  and  Congress  there- 
fore can  exercise  this  right  as  incidental  to  the 
power  to  lay  imposts  and  duties. 

But  it  is  said  the  advocates  of  the  bank  differ 
among  themselves  in  fixing  upon  the  general 
power  to  which  the  right  to  create  a  bank  is 
incidental,  and  that  this  difference  proves  that 
there  is  no  incidentality,  to  use  a  favorite  ex- 
pression, between  that  and  any  one  of  the  enu- 
merated general  powers.  The  same  reason  can 
be  urged,  with  equal  force,  against  the  consti- 
tutionality of  every  law  for  the  erection  of 
fight-houses.  Let  the  advocates  for  this  doc- 
trine lay  their  finger  upon  the  power  to  which 
the  right  of  erecting  light-houses  is  incidental. 
It  can  be  derived  with  as  much  apparent  plaus- 
ibility and  reason  from  the  right  to  lay  duties, 
as  from  the  right  to  regulate  commerce.  Who 
is  there,  now,  in  this  body  who  has  not  voted 
for  the  erection  of  a  light-house  ?  And  no  man 
who  reads  one  of  these  will  believe  it  to  be  a 
regulation  of  commerce.  And  no  man  in  the 
nation,  so  far  as  my  knowledge  extends,  has 
ever  complained  of  the  exercise  of  this  power. 
The  right  to  erect  light-bouses  is  exercised,  be- 
cause the  commerce  of  the  nation,  or  the  col- 
lection of  duties,  is  greatly  facilitated  by  that 
means ;  and,  sir,  the  right  to  create  a  bank  is 
exercised  because  the  collection  of  your  reve- 
nue, and  the  safe-keeping  and  easy  and  speedy 
transmission  of  your  public  money  is  not  sim- 
ply facilitated,  but  because  these  important  ob- 
jects are  more  perfectly  secured  by  the  erection 
of  a  bank  than  they  can  be  by  any  other  means 
in  the  power  of  human  imagination  to  devise. 
"We  say,  therefore,  in  the  words  of  the  consti- 
tution, that  a  bank  is  necessary  and  proper,  to 
enable  the  Government  to  carry  into  complete 
effect  the  right  to  lay  and  collect  taxes,  imposts, 
duties,  and  excises.  We  do  not  say  that  the 
existence  of  the  Government  absolutely  de- 
pends upon  the  operations  of  a  bank,  but  that 
a  national  bank  enables  the  Government  to 
manage  its  fiscal  concerns  more  advantageously 
than  it  could  do  by  any  other  means.  The 
terms  necessary  and  proper,  according  to  the 
construction  given  to  every  part  of  the  consti- 
tution, imposes  no  limitation  upon  the  powers 
previously  delegated.  If  these  words  had  been 
omitted  in  the  clause  giving  authority  to  pass 
laws  to  carry  into  execution  the  powers  vested 
by  the  constitution  ia  the  National  Govern- 
ment, still  Congress  would  have  been  bound  to 
pass  laws  which  were  necessary  and  proper, 
and  not  such  as  were  unnecessary  and  improp- 
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er.  Every  legislative  body,  every  person  in- 
vested with  power  of  any  kind,  is  morally 
bound  to  use  only  those  means  which  are  neces- 
sary and  proper  for  the  correct  execution  of  the 
powers  delegated  to  them.  But  it  is  contend- 
ed, that  if  a  bank  is  necessary  and  proper  for 
the  management  of  the  fiscal  concerns  of  the 
nation,  yet  Congress  has  no  power  to  incorpo- 
rate one,  because  there  are  State  banks  which 
may  be  resorted  to.  No  person  who  has  un- 
dertaken to  discuss  this  question  has,  as  far  as 
my  knowledge  extends,  ventured  to  declare 
that  a  bank  is  not  necessary.  Every  man  ad- 
mits, directly  or  indirectly,  the  necessity  of  re- 
sorting to  banks  of  some  kind.  This  admission 
is  at  least  an  apparent  abandonment  of  the  con- 
stitutional objection ;  for,  if  a  bank  is  necessary 
and  proper,  then  have  Congress  the  constitu- 
tional right  to  erect  a  bank.  But  this  is  de- 
nied. It  is  contended  that  this  idea  rests  alone 
upon  the  presumption  that  the  Government  of 
the  United  States  is  wholly  independent  of  the 
State  governments,  which  is  not  the  fact ;  that 
this  very  law  is  dependent  upon  the  State  courts 
for  its  execution.  This  is  certainly  not  the 
fact.  The  courts  of  the  United  States  have  de- 
cided, in  the  most  solemn  manner,  that  they 
have  cognizance  of  all  cases  affecting  the  Bank 
of  the  Uhited  States.  Sir,  it  is  true  that  the 
Government  of  the  United  States  is  dependent 
upon  the  State  governments  for  its  organization. 
Members  of  both  Houses  of  Congress,  and  the 
President  of  the  United  States,  are  chosen  by 
the  State  governments,  or  under  the  authority 
of  their  laws.  But  it  is  equally  true,  that 
wherever  the  constitution  confides  to  the  State 
governments  the  right  to  perform  any  act  in 
relation  to  the  Federal  Government,  it  imposes 
the  most  solemn  obligation  upon  them  to  per- 
form the  act.  The  Constitution  of  the  United 
States,  as  to  these  particular  acts,  is  the  consti- 
tution of  the  several  States,  and  their  function- 
aries are  accordingly  sworn  to  support  it.  Can 
it,  then,  be  seriously  contended,  that  because 
the  constitution  has  in  some  cases  made  the 
Government  of  the  United  States  dependent 
upon  the  State  governments,  in  all  which  oases 
it  has  imposed  the  most  solemn  obligations  upon 
them  to  act,  that  it  will  be  necessary  and  proper 
for  Congress  to  make  itself  dependent  upon 
them  in  cases  where  no  such  obligation  is  im- 
posed? The  constitution  has  defined  all  the 
cases  where  this  Government  ought  to  be  de- 
dependent  upon  that  of  the  States;  and  it 
would  be  unwise  and  improvident  for  us  to 
multiply  these  cases  by  legislative  acts,  espe- 
cially where  we  have  no  power  to  compel  them 
to  perform  the  act,  for  which  we  have  made 
ourselves  their  dependents.  In  forming  a  per- 
manent system  of  revenue,  it  would  be  unwise 
in  Congress  to  rely,  for  its  collection  and 
transmission  from  one  extreme  of  this  extensive 
empire  to  the  other,  upon  any  accidental  cir- 
cumstance, wholly  beyond  their  power  or  con- 
trol. _  There  are  State  banks  in  almost  every 
State  in  the  Union,  but  their  existence  is  wholly 


independent  of  this  Government,  and  their  disso- 
lution is  equally  so.  The  Secretai-y  of  the 
Treasury  has  informed  you  that  he  conceives  a 
bank  is  necessary  to  the  legitimate  exercise  of 
the  powers  vested  by  the  constitution  in  the 
Government.  I  know,  sir,  that  the  testimony 
of  this  oflScer  will  not  be  very  highly  estimated 
by  several  honorable  members  of  this  body.  I 
am  aware  that  this  opinion  has  subjected  him, 
and  the  committee  also,  to  the  most  invidious 
aspersions ;  but,  sir,  the  situation  of  that  officer, 
independent  of  his  immense  talents,  enables  him 
to  form  a  more  correct  opinion  than  any  other 
man  in  the  nation  of  the  degree  of  necessity 
which  exists  at  the  present  time  for  a  national 
bank,  to  enable  the  Government  to  manage  its 
fiscal  operations.  He  has  been  ten  years  at  the 
head  of  your  Treasury ;  he  is  thoroughly  ac- 
quainted with  the  influence  of  the  bank  upon 
your  revenue  system ;  and  he  has,  when  called 
upon,  declared  that  a  bank  is  necessary  to  the 
proper  exercise  of  the  legitimate  powers  of  the 
Government.  His  testimony  is  entitled  to  great 
weight  in  the  decision  of  this  question,  at  least 
with  those  gentlemen  who  have  no  knowledge 
of  the  practical  effects  of  the  operations  of  the 
bank  in  the  collection,  safe-keeping,  and  trans- 
mission of  your  revenue.  In  the  selection  of 
means  to  carry  any  of  your  constitutional 
powers  into  effect,  you  must  exercise  a  sound 
discretion ;  acting  under  its  influence,  you  will 
discover  that  what  is  proper  at  one  time  may 
be  extremely  unfit  and  improper  at  another. 
The  original  powers  granted  to  the  Government 
by  the  constitution  can  never  change  with  the 
varying  circumstances  of  the  country,  but  the 
means  by  which  those  powers  are  to  be  carried 
into  effect  must  necessai-ily  vary  with  the 
varying  state  and  circumstances  of  the  nation. 
We  are,  when  acting  to-day,  not  to  inquire 
what  means  were  necessary  and  proper  twenty 
years  ago,  not  what  were  necessary  and  proper 
at  the  organization  of  the  Government,  but  our 
inquiry  must  be,  what  means  are  necessary  and 
proper  this  day.  The  constitution,  in  relation 
to  the  means  by  which  its  powers  are  to  be  ex- 
ecuted, is  one  eternal  now.  The  state  of  things 
now,  the  precise  point  of  time  when  we  are 
called  upon  to  act,  must  determine  our  choice 
in  the  selection  of  means  to  execute  the  dele- 
gated powers. 

Mr.  Llotd. — Mr.  President :  This  is  indeed, 
sir,  an  up-hill,  wind-mill  sort  of  warfare — a 
novel  mode  of  legislative  proceeding.  That  a 
bill_  should  be  brought  in  on  a  very  important 
subject  which  has  been  long  under  considera- 
tion, and  that  a  gentleman  should  move  to  strike 
out  the  first  section  of  the  bill,  which  comprises 
all  its  vitality,  (for  it  is  the  first  section  which 
provides  for  the  continuance  of  the  bank,)  and 
should  be  supported  in  it,  without  deigning  to 
assign  any  other  reasons  than  may  be  derived 
from  newspaper"  publications,  which  are  so 
crude  and  voluminous  that  not  one  man  out  of 
ten  will  so  far  misspend  his  time  as  to  take  the 
trouble  to  read  them,  is  indeed  extraordinai-y. 
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Still,  if  gentlemen  choose  to  adopt  tLis  dumb 
sort  of  legislation,  and  are  determined  to  take 
the  question  without  offering  any  arguments  in 
support  of  their  opinions,  I  certaiijy  should 
not  have  interfered  with  their  wishes,  had  I 
not  been  a  member  of  the  committee  who  Lad 
reported  the  bill,  who  had  heard  the  testimony 
offered  by  two  very  respectable  delegations  from 
Philadelphia ;  one  from  the  master  manufac- 
turers and  mechanics  of  the  city,  and  the  other 
from  the  merchants;  and  had  I  not  taken 
minutes  of  this  testimony,  which  I  find  it  is 
expected  from  me  that  I  should  relate  to  the 
Senate. 

Sir,  I  consider  the  motion  to  strike  out,  now 
under  consideration,  as  going  to  the  entire  de- 
struction of  the  bill,  without,  any  reference  to 
its  details  or  modiflcations ;  it  therefore  ap- 
pears to  me  in  order,  to  take  into  consideration 
only  the  material  principle  of  the  bill ;  that  is, 
whether  it  be  proper  that  the  charter  of  the 
bank  should  be  renewed  on  any  terms  what- 
ever, let  those  terms  be  what  they  may. 

Sir,  it  is  admitted  by  the  Secretary  of  the 
Treasury,  in  his  communications  to  Congress, 
that  the  concerns  of  this  bank  have  been  "  skil- 
fully and  wisely  managed,"  that  the  bank  has 
made  a  very  limited  and  moderate  use  of  the 
public  moneys  deposited  with  it ;  and  that  it 
has  greatly  facilitated  the  operations  of  Gov- 
ernment by  the  safe-keeping  and  transmission 
of  the  public  moneys.  It  has  at  all  times  met 
the  wishes  of  the  Government  in  making  loans. 
It  has  done  this  even  at  six  per  cent.,  while  the 
Government  have  been  obliged,  in  one  instance, 
for  a  considerable  amount  to  pay  eight  per  cent, 
to  other  persons  for  the  loans  obtained  from 
them.  It  is  admitted,  sir,  that  the  hank,  at  the 
request  of  the  Treasury  Department,  has  estab- 
lished branches  for  the  purpose  of  facilitating 
the  operations  of  the  Government  at  places 
where  such  establishments  could  not  but  be  in- 
convenient to  them  in  point  of  management, 
and  disadvantageous  in  point  of  profit.  I  al- 
lude more  particularly,  sir,  to  the  branches  of 
the  bank  which  has  been  established  at  New 
Orleans  and  at  Washington.  We  have  been 
told  this  session,  sir.  by  a  gentleman  from  Mary- 
land, (Mr.  Smith,)  that  the  Territory  of  Orleans 
is  a  very  wealthy  one,  that  it  probably  contains 
a  greater  number  of  rich  inhabitants,,  for  its  pop- 
ulation, than  any  other  district  in  the  Union. 
Sir,  if  this  be  the  fact,  of  whom  does  this 
wealthy  population  consist?  Not  of  the  in- 
habitants, but  of  the  planters;  men  who  are 
not  borrowers  of  the  bank,  who,  when  they  re- 
alize the  sales  of  their  produce,  invest  tha  surplus 
proceeds  of  it  beyond  their  expenditure  in  the 
fnnds,  or  in  the  acquisition  of  new  lands,  or  in 
the  purchase  of  an  additional  number  of  ne- 
groes. Sir,  it  is  notorious,  that  from  the  recent 
possession  by  the  United  States  of  Louisiana, 
and  the  oei-tainty  that  New  Orleans  must  soon 
be  the  emporium  of  an  immense  western  oom- 
mere,  that  city  has  become  more  the  resort  of 
the  young,  the  adventurous,  the  enterprising 


and  the  rash  among  the  mercantile  men  of  our 
country,  than  any  other  city  in  the  Union ;  and 
it  is  obvious,  sir,  in  proportion  as  the  borrowers 
from  a  bank  consist  of  persons  of  this  de- 
scription, in  the  same  proportion  must  the  cir- 
cumstances of  such  bank  be  unsound;  and 
without  possessing  any  particular  knowledge 
whatever  on  the  state  of  this  bank,  if  the  col- 
lections of  its  debts  are  speedily  made,  I  would 
not  make  the  purchase  at  a  discount  of  twenty- 
five  per  cent,  from  the  nominal  amount  of 
them.  • 

Sir,  we  can  judge  with  more  accuracy  when 
we  come  nearer  home.  What  is  the  state  of  the 
bank  in  this  city?  What  the  ability  of  its 
debtors  to  meet  their  engagements  ?  It  is  stated 
the  branch  has  a  loan  out  here  of  four  hundred 
thousand  dollars.  Where  is  the  navigation  ? — 
where  the  wealthy  merchants  ? — where  are  the 
opulent  tradesmen? — the  extensive  manufac- 
turers, to  refund  this  money,  when  they  are 
called  on  to  do  it?  Sir,  they  are  not  to  be 
found ;  they  do  not  exist  here ;  there  are  but 
very  few  opulent  men  in  the  city,  and  those  are 
either  not  borrowers  of  the  bank,  or  not  bor- 
rowers to  an  amount  of  any  importance.  Where, 
then,  is  the  money  to  be  found,  or  what  has 
been  done  with  it  ?  It  has  probably  been  taken 
out  of  the  Bank  of  the  United  States  to  build 
up  the  five  or  six  District  banks  which  yon 
have  chartered  the  present  session ;  to  furnish 
the  means  of  erecting  the  fifty  or  sixty  brick 
houses  which  we  are  told  have  made  their  ap- 
pearance during  the  last  Summer ;  to  encourage 
speculations  in  city  lots,  and  to  enable  the  pro- 
prietors to  progress  with  the  half-finished  canal 
which  nearly  adjoins  us.  Well,  sir,  if  the  bank 
promptly  caUs  in  its  loan  of  four  hundred  thou- 
sand dollars,  will  the  debtors  be  enabled  to  meet 
their  payments?  Can  they  sell  these  lots,  these 
brick  houses,  these  canal  shares  ?  No,  sir,  in 
such  a  state  of  things  they  could  find  no  pur- 
chasers, they  could  nearly  as  well  create  a  world 
as  to  furnish  the  money ;  and  if  the  bank  is  to 
stop,  and  the  payment  of  this  debt  be  speedily 
coerced,  I  would  not  give  two  hundred  thousand 
dollars  for  the  whole  of  it. 

In  addition  to  this,  I  shall  show  presently, 
from  testimony  which  cannot  be  controverted, 
that  the  conduct  of  the  Bank  of  the  United 
States,  or  its  directors,  or  rather  the  stockhold- 
ers, whose  agents  they  are,  in  addition  to  being 
wise  and  skilful,  and  moderate,  as  the  Secreta- 
ry of  the  Treasury  states  them  to  have  been, 
that  they  have  also  been  honorable,  and  liberal, 
and  impartial;  and  if,  in  addition  to  this,  it  be 
proved  that  the  bank  has,  in  every  instance 
where  it  had  the  ability  to  do  it,  met  the  wishes 
of  the  Government,  and  to  facilitate  its  views 
in  the  security  and  collection  of  the  revenue,  it 
has  also  established  branches  where  it  must 
have  been  obviously  and  palpably  to  the  disad- 
vantage of  the  bank  to  do  it — ^if  it  has  furnished 
capitals  for  the  extension  of  our  commerce,  if  it 
has  provided  means  for  the  establishment  of 
important  manufactories,  if  it  has  had  a  tenden- 
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cy  to  raise  the  price  of  our  domestic  produce, 
and  has  thus  encouraged  industry,  and  improved 
and  embellished  the  interior  of  the  country — it 
would  seem  pretty  strongly  to  follow,  that  if  it 
he  expedient  to  preserve  the  existence  of  an 
institution  similar  to  this,  then  these  gentle- 
men, on  the  score  of  merit,  added  to  the  expe- 
rience of  twenty  years'  successful  operation,  have 
a  fair  claim  on  the  Government  for  a  prefer- 
ence in  favor  of  that  which  is  already  in  opera- 
tion. 

I  am  aware,  sir,  that  it  may  he  stated  in  op- 
position to  this  claim,  that  these  stockholders 
have  enjoyed  a  boon  for  twenty  years  from 
which  others  of  their  fellow-citizens  have  been 
deprived,  except  on  such  terms  as  the  sellers  of 
shares  chose  to  prescribe ;  that  the  charter  ex- 
pires by  its  own  limitation,  and  that  beyond 
this  period  they  have  no  right  to  expect  any 
thing  which  may  not  arise  from  the  interest 
and  convenience  of  the  Government.  I  admit, 
sir,  there  is  considerable  strength  in  these  ob- 
jections. The  exclusive  right  contained  in  the 
charter  ever  appeared  to  me  as  furnishing  the 
most  solid  constitutional  objection  against  the 
bank.  The  creation  of  monopolies ;  the  grant- 
ing of  exclusive  privileges,  except  so  far  as  to 
secure  to  the  authors  of  useful  inventions  the 
benefit  of  their  discoveries ;  the  tying  up  of  the 
hands  of  the  Legislature,  and  depriving  itself  of 
the  power  of  according  to  a  set  of  citizens,  who 
may  come  into  legal  existence  to-morrow,  or 
ten  years  hence,  what  it  had  given  to  another ; 
ever  appeared  to  me  hostile  to  the  genius  and 
spirit  of  the  people  of  the  United  States,  and  of 
ail  their  institutions.  Highly  then,  sir,  as  I  am 
induced  to  think  of  the  conduct  of  this  bank, 
from  the  best  evidence  I  can  obtain,  stiU,  from 
the  considerations  I  have  just  mentioned,  did 
the  question  now  before  us  simply  afieot  the 
stockholders,  I  should  certainly  not  trouble 
the  Senate  with  any  remarks  in  reference  to  it, 
and  should  sit  down  in  entire  acquiescence, 
whether  the  prayer  of  their  petition  for  the  re- 
newal of  the  charter  of  the  bank  were  granted 
or  rejected. 

Sir,  before  quitting  this  idea  of  constitutional 
objection,  permit  me  to  make  one  or  two  brief 
remarks  in  regard  to  it.  It  is  impossible  for 
the  ingenuity  of  man  to  devise  any  written  sys- 
tem of  government,  which,  after  a  lapse  of  time, 
extension  of  empire,  or  change  of  circumstan- 
ces, shall  be  able  to  carry  its  own  provisions 
into  operation — hence,  sir,  the  indispensable 
necessity  of  implied  or  resulting  powers,  and 
hence  the  provision  in  the  constitution  that  the 
Government  should  exercise  such  additional 
powers  as  were  necessary  to  carry  those  that 
had  been  delegated  into  efiect.  Sir,  if  this 
country  goes  on  increasing  and  extending,  in 
the  ratio  it  has  done,  it  is  not  impossible  that 
hereafter,  to  provide  for  all  the  new  cases  that 
may  rise  under  this  new  state  of  things,  the  de- 
fined powers  may  prove  only  a  text,  and  the 
imphed  or  resulting  powers  may  furnish  the 
sermon  to  it. 


Permit  me,  sir,  to  put  one  question  on  this 
head,  in  addition  to  those  so  ably,  and  to  my 
view,  unanswerably  put  yesterday  by  the  hon- 
orable gentleman  from  Georgia,  (Mr.  Ceaw- 
FOED.)  Whence,  sir,  do  you  get  the  right, 
whence  do  you  derive  the  powers  to  erect  cus- 
tom-houses in  the  maritime  districts  of  the 
United  States  ?  To  attach  to  them  ten,  fifteen, 
or  twenty  custom-house  officers;  and  clothe 
these  men  with  authority  to  invade  the  domi- 
cile, to  break  into  the  dwelling-house  of  per- 
haps an  innocent  citizen  ?  Whence  do  you  get 
it,  sir,  except  as  an  implied  power  resulting 
from  the  authority  given  in  the  constitution 
"  to  lay  and  collect  taxes,  duties,  imposts,  and 
excises?"  If,  under  this  authority,  you  can 
erect  these  custom-houses  and  create  this  mu- 
nicipal, fiscal,  inquisitorial  gens  cParmerie,  with 
liberty  to  violate  the  rights  of  the  citizen,  to 
break  into  his  castle  at  midnight,  without  even 
a  form  of  wan-ant,  on  a  plausible  appearance  of 
probability,  or  probable  cause  of  suspicion  of 
his  secreting  smuggled  goods,  which  the  event 
may  prove  to  be  unfounded — and  it  wUl  be  re- 
collected that  a  majority  of  Congress  voted  for 
the  grant  of  this  power  in  its  most  offensive  form, 
when  two  years  since  they  voted  for  the  act 
enforcing  the  embargo — I  say,  sir,  if  under  this 
general  power  to  collect  duties,  you  can  erect 
the  establishment  and  give  the  offensive  power 
just  mentioned,  can  you  not,  with  the  concur- 
rence even  of  the  citizens,  adopt  another  more 
mild  and  useful  mode,  and  create  an  establish- 
ment for  the  collection  and  safe-keeping  of  the 
revenue,  and  place  it  under  the  direction  of  ten 
or  twelve  directors,  and  christen  it  an  office  of 
discoxmt  and  deposit,  or  of  collection  and  pay- 
ment, as  you  like  best?  And  can  you  not, 
when  you  have  thus  created  it,  give  to  the  di- 
rectors a  power,  which  perhaps  they  would 
have  without  your  grant,  to  receive  and  keep 
the  cash  of  those  who  choose  to  place  it  with 
them  and  to  loan  them  money  at  the  legal  rate 
of  interest,  and  in  some  places,  as  at  New  York, 
at  nearly  fifteen  per  cent,  above  the  legal  rate 
of  interest  ?  If  you  can  do  this,  then  you  have 
your  bank  established,  sir — and,  most  assuredly, 
if  you  can  do  one  of  these  things  you  can  do 
the  other. 

Sir,  the  constitutional  objection  to  this  bank, 
on  the  ground  that  Congress  had  not  the  power 
to  grant  an  act  of  incorporation,  has  ever  ap- 
peared to  me  the  most  unsound  and  untenable. 
Still  gentlemen  of  intelligence  and  integrity, 
who  have  thought  long  and  deeply  on  the  sub- 
ject, think  differently  from  me:  and  I  feel 
bound  to  respect  their  opinions,  however  op- 
posed they  may  be  to  my  own.  Yet,  sir,  I  will 
venture  to  predict,  without  feeling  any  anxiety 
for  the  fate  of  the  prophecy,  that  should  this 
bank  be  suffered  to  run  down,  such  will  be  the 
state  of  things  before  this  time  twelve  months, 
that  there  are  other  gentlemen,  who  at  present 
have  constitutional  objections,  but  who  have 
not  thought  so  long  and  deeply  upon  them,  who 
win,  before  that  time,  receive  such  a  flood  of 
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inteUigence,  as  on  this  head  perfectly  to  dispel 
their  doubts,  and  quiet  their  consciences. 

Sir,  I  shall  now  proceed  as  briefly  as  may  be 
in  my  power  to  state  the  situation  of  this  bank 
on  the  expiration  of  its  charter,  and  the  effects 
on  the  community  consequent  on  it.  There  is 
now  dne  to  the  bank  from  individuals  fifteen 
millions  of  dollars.  These  fifteen  millions  of 
dollars  must  be  collected — the  power  of  the 
bank  to  grant  discounts  will  have  ceased,  and 
the  duty  of  the  directors  must  require  them 
to  make  the  collection.  Sir,  how  is  this  to  be 
done?  "Whence  can  the  money  be  obtained? 
I  shall  demonstrate  to  you  presently,  that  al- 
ready, from  an  apprehension  of  a  non-^ene^7al 
of  the  charter  of  the  bank,  business  is  nearly  at 
a  stand — that  navigation,  real  estate,  and  mer- 
chandise are  unsalable ;  and  that  a  man  worth 
one  hundred  thousand  dollars,  at  the  recently 
rated  value  of  property,  and  owing  ten  thou- 
sand dollars,  must  stiU  be  utterly  unable  to  meet 
his  engagements.  Suppose,  sir,  this  property 
consists  in  houses  or  shipping;  suppose  his 
warehouse  is  fuU  of  goods,  and  he  has  a  large 
sum  placed  at  his  credit  in  England  ?  If,  sir, 
he  can  neither  sell  his  ships  nor  his  goods — ^if  he 
cannot  sell  his  real  estate  nor  scarcely  give 
away  his  exchange,  which  hitherto,  to  men  who 
had  money  in  England,  has  been  a  never-failing 
source  of  supply  in  case  of  need ;  I  say  under 
these  circumstances,  sir,  whatever  may  be  his 
property,  he  cannot  meet  his  engagements.  Sir, 
can  men  thus  situated,  solvent  as  they  ought  to 
be  ten  times  over,  find  relief  from  the  State 
banks?  Certainly  not,  sir.  These  banks  have 
already  gone  to  the  extreme  length  of  their 
ability;  they  have  always  discounted  to  an 
amount  in  proportion  to  their  capital  exceeding 
that  of  the  Bank  of  the  United  States,  which  is 
incontrovertibly  proved  by  the  dividends  they 
have  declared,  which  have  at  most  tmiversally 
equalled  and  frequently  exceeded  those  of  the 
Bank  of  the  United  States,  notwithstanding  the 
advantage  enjoyed  by  the  latter  from  the  de- 
posit of  public  moneys.  Sir,  so  far  from  hav- 
ing it  in  their  power,  in  the  case  of  the  dissolu- 
tion of  the  Bank  of  the  United  States,  to  assist 
the  debtors  to  that  bank  in  meeting  their  en- 
gagements to  it — I  aflBrm  the  fact,  on  which  I 
have  myself  a  perfect  reliance,  that,  take  the 
State  banks  from  Boston  to  "Washington,  and 
after  paying  their  debts  to  the  Bank  of  the 
United  States,  they  have  not,  nor  do  I  believe 
they  have  had,  for  six  months  back,  specie 
enough  to  pay  the  debts  due  to  their  deposit- 
ors, and  the  amount  of  their  bOls  in  circulation. 
And  here  I  beg  it  to  be  observed,  that  bank 
biUs  and  bank  deposits,  or  credits,  are  precise- 
ly the  same  thing — with  this  difference,  that 
the  latter,  from  the  residence  in  the  neighbor- 
hood of  the  banks,  and  the  vigilance  of  the 
proprietors,  would  be  the  first  called  for.  How 
idle  is  it  then  to  expect  to  obtain  relief  from 
banks  which  have  already  extended  themselves 
beyond  the  bounds  of  prudence,  and  have  not 
even  at  present  the  ability  to  meet  their  exist- 
Voi.  IV.— 18 


ing  engagements?  It  might  nearly  as  well  be 
expected,  that  a  man  who  was  already  a  bank- 
rupt should  prop  and  support  his  failing  neigh- 
bor. 

Sir,  much  has  been  recently  said  of  the 
amount  of  specie  in  the  United  States.  -Theo- 
retical men  have  made  many  and  vague  con- 
jectures about  it,  for  after  all  it  must  rest  upon 
conjecture ;  some  have  estimated  it  at  ten  mil- 
lions of  dollars — some  twelve,  some  twenty,  and 
some  newspaper  scribblers  at  forty  millions  of 
dollars.  Sir,  I  do  Bot  believe  that  for  the  last 
ten  years  the  United  States  have  at  any  time 
been  more  bare  of  specie  than  at  the  present 
moment.  A  few  years  since,  specie  flowed  in 
upon  us  in  abundance.  This  resulted  princi- 
pally from  an  operation  of  a  very  singular  and 
peculiar  nature.  The  Spanish  Government,  as 
it  was  then  understood,  agreed  to  pay  to  France 
a  very  large  sum  of  money — many  mDhons  of 
dollars,  the  precise  number  I  am  unable  to 
state,  from  her  possessions  in  South  America. 
France  contracted  with  a  celebrated  English 
banking  house,  as  was  said  at  the  time,  with 
either  the  concurrence  or  connivance  of  the 
English  Government,  that  this  money  should 
be  obtained  through  the  United  States.  These 
bankers,  by  their  agent,  contracted  with  certain  . 
American  houses,  principally  I  believe  in  Balti- 
more, for  the  importation  of  this  specie  from  La 
Vera  Cruz  into  the  United  States,  from  whence 
it  was  not  transmitted  iu  coin  to  Europe,  but 
invested  in  adventures  in  the  shipments  of  pro- 
duce, the  proceeds  of  which  ultimately  go  into 
the  hands  of  these  bankers  in  London,  or  of 
their  friends  on  the  continent,  from  whom  it 
was  fitnally  realized  by  the  French  Government, 
either  by  drafts  from  Paris,  or  remittances  to 
that  city.  This  operation  had  a  trebly  favora- 
ble effect  on  the  United  States — it  made  for- 
tunes for  some  of  the  merchants,  it  furnished  the 
means  of  shipments  to  Europe,  and  it  also  pro- 
vided the  funds  for  adventures  to  the  East 
Indies  and  to  China.  But  this  contract  has 
now  been  finished  some  years ;  and  since  that 
time  there  has  been  a  constant  drain  of  specie 
from  the  country.  "Where  it  is  in  future  to  be 
procured  from,  I  know  not.  Not  from  South 
America.  Specie  is,  I  believe,  protected  from 
exportation  there,  except  to  Spain.  From  Spain 
we  cannot  get  it — ^to  a  great  part  of  what  was  ' 
Spain  we  have  now  scarcely  any  trade.  From 
France  it  cannot  be  obtained,  for  if  we  can  get 
it  there!  even  by  hcense,  we  are  obliged  to  bring 
back  her  produce  or  manufactures.  From  Eng- 
land it  cannot  be  imported — it  is  now  made 
highly  penal  to  attempt  to  send  it  out  of  the 
kingdom.  "With  South  America  we  have  but 
little  trade — hitherto  we  famished  them  with 
smuggled  or  licensed  European  and  India  goods ; 
but  now  the  markets  are  flooded  with  these 
goods  by  importations  direct  from  England,  and 
which  have  been  attended  with  great  loss  to 
the  shippers.  For  these  reasons,  it  is  difiScult 
to  find  a  vessel  sailing  from  the  United  States 
to  the  Spanish  ports  in  South  America.    These 
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are  among  the  reasons  why  the  amount  of  spe- 
cie now  in  the  country  is  small,  and  has  for 
some  time  past  been  gradually  lessening.  Sir, 
without  indulging  in  vague  conjectures,  what 
are  the  best  data  we  have  to  form  an  estimate 
of  the  amount  of  specie  in  the  country  8  The 
Bank  of  the  United  States  has  five  millions  of 
doUars  in  its  vaults.  In  Boston  there  are  three 
State  banks — in  New  York  I  believe  four,  Phil- 
adelphia four,  and  Baltimore  eight — call  these 
nineteen  twenty,  and  allow  on  an  average  one 
hundred  and  fifty  thousand  dollars  specie, 
which  probably  is  as  much  as  they  generally 
possess,  and  this  will  make  three  millions  of 
dollars ;  this  amount,  united  to  the  sum  in  the 
vaults  of  the  Bank  of  the  United  States,  gives 
eight  millions  of  dollars — to  which,  if  you  allow 
two  millions  of  dollars  for  a  loose  circulation  of 
specie,  you  get  an  aggregate  of  ten  millions  of 
dollars.  "We  are  sometimes  told  of  the  large 
sums  of  money  hoarded  in  our  country  by  indi- 
viduals— ^probably  there  may  be  some  among 
the  German  farmers  in  Pennsylvania — perhaps 
more  in  that  State  than  in  any  other,  or  all  the 
others  in  the  Union;  but  still  of  no  great 
amount — the  reputation  of  a  little  money  pos- 
sessed in  this  way  easily  swells  into  a  large 
sum.  At  any  rate,  let  the  amount  be  what  it 
may,  in  time  of  distress  and  mistrust,  it  would 
afford  no  addition  to  your  circulating  medium ; 
for  it  is  precisely  in  times  like  these,  that  men 
who  hoard  money  will  lock  it  up  most  securely. 

Sir,  the  circulation  of  our  country  is  at  pres- 
ent emphatically  a  paper  circulation — very  lit- 
tle specie  passes  in  exchange  between  individ- 
uals— it  is  a  circulation  bottomed  on  bank  pa- 
per and  bank  credits,  amounting  perhaps  to  fifty 
millions  of  dollars.  And  on  what,  sir,  does  this 
circulation  rest  ?  It  rests  upon  the  tea  millions 
of  doUars,  if  that  be  the  amount  of  specie  in  the 
country,  and  upon  public  confidence. 

The  Bank  of  the  United  States  has  fifteen 
millions  of  doUars  to  coUect — call  it  ten,  sir — 
nobody  will  dispute  this — ^no  one  will  pretend 
that  this  bank  is  not  solvent — ^the  remnant  of 
its  surplus  dividends,  and  the  interest  it  wiU 
have  earned,  will  be  sufficient  to  cover  its  losses 
at  New  Orleans,  at  Washington,  and  perhaps 
elsewhere.  In  what  are  these^  ten  millions  of 
dollars  to  be  collected  ?  In  bank  bills,  the  credit 
of  which  is  at  least  doubtful?  No,  sir,  in  spe- 
cie ;  and  when  this  is  entirely  withdrawn  from 
the  State  banks,  and  the  banks  are  unable  to 
pay  the  money  for  their  bills,  who  does  not  see 
that  this  confidence  is  instantly  destroyed — that 
the  bubble  bursts — that  floods  of  paper  bills  will 
be  poured  in  upon  them,  which  they  will  be 
unable  to  meet,  and  which  will  for  a  time  be  as 
worthless  as  oak  leaves — ^that  the  banks  them- 
selves must,  at  least  temporarily,  become  bank- 
'  rupts,  and  that  a  prostration  of  credit,  and  all 
those  habits  of  punctuality  which  for  twenty 
,years,_  we  have  been  striving  so  successfully  to 
establish,  wUl  inevitably  ensue,  and,  with  them, 
also,  there  must  be  suspended  the  commerce, 
the  industry  and  manufactures  of  the  country ; 


and  a  scene  of  embarrassment  and  derangement 
be  produced,  which  has  been  unexampled  in  our 
history. 

I  wiU  now  make  a  very  few  remarks  on  the 
effects  which  the  dissolution  of  the  bank  will 
have  on  the  revenue  and  fiscal  concerns  of  the 
country.  Can  it  be  supposed,  sir,  that  the  source 
to  which  will  be  imputed  the  distress  that  will 
have  flowed  from  this  event,  will  be  the  first  to 
be  thought  of  to  be  guarded  against  a  participa- 
tion of  the  evils  that  will  result  from  it,  in  pre- 
ference to  the  claims  of  the  most  intimate 
friends  and  connections  ?  No,  sir,  the  bonds  due 
to  the  United  States  will  be  collected  only  at 
the  tail  of  an  execution.  But  I  mean  not  to 
press  this  consideration.  Admit,  for  a  moment, 
that  they  will  all  be  equally  well  collected — 
that  they  will  be  paid  as  usual,  although  it  is 
palpable  that  for  a  considerable  time  the  mer- 
chants will  be  unable  to  find  the  means  to  pay 
them :  yet,  admit,  sir,  that  the  money  is  col- 
lected in  the  State  banks,  how  is  it  to  be  trans- 
mitted? It  must  come  to  the  centre  of  the  seat 
of  Government ;  very  little  of  the  public  money 
is  expended  in  the  Northern  section  of  the 
Union.  WUl  it  come  from  the  Eastward,  in  hills 
of  the  State  banks?  Penobscot  bank  bills 
sometimes  will  not  pass  in  Boston  ;  Boston  bills 
pass  with  difliculty  in  New  York  or  Philadel- 
phia ;  and  the  bills  of  New  York  State  banks 
probably  would  not  be  readily  current  in  Wash- 
ington. You  must,  then,  sir,  if  Boston  gives  yon 
a  revenue  of  two  millions  of  dollars,  transmit 
the  greater  part  of  it  to  the  seat  of  Government, 
or  wherever  it  may  be  wanted  in  specie.  Can 
this  be  done?  We  have  not  two  millions  of 
dollars  of  specie  in  our  town,  and,  I  may  almost 
venture  to  say,  never  had.  Suppose  you  make 
this  transmission  once,  can  you  do  it  a  second 
time  ?  No,  sir,  the  thing  is  utterly  impractica- 
ble. You  must  adopt  some  other  mode.  Ex- 
change between  the  different  cities  will  not 
reach  the  case ;  frequently  it  cannot  be  pur- 
chased even  for  an  insignificant  amount. 

Sir,  win  your  money,  when  collected,  be  safe 
in  the  State  banks?  Of  this  I  am  extremely 
doubtful.  Solicitations  wiU  undoubtedly  be 
made  for  it  from  all  quarters.  They  have  al- 
ready been  made.  In  one  instance,  I  am  told, 
sir,  the  agent  of  a  bank,  even  during  the  few 
past  weeks,  has  been  here  for  the  purpose — that 
suddenly  the  agent  was  gone,  and  in  a  few  days 
it  was  discovered  that,  owing  to  the  failure  of 
one  of  the  debtors  to  the  bank  which  he  repre- 
sented, (a  great  broker,)  the  stock  had  fallen  in 
one  day  near  20  per  cent.  What  was  this  the 
evidence  of,  hut  that  those  who  were  most  in- 
terested in  this  bank,  the  stockholders  who  were 
on  the  spot,  and  best  acquainted  with  its  solid- 
ity, were  willing  to  wash  their  hands  of  their 
concern  in  it,  at  almost  any  rate  of  sacrifice? 
Sir,  I  only  state  this,  as  it  was  here  reported.  I 
have  no  personal  knowledge  on  the  subject. 
But  will  you  trust  your  funds  with  an  institu- 
tion thus  precarious,  and  whose  solidity  is  dis- 
trusted even  by  its  best  friends  ? 
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Wednesday,  February  13. 
The  credentials  of  Nicholas  Oilman,  appoint- 
ed a  Senator  by  the  Legislature  of  the  State  of 
New  Hampshire,  for  the  term  of  six  years,  com- 
mencing on  the  4th  day  of  March  next,  were 
read,  and  ordered  to  lie  on  file. 


TmjESDAT,  February  14. 
Banh  of  the  United  States. 

The  Senate  resumed,  as  in  Committee  of  the 
"Whole,  the  bill  to  amend  and  continue  in  force 
an  act,  entitled  "  An  act  to  incorporate  the  sub- 
scribers to  the  Bank  of  the  United  States," 
passed  on  the  25th  of  February,  1T91. 

The  question  being  to  strike  out  the  first  sec- 
tion— 

Mr.  Giles. — ^Mr.  President :  It  is  with  great 
reluctance  that  I  find  myself  compelled  to  enter 
into  the  discussion  of  the  subject  now  under  the 
consideration  of  the  Senate,  but  the  observations 
which  fell  from  the  honorable  gentleman  from 
Georgia  (Mr.  Obawfoed)  were  of  such  a  char- 
acter as  to  impose  on  me  an  irresistible  obliga- 
tion to  present  that  view  of  the  subject  which 
has  resulted  from  the  best  reflections  I  have 
been  enabled  to  bestow  on  it.  This  obligation 
arises  from  the  very  high  respect  I  entertain  for 
the  Legislature  of  the  State  I  have  the  honor  to 
represent,  the  great  respect  I  feel  for  the  gen- 
.  tleman  who  made  the  observations,  as  well  as 
from  the  respect  which  is  manifestly  due  to  my- 
self. In  executing  this  unpleasant  task,  I  labor 
under  circumstances  of  peculiar  embarrassment. 
This  embarrassment  arises  from  a  conviction 
that  the  views  of  the  subject  now  proposed  to 
bo  exhibited  will  disappoint  the  expectations 
both  of  the  opposers  and  the  favorers  of  the  bill, 
and  that  they  will  not  be  acceptable  to  either.  I 
shall  not,  however,  in  this  instance,  depart  from 
my  invariable  habit,  when  urged  by  duty  to 
participate  in  debate  before  this  honorable  body, 
of  disclosing  in  the  most  undisguised  manner 
my  real  opinions  upon  the  whole  subject,  free 
of  any  consideration  of  political  difiiculties  or 
inconveniences  which  may  consequently  affect 
myself. 

In  the  first  place,  I  find  myself  called  upon  to 
oppose  a  law,  on  constitutional  grounds,  which 
has  been  in  existence  for  nearly  twenty  yeairs, 
and  during  that  period,  I  am  compelled  to  ad- 
mit, has  been  acquiesced  in  by  the  several  State 
governments,  as  well  as  by  the  General  Govern- 
ment, and  its  republican  administrations.  It  is 
peculiarly  irksome  to  me  to  question  the  con- 
stitutionality of  a  law  which  has  been  thus  and 
so  long  acquiesced  in,  because  it  tends  to  give 
the  character  of  instability  to  the  laws  gene- 
rally, and  in  my  judgment,  tends  also  to  impair 
the  sacred  character  of  the  laws,  and  of  course, 
to  lessen  their  efficacy.  In  a  Government  like 
ours,  where  the  laudable  boast  of  every  citizen 
is  that  he  lives  under  a  government  of  laws,  and 
not  of  men,  no  subject  should  be  touched  with 
more  caution  and  delicacy  than  one  which  ques- 
tions the  validity  of  the  laws,  lessens  the  confi- 


dence of  the  citizens  in  them,  or  impairs  the 
obhgation  of  obedience  to  them.  Yet,  sir,  the 
course  of  observations  I  propose  to  make  may 
have  some  of  these  tendencies,  which  I  should 
extremely  regret,  and  this  apprehension,  of 
course,  produces  embarrassment.  Connected 
with  this  idea  is  another  circumstance  of  embar- 
rassment. I  cannot  help  observing  the  inordi- 
nate zeal  manifested  by  the  opposers  of  this 
bill,  evidently  resulting  from  a  belief  that  its  re- 
jection will  lessaji  the  powers  of  the  Federal 
Government.  Although  it  may  be  properly  di- 
rected in  the  present  instance,  yet  I  think  I 
have  seen,  and  fear  I  may  hereafter  see  the 
same  spirit  directed  against  some  of  the  powers 
and  proceedings  of  the  Government  which  I 
have  deemed  indispensable  to  its  own  preserva- 
tion, and  its  beneficial  efficacy  towards  the  peo- 
ple. It  may,  perhaps,  be  thought  by  some  not 
becoming  in  me  to  say  that  I  have  not  been  an 
inattentive  observer  of  the  progress  of  this  Gov- 
ernment for  twenty  years,  and  more  particu- 
larly, since  the  Republican  party  came  into 
power.  Some  of  the  scenes  through  which  I 
have  passed,  have  produced  an  impressive  in- 
fluence on  my  mind.  Such  is  the  nature  of  the 
Government  that  its  administration  will  vibrate 
from  one  principle  to  another,  and  it  will  always 
require  great  wisdom  to  keep  its  oscillations 
from  wandering  too  far.  "Whilst  those  who 
preceded  us  in  power  endeavored  to  legislate 
into  the  constitution  an  unnecessary  construc- 
tive energy,  leading  to  what  has  been  called 
consolidation,  it  appears  to  me  that  we  have 
taken  too  much  the  opposite  course,  leading  to 
disunion  and  dissolution,  by  depriving  it  con- 
structively of  its  legitimate,  necessary,  and  prop- 
er powers.  If  this  course  should  be  unfor- 
tunately persevered  in,  it  requires  no  spirit  of 
prophecy  to  foresee -that  the  Government  will 
fall  to  pieces  from  the  want  of  due  energy  in 
the  administration  of  its  legitimate  powers,  or 
that  some  extraordinary  means  must  be  resorted 
to  for  its  resuscitation. 

The  honorable  gentleman  from  Georgia,  (Mr. 
Ceaweoed,)  who  reported  this  bill,  as  the  chair- 
man of  the  committee,  to  whom  the  subject  was 
generally  referred,  excited  not  a  little  surprise  in 
my  mind  by  the  prefatory  remarks  which  fell 
from  him  in  support  of  it.  The  gentleman  pre- 
faced his  arguments  by  observing,  "  that  it  had 
latterly  become  the  fashion  to  eulogize  the  Con- 
stitution of  the  United  States  ;  and  that  when- 
ever he  heard  lavish  encomiums  applied  to  it, 
he  could  not  help  apprehending  mischief."  I 
acknowledge  I  could  not  comprehend  the  bear- 
ing of  this  remark  upon  the  question  under  dis- 
cussion. I,  sir,  have  long  been  in  the  habit  of 
venerating  the  constitution,  and  have  often  ex- 
pressed my  admiration  at  the  wisdom  of  its  pro- 
visions ;  and  I  really  had  hoped  that  I  might 
have  been  indulged  in  these  sentiments  and  pre- 
possessions, and  even  the  expression  of  them 
upon  proper  occasions,  without  exciting  in  the 
mind  of  any  gentleman  apprehensions  of  mis- 
chief ;  nor  can  I  divine  what  species  of  mis- 
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chief  the  gentleman  apprehends  from  that  cause. 
Mr.  President,  when  we  look  over  the  whole 
world  known  to  us  ;  when  we  particularly  cast 
our  eyes  over  that  part  of  it  with  which  we 
have  the  most  intimate  relations  ;  when  we  see 
the  rapid  strides  which  despotism  is  making 
over  the  whole  human  race  ;  when  w,e  observe 
the  various  and  powerful  means  now  in  use  to 
rivet  its  immovable  dominion  upon  mankind  ; 
when  we  reflect  that  the  Constitution  of  the 
United  States  now  affords  the  only  practical  ex- 
periment upon  the  republican  principle,  and  the 
only  and  last  hope  for  the  preservation  and  ex- 
tension of  the  liberties  of  man  ;  is  it  wonderful 
or  alarming,  that  we  should  feel  and  express 
some  partiality  and  even  veneration  for  an  in- 
strument of  so  peculiar  a  character  ?  or  should 
even  endeavor  to  teach  others  to  venerate,  to 
cherish,  to  support  it  ?  An  instrument,  whose 
provi-sions  at  least  exempt  us  from  the  general 
scene  of  despotism,  and  may  eventually  extend 
their  blessings  to  the  whole  human  race  ?  Or 
if,  in  dwelling  upon  the  wisdom  and  importance 
of  its  provisions,  w-e  might  pass  over  some  pos- 
sible defects  from  scrutinizing  them  with  an 
hypercritical  eye,  might  not  the  omission  be  in- 
dulged without  producing  animadversion  or  cen- 
sure ?  Sir,  we  all  venerate  the  republican  prin- 
ciple. I  know  the  gentleman  from  Georgia  (Mr. 
Oeawfoed)  does ;  nor  do  I  pretend  that  my  de- 
votion to  it  is  greater  than  his ;  but,  sir,  I  have 
given  the  greatest  attention  to  the  observations 
of  the  gentleman  upon  the  constitution  ;  and  I 
can  now  say  that  my  veneration  for  the  in- 
strument, and  admiration  at  the  wisdom  of  its 
provisions,  are  not  at  all  impaired  nor  diminish- 
ed, notwithstanding  the  gentleman's  criticisms, 
&o.  I  will  now,  Mr.  President,  endeavor  to 
exhibit  the  general  character  of  the  constitu- 
tion ;  to  point  out  the  mode  for  its  correct  in- 
terpretation, and  apply  it  to  the  subject  now 
under  consideration.  In  doing  so,  I  propose 
to  foUow  the  course  of  observations  made  by 
the  honorable  chairman  of  the  committee  who 
reported  the  bill. 

The  gentleman  proceeded  to  remark,  that  in 
taking  a  review  of  the  constitution  he  found 
general  as  well  as  incidental  powers  enumerated 
therein.  I  did  not  see  the  precise  application 
the  gentleman  intended  to  make  of  this  remark, 
but  I  have  been  induced  to  review  the  constitu- 
tion in  reference  to  this  subject,  and  it  does  ap- 
pear to  me,  that  the  classification  and  definition 
of  powers  is  as  well  arranged  as  human  wisdom 
could  devise.  I  know  that  nothing  is  perfect 
which  is  the  work  of  man ;  that  no  language  is 
capable  of  perfect  definition.  But,  as  far  as 
definition  can  be  drawn  from  language,  I  con- 
ceive the  constitution  exhibits  as  perfect  an  ex- 
ample as  is  in  existence.  In  the  next  place,  the 
gentleman  remarked  that  there  was  a  number 
of  oases  in  which  Congress  had  departed  from 
the  particular  enumerated  powers  in  the  consti- 
tution, and  had  resorted  to  implication  or  con- 
struction for  the  derivation  of  its  powers.  The 
remark  is  perfectly  correct,  and  I  am  very  ready  | 


to  admit  that  there  is  no  such  thing  as  carry- 
ing into  effect  enumerated  powers  in  any  instru- 
ment whatever,  without  the  intervention  of 
certain  derivative  and  implied  powers.  But  if 
the  gentleman  had  succeeded  in  showing  that 
there  had  been  aberrations  by  the  Congress  of 
the  United  States  from  the  enumerated  powers 
of  the  constitution,  would  he  think  it  correct  to 
use  those  aberrations  as  precedents  for  still 
further  aberrations  ?  Ought  they  not  rather  to 
be  considered  as  mementoes  on  the  part  of  Con- 
gress to  induce  them  to  tread  with  more  care, 
and,  if  they  find  that  their  former  errors  could 
not  be  supported  by  a  fair  and  candid  construc- 
tion of  the  constitution,  to  restrain  the  laws 
within  its  wholesome  provisions  ?  Certainly 
that  is  the  use  to  which  the  history  of  errors 
presented  by  the  honorable  gentleman  from 
Georgia  ought  to  be  applied.  But,  before  I  jjro- 
ceed  to  examine  the  subject  with  more  accuracy, 
I  cannot  avoid  to  express  my  surprise  at  another 
observation  which  fell  from  the  gentleman.  The 
gentleman  observed,  that  the  argument  drawn 
from  the  distinction  between  ends  and  means 
was  "  incomprehensible ;"  and  he  went  so  far 
as  to  call  it  "  nonsensical  jargon."  It  is  not 
only  comprehensible  to  me,  sir,  as  I  conceive, 
but,  in  my  opinion,  is  the  only  way  in  which  a 
just  construction  of  the  constitution  is  to  be  at- 
tained. This  results  from  the  peculiar  nature 
and  organization  of  the  instrument.  Permit 
me  here  to  endeavor  to  illustrate  my  idea  by  a 
reference  to  the  constitution  itself  ?  The  con- 
stitution is  an  instrument  which  grew  out  of 
the  situation  of  the  United  States  at  the  time 
of,  and  preceding  its  adoption  ;  and  to  show 
that  the  constitution  recited  the  great  objects 
of  its  formation,  and  then  prescribed  the  means 
for  carrying  them  into  effect,  I  beg  leave  to  re- 
fer to  a  part  of  the  instrument  itself.  The  pre- 
amble, like  all  other  preambles,  was  designed  to 
express  the  objects  of  the  instrument  or  the 
ends  to  be  effected  by  its  provisions.  "  We, 
the  people  of  the  United  States,  in  order  to 
form  a  more  perfect  union,  establish  justice,  in- 
sure domestic  tranquillity,  provide  for  the  com- 
mon defence,  promote  the  general  welfare,  and 
secure  the  blessings  of  liberty  to  ourselves  and 
our  posterity  ;  do  ordain  and  establish  this  con- 
stitution for  the  United  States  of  America." 
What  is  the  plain  language  of  this  preamble  ? 
The  answer  is  obvious.  That  certain  great  ends 
or  objects  are  here  proposed  to  be  effected.  In 
what  mode,  or  by  what  means  are  they  to  be 
effected  ?  The  preamble  tells  you,  sir,  "  by 
establishing  this  Constitution  for  the  United 
States  of  America."  That  is  the  mode  in  which 
these  great  ends  are  proposed  to  be  effected,  and 
the  body  of  the  instrument  prescribes  the  means 
which  were  deemed  necessary  and  proper  to 
the  effectuation  of  these  ends.  The  subject  will 
be  better  understood  by  throwing  the  mind 
back  to  the  period  of  time  when  this  constitu- 
tion originated,  and  reviewing  the  pecnliar  po- 
litical situation  of  the  United  States  then,  and 
for  some  time  antecedently  thereto. 
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_  At  the  time,  and  antecedently  to  the  estah- 
llshment  of  the  present  constitution,  the  exist- 
ing State  Governments  were  in  possession  of 
all  the  powers  of  sovereignty,  snhject  only  to 
feehle  and  inefficient  articles  of  confederation, 
without  the  means  of  executing  their  own  will, 
and  resting  for  Its  execution  solely  on  requisi- 
tions upon  the  respective  States,  which  might 
either _  comply  or  refuse  to  comply  with  such 
requisitions  at  their  discretion.    A  non-compli- 
ance was  almost  invariably  the  result  of  State 
deliberations,  and  hence  the  feebleness  of  the 
old  Confederation.     The  present  constitution 
was  adopted  as  the  remedy  for  this  great  and 
alarming  evil.    Without  it,  disunion  and  ruin 
to  the  States  would  have  been  the  inevitable 
consequence,  because,  upon  actual  experiment, 
the  States  were  found  utterly  incompetent  to 
the   due  administration  of  all  the  powers  of 
sovereignty  intrusted  to    their    management. 
The  reason  of  this  incompetency  was,  that  some 
of  the  most  important  powers  of  sovereignty  in- 
herently possessed  a  geographical  influence  be- 
yond the  geographical  limits  of   the   several 
States  individually,  and  their  jurisdiction  could 
not  transcend  their  geographical  limits.     Of 
this  description  of  powers  is  the  power  to  de- 
clare war,  &c.,  to  regulate  commerce,  &c.,  and 
all  the  other  enumerated  powers  of  the  constitu- 
tion.   In  consequence  of  the  conflicting  systems 
adopted  by  the  several  States  in  relation  to 
some  of  these  powers,  which  were  then  in  prac- 
tical operation ;  particularly  in  the  conflicting 
regulations  of  commerce,  the  States  were  get- 
ting into  the  most  serious  collisions,  &c.    The 
formidable  evils  necessarily  growing  out  of  the 
state  of  things  required  a  formidable  and  compe- 
tent remedy.     The  great  subject  for  the  con- 
templation of  every  reflecting  mind  in  America 
was,  what  that  remedy  should  be  ?    The  wise 
framers  of   our  admirable  constitution,  after 
great  deliberation,  conceived  and  executed  the 
only  practical  expedient.     It  consisted  in  sepa- 
rating the  powers  of  sovereignty;  in  establish- 
ing a  General  Government,  and  conferring  on 
it  all  the  powers  of  sovereignty  whose  geogra- 
phical influence  was  found  co-extensive  with  the 
geographical  limits  of  the  United  States,  and 
reserving  to  the  State  Governments  respectively 
those  powers  which  were  of  a  mere  local  char- 
acter, and  which  possessed  no  influence  beyond 
the  limits  of  the  States  respectively.     And  also 
to  confer  on  the  General  Government  "  all  the 
means  necessary  and  proper  "  for  executing  its 
own  laws  in  relation  to  these  enumerated  pow- 
ers, without  any  dependence  upon  requisitions 
from  the  respective  State  Governments  for  this 
indispensable  object.     The  idea  was  a  grand 
one,  and  executed  with  an  admirable  simplicity, 
and  the  most  consummate^isdom.  Hence  it  ap- 
pears that  the  great  object  of  the  framers  of  the 
constitution  was  to  establish  a  General  or  Fed- 
eral Government,  and  to  confer  on  it  all  the 
powers  of  sovereignty,  which  in  their  nature 
and  character    possessed   an   influence  co-ex- 
tensive with  the    United  States,  and  to  re-  J 
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serve  to  the  previously-existing  State  Govern- 
ments all  the  powers  of  sovereignty  of  a  more 
local  character,  and  whose  influence  did  not 
extend  beyond  the  geographical  limits  of  the 
States  respectively,  and  therefore  could  be 
rendered  completely  subservient  to  State  juris- 
diction and  management.  These  are  the  means 
prescribed  in  the  c6nstitution  for  effecting  the 
ends  expressed  in  the  preamble.  To  the  ad- 
ministrators of  the  General  Government  the 
framers  of  the  constitution  have  said:  "We 
give  to  you  all  tlfb  powers  of  sovereignty  of  a 
general  character ;  and  to  the  adminstrators  of 
the  State  Governments  they  have  said :  We  re- 
serve to  yon  all  the  powers  of  sovereignty  of  a 
local  character.  I  verily  believe,  that  if  those 
various  Governments  should  be  administered 
with  the  wisdom  with  which  this  separation  of 
powers  was  made  in  the  body  of  the  constitu- 
tion, the  people  of  the  United  States  wiU  not  be 
disappointed  in  the  great  and  interesting  objects 
proclaimed  in  its  preamble.  From  this  short 
history  of  the  origin  of  the  constitution,  and 
the  causes  which  produced  it,  it  evidently  ap- 
pears, that  the  General  or  Federal  Government 
is  in  its  nature  and  character  a  Government  of 
enumerated  powers,  taken  from  previously  ex- 
isting State  Governments,  enumerated  and  con- 
ferred on  it,  reserving  all  unenumerated  powers 
to  the  State  Governments,  or  to  the  people  in 
their  individual  capacities.  But  if  any  doubts 
had  existed  upon  this  subject,  two  amendments 
to  the  constitution,  growing  out  of  some  jeal- 
ousies lest  a  contrary  interpretation  should  be 
given  to  the  constitution,  have  been  adopted, 
which  ought  to  put  this  question  to  rest  for- 
ever. The  9th  and  10th  articles  of  amend- 
ments to  the  constitution  are  as  follow : 

"  The  enumeration  in  the  constitution  of  cer- 
tain rights  shall  not  be  construed  to  deny  or 
disparage  others  retained  by  the  people."  "  The 
powers  not  delegated  to  the  United  States  by 
the  constitution,  nor  prohibited  by  it  to  the 
States,  are  reserved  to  the  States  respectively, 
or  to  the  people."  Now,  sir,  can  language  be 
more  explicit  than  this,  in  declaring  that  this 
charter  contains  certain  enumerated  powers, 
and  that  all  not  enumerated  are  reserved  to  the 
States  or  to  the  people?  There  is  one  article 
reserving  rights  to  the  people,  and  afterwards 
another  article  reserving  them  to  the  States  and 
to  the  people.  While  on  this  subject,  I  beg 
leave  to  read  a  clause  in  the  constitution,  which 
I  find  among  the  enumerated  powers,  and 
which  has  been  construed  by  some,  as  intended 
to  convey  a  general  grant  of  powers  among  the 
enumerated  powers:  "Congress  shall  have 
power  to  lay  and  collect  taxes,  duties,  imposts, 
and  excises,  to  pay  the  debts  and  provide  for 
the  common  defence  and  general  welfare  of  the 
United  States."  The  words  "  and  to  provide 
for  the  common  defence  and  general  welfare," 
have  by  some  been  considered  as  conveying  a 
general  grant  of  power.  Nothing  is  necessary 
to  show  that  this  is  not  a  fair  and  correct  con- 
struction of  the  constitution,  but  reading  it 
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with  attention.  These  terms  oontaia  no  grant 
of  power  whatever,  but  are  used  to  express  the 
ends  or  objects  for  which  particular  gi'ants  of 
power  were  given.  Paying  tlie  debts  and  pro- 
viding for  the  common  defence  and  general  wel- 
fare are  great  objects,  intimately  connected  with 
the  particular  grants  of  power  which  are  given 
for  their  effectuation ;  and  without  these  parti- 
cular grants  of  power,  it  would  not  have  been 
possible  for  Congress  to  effect  them.  The 
framers  of  the  constitution  have  simply  selected 
some  of  the  objects  expressed  in  the  preamble, 
and  declared  that  to  effect  them,  and  to  pay  the 
debts  of  the  United  States,  were  the  considera- 
tions which  induced  them  to  give  to  Congress 
the  power  to  lay  and  collect  taxes,"  &c.  Thus 
taxes  are  to  be  laid,  &c.  "  to  pay  the  debts,  and 
to  provide  for  the  common  defence  and  general 
welfare."  Could  they  have  chosen  a  more  ap- 
propriate phraseology  ?  The  plain  language  to 
Congress  is :  "  You  shall  have  power  to  lay 
and  collect  taxes,  to  pay  the  debts,"  &c.,  and 
to  provide  for  the  common  defence  and  general 
welfare,  or,  in  other  words,  for  the  purpose  of 
paying  the  debts,  &c.,  and  of  providing  for  the 
common  defence  and  general  welfare.  These 
words  do  not  contain  a  general  grant  of  powers, 
but  express  the  objects  of  a  t)artionlar  grant  of 
powers.  The  framers  of  the  constitution  could 
not  have  done  an  act  so  absurd  as  to  make  a 
general  grant  of  powers,  among  an  enumera- 
tion of  specified  powers. 

I  will  now,  Mr.  President,  proceed  to  ex- 
amine those  instances  which  the  gentleman  has 
presented  of  the  supposed  aberrations  of  the 
Congress  of  the  United  States  from  the  enumer- 
ated powers,  and  I  think  it  will  not  be  diflBcult 
to  show  that  there  is  not  a  single  instance 
quoted,  but  which  is  deducible  from  a  fair  and 
correct  interpretation  of  the  express  words  of 
the  constitution,  giving  them  their  common  and 
appropriate  meaning. 

The  first  instance  presented  to  our  considera- 
tion by  the  honorable  gentleman  from  Georgia 
(Mr.  Crawford)  of  the  exercise  of  a  power  by 
Congress  not  enumerated  in  the  constitution, 
was  the  erection  of  light-houses.  The  gentle- 
man from  Massachusetts,  (Mr.  Llotd,)  to  whose 
dispassionate  observations  I  listened  with  great 
pleasure,  superadded  the  instance  of  the  erec- 
tion of  custom-houses.  On  these,  both  of  the 
gentlemen  seemed  to  place  great  reliance,  as 
cases  in  point  with  the  one  under  consideration. 
Both  these  powers  I  conceive  are  given  to  Con- 
gress by  the  express  words  of  the  constitution ; 
but  if  I  should  be  mistaken  in  this  idea,  they . 
are  certainly  comprehended  as  incidental  and 
subservient  to,  or  in  other  words,  "necessary 
and  proper  "  for  carrying  into  effect  some  of 
the  enumerated  powers. 

The  express  words  of  the  constitution  give 
to  Congress  the  power  "  to  lay  and  collect  taxes, 
duties,  imposts,  and  excises,"  &c. ;  "  to  regulate 
commerce  witli  foreign  nations  among  the  sev- 
eral States,  and  with  the  Indian  tribes ;"  "  to 
exercise  exclusive  legislation  in  all  cases  what- 


ever, &o.,  over  all  places  purchased  by  consent 
of  the  Legislature  of  the  State  in  which  the 
same  shall  be,  for  the  erection  of  forts,  maga- 
zines, arsenals,  dockyards,  and  other  needful 
buildings."  From  these  clauses  of  the  consti- 
tution, taken  in  connection  with  each  other,  I 
think  Congress  possesses  the  power  to  erect 
light-houses  and  custom-houses  by  the  express 
words  of  the  constitution ;  for  both  of  these 
descriptions  of  houses  must  necessarily  be  in- 
cluded within  the  term  "needful  buildings," 
or  the  only  construction  which  is  at  all  appli- 
cable to  these  cases  is,  that  needful  buildings  is 
the  general  term,  and  light-houses  and  custom- 
houses are  particular  instances  or  examples 
under  the  general  term ;  or,  if  I  may  be  so  al- 
lowed to  express  my  ideas,  needful  buildings 
may  be  considered  as  the  genus,  of  which  light- 
houses and  custom-houses  are  particular  species. 
The  reason  with  the  framers  of  the  constitution 
for  using  this  general  term  is  obvious.  It  was, 
because  it  was  impossible  for  them  to  foresee 
all  the  particular  species  of  needful  buildings 
which  might  become  necessary  to  the  salutary 
operations  of  this  Government  in  the  course  of 
its  complicated  and  due  administration;  they 
therefore  wisely  left  that  subject  to  the  discus- 
sion of  Congress,  restrained  and  limited,  never- 
theless, by  the  requisition  of  the  consent  of  the 
Legislatures  of  the  States  respectively,  in  every 
case  proposed  for  the  exercise  of  this  discretion. 
That  this  is  a  plain  and  correct  interpretation 
of  the  constitution  is  evinced  by  the  concur- 
rent opinions  of  every  Legislature  of  every 
State,  which  has  heretofore  ceded  lands  for  any 
of  these  objects ;  and  it  is  to  be  remarked,  that 
Congress  has  never  attempted  to  erect  any 
of  these  buildings  without  the  constitutional 
requisition  of  the  consent  of  the  States  respec- 
tively. But  if  this  term  "  needful  buildings  " 
had  not  been  expressed  in  the  constitution,  I 
should  not  hesitate  to  admit  with  these  gentle- 
men that  the  erection  of  light-houses  and  cus- 
tom-houses might  properly  be  deduced  from 
the  power  to  lay  and  collect  taxes,  duties,  &c., 
which  are  particular  grants  of  power  enumerat- 
ed in  the  constitution.  Because  custom-houses 
are  appropriately  necessary  to  the  collection  of 
duties,  and  have  always  been  deemed  indispen- 
sable for  that  object,  as  are  light-houses  to  the 
due  regulation  of  commerce. 

These  two  powers  are  indispensably  connected 
with,  and  subservient  to,  particular  enumerated 
powers,  and  are  therefore  among  the  means 
which  are  necessary  and  proper  for  their  effect- 
uation ;  and  as  such  are  given  to  Congress  by 
the  express  words  of  the  constitution,  which 
are :  Congress  shall  have  power  "  to  make  all 
laws  which  shaU  be  necessary  and  proper  for 
carrying  into  execution  the  foregoing  powers, 
and  all  other  powers  vested  by  this  constitution 
in  the  Government  of  the  United  States,  or  in 
any  department  or  officer  thereof."  From  this 
course  of  interpretation,  the  gentlemen,  reason- 
ing from  a  supposed  analogy,  have  asked,  if 
Congress  can  derive  the  right  to  erect  light- 


DEBATES  OP  CONGRESS. 


279 


Febkuaky,  1811.] 


Banlc  of  the  Untied  States. 


[Senate. 


houses  and  custom-houses  from  their  necessary 
agency  in  effectuating  the  particular  powers  to 
which  they  are  said  to  be  appendant  or  appur- 
tenant, why  may  it  not  in  the  same  way  derive 
the  right  of  granting  charters  of  incorporation 
for  the  same  objects?  Or,  in  other  words,  if 
Congress  can  constitutionally  erect  custom- 
houses for  the  purpose,  or  as  the  necessary 
means  of  collecting  duties ;  why  may  it  not  es- 
tablish a  bank  for  the  same  object,  &o.  ?  The 
question  is  admitted  to  be  a  fair  one ;  and  if  a 
clear  distinction  cannot  be  made  in  the  two 
cases,  it  will  be  admitted  either  that  Congress 
may  constitutionally  establish  a  bank,  or  that  it 
has  heretofore  transcended  its  powers  in  erect- 
ing custom-houses,  &o.  A  clear  and  most  ob- 
vious distinction  appears  to  me  to  exist  in  the 
cases  suggested  by  the  gentlemen  to  be  analo- 
gous, arising  from  the  striking  difference  in  the 
natm-e  and  essential  character  of  these  powers. 
A  custom-house  is  in  its  nature  incidental  and 
subservient  to  the  collection  of  duties.  It  is 
one  of  the  common,  necessary,  and  proper 
means  to  effect  that  end.  It  is  believed  that  in 
no  commercial  country  in  the  world  are  duties 
collected  without  them.  Besides,  the  erection 
of  custom-houses  does  not  involve  in  it  the  ex- 
ercise of  any  other  higher  or  consequential 
powers.  The  same  remarks  will  apply  to  light- 
houses, as  among  the  common,  necessary,  and 
proper  means  for  the  regidation  of  commerce,  &c. 
Is  the  incorporation  of  a  bank  of  this  charac- 
ter ?  It  is  not  among  the  common,  necessary, 
and  proper  means  of  effecting  either  of  the  fore- 
going enumerated  powers,  nor  of  any  other 
enumerated  in  the  constitution ;  still  less  is  it 
incidental  or  subservient  to  any  of  the  enumer- 
ated powers.  It  wants  that  connection,  affilia- 
tion, and  subserviency,  to  some  enumerated 
power,  which  are  clearly  pointed  out  in  relation 
to  the  two  powers,  to  which  it  has  been  said  to 
be  analogous.  Besides,  does  granting  a  charter 
of  incorporation  to  a  bank  involve  no  other 
higher  or  consequential  power  than  merely 
erecting  a  needful  building  for  collecting  duties, 
&c.  ?  It  certainly  does.  It  involves  the  power 
to  grant  charters  of  incorporation  generally ; 
and  in  this  respect,  principally,  its  character  is 
essentially  different  from  both  of  the  powers' 
cited  by  the  gentleman.  The  power  to  grant 
charters  of  incorporation  is  not  an  incidental, 
subordinate,  subservient  power ;  it  is  a  distinct, 
original,  substantive  power.  It  is  also  suscepti- 
ble of  the  clearest  definition;  and  not  being 
among  the  enumerated  powers,  it  seems  to  me 
that  Congress  can  have  no  fair  claim  to  its 
exercise  in  any  case.  If  Congress  had  been 
expressly  authorized  to  grant  charters  of  incor- 
poration generally,  then  granting  a  charter  of 
incorporation  to  a  bank  would  have  been  an 
instance,  or  among  the  means,  of  carrying  into 
effect  that  enumerated  power,  and  would  have 
been  as  much  connected  and  affiliated  with  it  as 
is  the  erection  of  custom-houses  with  the  collec- 
tion of  duties ;  but  the  power  to  grant  charters 
of  incorporation  generily  not  being  expressly 


given  in  the  constitution,  no  particular  instance 
involving  the. exercise  of  that  power  can  be  in- 
ferred by  a  fair  and  candid  interpretation  of 
the  instrument.  I  do  not  mean  to  exaggerate 
the  consequences  which  might  result  from  an 
assumption  of  the  power  .to  grant  charters  of 
incorporation,  &c.  It  is  sufficient  for  me  to  say 
that  it  is  a  power  of  primary  importance ;  that 
it  involves  as  many  incidental  powers  in  its  ex- 
ercise as  any  one  of  the  enumerated  powers ; 
that  it  is  equal,  if  not  paramount,  to  any ;  and, 
therefore,  in  my  ^dgment,  cannot  be  assumed 
by  fair  construction  as  incidental  and  subser- 
vient to  any ;  and,  of  course,  not  as  among  the 
necessary  and  proper  means  for  carrying  any 
into  effect.  In  fact,  in  its  nature  it  does  not  in 
the  smallest  degree  partake  of  the  derivative, 
incidental  character.  It  is  original,  substantive, 
distinct  in  itself,  and  susceptible  of  the  plainest 
definition.  Hence,  whUst  I  am  willing  to  adr 
niit  that  a  power,  which  is  in  its  nature  inci- 
dental and  subservient  to  any  enumerated  power, 
and  also  among  the  necessary  and  proper  means 
for  carrying  it  into  effect,  may  be  exercised  by 
Congress  without  the  express  words  of  the  con- 
stitution, I  should  be  very  unwiUing  to  admit 
that  Congress  should  also  exercise  a  power 
neither  incidental  nor  subservient  to  any  of  the 
enumerated  powers,  nor  among  the  necessary 
and  proper  means  for  carrying  any  into  effect ; 
still  less  should  I  be  inclined  to  this  admission, 
when  the  power  thus  proposed  to  be  derived, 
incidentally  or  constructively,  involves  in  it  the 
exercise  of  almost  unlimited  powers.  To  illus- 
trate my  idea  still  further  in  this  respect,  I 
would  observe,  that  the  power  to  regulate  de- 
scents, and  to  regulate  the  distribution  of  intes- 
tates, I  conceive  to  be  original,  distinct,  sub- 
stantive powers ;  and,  being  among  the  powers 
which  could  in  all  respects  be  limited  by  the 
geographical  boundaries  of  the  individual  States, 
and  were  therefore  among  the  powers  reserved 
to  the  management  of  the  States,  might  as  easi- 
ly be  assumed  by  Congress  as  incidental  to  some 
one  of  the  enumerated  powers,  as  the  assump- 
tion of  the  power  to  grant  charters  of  incorpo- 
ration, which  I  conceive  was,  for  the  same 
reason,  left  to  the  management  of  the  States. 
I  believe  no  gentleman  will  contend  that  Con- 
gress can,  under  any  candid  construction,  go  so 
far  in  relation  to  those  powers ;  ner  do  I  see 
how  it  can  in  relation  to  the  power  of  granting 
charters  of  incorporation. 

Feidat,  February  16. 
Banh  of  tTie  United  States. 

The  Senate  resumed,  as  in  Committee  of  the 
"Whole,  the  biU  to  amend  and  continue  in  force 
an  act,  entitled  "  An  act  to  incorporate  the  sub- 
scribers to  the  Bank  of  the  United  States," 
passed  on  the  35th  day  of  February,  1791. 

Mr.  Clay. — ^Mr.  President :  When  the  sub- 
ject involved  in  the  motion  now  under  considera- 
tion was  depending  before  the  other  branch  of 
the  Legislature,  a  disposition  to  acquiesce  in 
their  decision  was  evinced.    For  although  the 
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committee  who  reported  this  bill  had  been  rais- 
ed many  weeks  prior  to  the  determination  of 
that  House  on  the  proposition  to  re-charter  the 
bank,  except  the  occasional  reference  to  it  of 
memorials  and  petitions,  we  scarcely  ever  heard 
of  it.  The  rejection,  it  is  true,  of  a  measure 
brought  before  either  branch  of  Congress,  does 
not  absolutely  preclude  the  other  from  taking 
.  up  the  same  proposition ;  but  the  economy  of 
our  time,  and  a  just  deference  for  the  opinion 
of  others,  would  seem  to  recommend  a  delicate 
and  cautious  exercise  of  this  power.  As  this 
subject,  at  the  memorable  period  when  the 
charter  was  granted,  called  forth  the  best  tal- 
ents of  the  nation — as  it  has,  on  various  occa- 
sions, undergone  the  most  thorough  investiga- 
tion, and  as  we  can  hardly  expect  that  it  is  sus- 
ceptible of  receiving  any  further  elucidation,  it 
was  to  have  been  hoped  that  we  shoold  have 
been  spared  a  useless  debate.  This  was  the 
more  desirable  because  there  are,  I  conceive, 
much  superior  claims  upon  us  for  every  hour  of 
the  small  portion  of  the  session  yet  remaining  to 
us.  Under  the  operation  of  these  motives,  I 
had  resolved  to  give  a  silent  vote,  until  I  felt 
myself  bound,  by  the  defying  manner  of  the 
arguments  advanced  in  support  of  the  renewal, 
to  obey  the  paramount  duties  I  owe  my  country 
and  its  constitution ;  to  make  one  effort,  how- 
ever feeble,  to  avert  the  passage  of  what  ap- 
pears to  me  a  most  unjustifiable  law.  After  my 
honorable  friend  from  Virginia  (Mr.  Giles)  had 
instructed  and  amused  us  with  the  very  able 
and  ingenious  argument  which  he  delivered  on 
yesterday,  I  should  have  still  forborne  to  tres- 
pass on  the  Senate,  but  for  the  extraordinary 
character  of  his  speech.  He  discussed  both 
si^es  of  the  question,  with  great  ability  and 
eloquence,  and  certainly  demonstrated  to  the 
satisfaction  of  all  who  heard  him,  both  that  it 
was  constitutional  and  unconstitutional,  highly 
proper  and  improper  to  prolong  the  charter  of 
the  bank.  The  honorable  gentleman  appeared 
to  me  in  the  predicament  in  which  the  celebra- 
ted orator  of  Virginia,  Patrick  Henry,  is  said  to 
have  been  once  placed.  Engaged  in  a  most 
extensive  and  lucrative  practice  of  the  law,  he 
mistook  in  one  instance  the  side  of  the  cause  on 
which  he  was  retained,  and  addressed  the  court 
and  jury  in  a  very  splendid  and  convincing 
speech  in  behalf  of  his  antagonist.  His  distract- 
ed client  came  up  to  him  whilst  he  was  progi-ess- 
ing,  and  interrupting  him,  bitterly  exclaimed, 
" you  have  undone  me !  you  have  ruined  me!" 
— "  Never  mind,  give  yourself  no  concern," 
said  the  adroit  advocate ;  and  turning  to  the 
court  and  jury,  continued  his  argument  by  ob- 
serving, "  May  it  please  your  honors,  and  you, 
gentlemen  of  the  jury,  I  have  been  stating  to 
you  what  I  presume  my  adversary-  may  nrge  on 
his  side.  I  will  now  show  you  how  fallacious 
his  reasoning  and  groundless  his  pretensions 
are."  The  skilful  orator  proceeded,  satisfactorily 
refuted  every  argument  he  had  advanced,  and 
gained  his  cause !    A  success  with  which  I 


trust  the  exertion  of  my  honorable  friend  will 
on  this  occasion  be  crowned. 

It  has  been  said  by  the  honorable  gentleman 
from  Georgia  (Mr.  Oeawfoed)  that  this  has 
been  made  a  party  question,  although  the  law 
incorporating  the  bank  was  passed  prior  to  the 
formation  of  parties,  and  when  Congress  was 
not  biased  by  party  prejudices.  [Mr.  Ceaw- 
FOED  explained.  He  did  not  mean  that  it  had 
been  made  a  party  question  in  the  Senate.  His 
allusion  was  elsewhere.]  I  do  not  think  it 
altogether  fair  to  refer  to  the  discussions  in  the 
House  of  Representatives,  as  gentlemen  belong- 
ing to  that  body  have  no  opportunity  of  defend- 
ing themselves  here.  It  is  true  that  this  law 
was  not  the  effect,  but  it  is  no  less  true  that  it 
was  one  of  the  causes  of  the  political  divisions  of 
this  country.  And  if,  during  the  agitation  of 
the  present  question,  the  renewal  has,  on  one 
side,  been  opposed  on  party  principles,  let  me 
ask  if,  on  the  other,  it  has  not  been  advocated 
on  similar  principles  ?  Where  is  the  Macedo- 
nian phalanx,  the  opposition  in  Congress  ?  I  be- 
lieve, sir,  I  shall  not  incur  the  charge  of  pre- 
sumptuous prophecy,  when  I  predict  that  we 
shall  not  pick  up  from  its  ranlis  one  single 
straggler !  And  if,  on  this  occasion,  my  worthy 
friend  from  Georgia  has  gone  over  into  the  camp 
of  the  enemy,  is  it  kind  in  him  to  look  back 
upon  his  former  friends,  and  rebuke  them  for 
the  fidelity  with  which  they  adhere  to  their  old 
principles? 

I  shall  not  stop  to  examine  how  far  a  repre- 
sentative is  bound  by  the  instructions  of  his  con- 
stituents. Thisis  a  question  between  the  giver 
and  receiver  of  the  instructions.  But  I  must  be 
permitted  to  expi-ess  my  surprise  at  the  pointed 
difference  which  has  been  made  between  the 
opinions  and  instructions  of  State  Legislatures, 
and  the  opinions  and  details  of  the  deputations 
with  which  we  have  been  surrounded  from 
Philadelphia.  Whilst  the  resolutions  of  those 
Legislatures — known,  legitimate,  constitutional 
and  deliberative  bodies — ^have  been  thrown 
into  the  back  ground,  and  their  interference 
regarded  as  ofScious,  these  delegations  from 
self-created  societies,  composed  of  whom  no- 
body knows,  have  been  received  by  the  com- 
mittee with  the  utmost  complaisance.  Their 
communications  have  been  treasured  up  with 
the  greatest  diligence.  Never  did  the  Delphic 
priests  collect  with  more  holy  care  the  frantic 
expressions  of  the  agitated  Pythia,  or  expound 
them  with  more  solemnity  to  the  astonished 
Grecians,  than  has  the  committee  gathered  the 
opinions  and  testimony  of  these  deputies,  and 
through  the  gentlemain  from  Massachusetts, 
pompously  detailed  them  to  the  Senate  1  Phila- 
delphia has  her  immediate  representatives, 
capable  of  expressing  her  wishes  upon  the  floor 
of  the  other  House.  If  it  be  improper  for 
States  to  obtrude  upon  Congress  •  their  sentii 
ments,  it  is  much  more  highly  so  for  the  un- 
authorized deputies  of  fortuitous  congregations. 

The  first  singular  feature  that  attracts  atten- 
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tion  in  this  bill  is  the  new  and  unconstitutional 
veto  whioli  it  establishes.  The  constitution  has 
required  only,  that  after  bills  have  passed  the 
House  of  Representatives  and  the  Senate,  they 
ehall  be  presented  to  the  President  for  his  ap- 
proval or  rejection,  and  his  determination  is  to 
be  made  known  in  ten  days.  But  this  bill 
provides,  that  when  all  the  constitutional  sanc- 
tions are  obtained,  and  when  according  to  the 
usual  routine  of  legislation  it  ought  to  be 
considered  as  a  law,  it  is  to  be  submitted  to  a 
new  branch  of  the  Legislature,  consisting  of  the 
President  and  twenty-four  Directors  of  the 
Bank  of  the  United  States,  holding  their  ses- 
sions in  Philadelphia,  and  if  they  please  to  ap- 
prove it,  why  then  it  is  to  become  a  law !  And 
three  months  (the  term  allowed  by  our  law  of 
May  last,  to  one  of  the  great  belligerents  for 
revoking  his  edicts,  after  the  other  shall  have 
repealed  his)  are  granted  them  to  decide 
whether  an  act  of  Congress  shall  be  the  law  of 
the  land  or  not !  An  act  which  is  said  to  be  in- 
dispensably necessary  to  our  salvation,  and 
without  the  passage  of  which,  universal  dis- 
tress and  bankruptcy  are  to  pervade  the  coun- 
try. Remember,  sir,  that  the  honorable  gentle- 
man from  Georgia  has  contended  that  this  char- 
ter is  no  contract.  Does  it,  then,  become  the 
representatives  of  the  nation  to  leave  the  nation 
at  the  mei'cy  of  a  corporation?  Ought  the 
impending  calamities  to  be  left  to  the  hazard  of 
a  contingent  remedy? 

This  vagrant  power  to  erect  a  bank,  after 
having  wandered  throughout  the  whole  consti- 
tution in  quest  of  some  congenial  spot  where- 
upon to  fasten,  has  been  at  length  located  by 
the  gentleman  from  Geoi'gia  on  that  provision, 
which  authorizes  Congress  to  lay  and  collect 
taxes,  &o.  In  1791,  the  power  is  referred  to 
one  part  of  the  instrument ;  in  1811,  to  another. 
Sometimes  it  is  alleged  to  be  deducible  from  the 
power  to  regulate  commerce.  Hard  pressed 
here,  it  disappears,  and  shows  itself  under  the 
grant  to  coin  money.  The  sagacious  Secretary  of 
the  Treasury  in  1T91  pursued  the  wisest  course 
— he  has  taken  shelter  behind  general,  high- 
sounding,  and  imposing  terms.  He  has  declared 
in  the  preamble  to  the  act  establishing  the  bank, 
that  it  will  be  very  conducive  to  the  successful 
conducting  of  the  national  finances ;  will  tend 
to  give  facility  to  the  obtaining  of  loans,  and 
will  be  productive  of  considerable  advantage 
to  trade  and  industry  in  general.  No  allusion 
is  made  to  the  collection  of  taxes.  What  is 
the  nature  of  this  Government?  It  is  emphati- 
cally federal,  vested  with  an  aggregate  of  speci- 
fied powers  for  general  purposes,  conceded  by 
existing  sovereignties,  who  have  themselves  re- 
tained what  is  not  so  conceded.  It  is  said  that 
there  are  cases  in  which  it  must  act  on  implied 
powers.  This  is  not  controverted,  but  the  im- 
plication must  be  necessary,  and  obviously  flow 
from  the  enumerated  power  with  which  it  is 
allied.  The  power  to  charter  companies  is  not 
specified  in  the  grant,  and  I  contend  is  of  a 
nature  not  transferable  by  mere  implication. 


It  is  one  of  the  most  exalted  attributes  of  sover- 
eignty. In  the  exercise  of  this  gigantic  power 
we  have  seen  an  East  India  Company  created, 
which  has  carried  dismay,  desolation,  and  death 
throughout  one  of  the  largest  portions  of  the 
habitable  world.  A  company  which  is,  in  itself, 
a  sovereignty — which  has  subverted  empires 
and  set  up  new  dynasties — and  has  not  only 
made  war,  but  war  against  its  legitimate  sover- 
eign !  Under  the  influence  of  this  power,  we 
have  seen  arise  a  South  Sea  Company,  and  a 
Mississippi  Company,  that  distracted  and  con- 
vulsed all  Europe,  and  menaced  a  total  over- 
throw of  all  credit  and  confidence,  and  universal 
bankruptcy.  Is  it  to  be  imagined  that  a  power 
so  vast  would  have  been  left  by  the  wisdom  of 
the  constitution  to  doubtful  inference  ?  It  has 
been  alleged  that  there  are  many  instances,  in 
the  constitution,  where  powers,  in  their  nature 
incidental,  and  which  would  have  necessarily 
vested  along  with  the  principal  power,  are 
nevertheless  expressly  enumerated;  and  the 
power  "  to  make  rules  and  regulations  for  the 
government  of  the  land  and  naval  forces," 
which,  it  is  said,  is  incidental  to  the  power  to 
raise  armies  and  provide  a  navy,  is  given  as  an 
example.  "What  does  this  prove?  How  ex- 
tremely cautious  the  convention  were  to  leave' 
as  little  as  possible  to  implication.  In  all  cases 
where  incidental  powers  are  acted  upon,  the 
principal  and  incidental  ought  to  be  congenial 
with  each  other,  and  partake  of  a  common 
nature.  The  incidental  power  ought  to  be 
strictly  subordinate  and  limited  to  the  end  pro- 
posed to  be  attained  by  the  specified  power. 
In  other  words,  under  the  name  of  accomplish- 
ing one  object  which  is  specified,  the  power  im- 
plied ought  not  to  be  made  to  embrace  other 
objects  which  are  not  specified  in  the  constitu- 
tion. If  then  you  could  establish  a  bank  to 
collect  and  distribute  the  revenue,  it  ought  to 
be  expressly  restricted  to  the  purpose  of  such 
collection  and  distribution.  It  is  a  mockery, 
worse  than  usurpation,  to  establish  it  for  a  law- 
ful object,  and  then  extend  it  to  other  objects 
which  are  not  lawful.  In  deducing  the  power 
to  create  corporations,  such  as  I  have  described 
it,  from  the  power  to  collect  taxes,  the  relation 
and  condition  of  principal  and  incident  are 
prostrated  and  destroyed.  The  accessory  is  ex- 
alted above  the  principal.  As  well  might  it 
be  said  that  the  great  luminary  of  day  is  an  ac- 
cessory, a  satellite  to  the  humblest  star  that 
twinkles  forth  its  feeble  light  in  the  firmament 
of  heaven! 

Suppose  the  constitution  had  been  silent  as 
to  an  individual  department  of  this  Govern- 
ment, could  you,  under  the  power  to  lay  and 
collect  taxes,  establish  a  judiciary?  I  presume 
not;  but  if  you  could  derive  the  power  by 
mere  implication,  could  you  vest  it  with 
any  other  authority  than  to  enforce  the  collec- 
tion of  the  revenue  ?  A  bank  is  made  for  tho 
ostensible  purpose  of  aiding  in  the  collection  ot 
the  revenue,  and  while  it  is  engaged  in  this,  the 
most  inferior  and  subordinate  of  all  its  fane- 
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tions,  it  is  made  to  diffuse  itself  tlirough  Bocie- 
ty,  and  to  influence  all  the  great  operations  of 
credit,  circulation,  and  commerce.  Like  the 
Virginia  justice,  you  tell  the  man,  whose  turkey 
had  been  stolen,  that  your  book  of  precedents 
furnishes  no  form  for  his  case,  but  then  you  will 
grant  him  a  precept  to  search  for  a  cow,  and 
when  looking  for  that  he  may  possibly  find  his 
turkey  1  You  say  to  this  corporation,  we  can- 
not authorize  you  to  discount — to  emit  paper — 
to  regulate  commerce,  &c.  No!  Our  book 
has  no  precedents  of  that  kind.  But  then  we 
can  authorize  you  to  collect  the  revenue,  and, 
while  occupied  with  that,  you  may  do  whatever 
else  you  please ! 

What  is  a  corporation  such  as  the  bill  con- 
templates ?  It  is  a  splendid  association  of  fa- 
vored individuals,  taken  fi'om  the  mass  of  society, 
and  invested  with  exemptions  and  surrounded 
by  immunities  and  privileges.  The  honorable 
gentleman  from  Massachusetts  (Mr.  Llotd)  has 
said  that  the  original  law,  establishing  the  bank, 
was  justly  liable  to  the  objection  of  vesting  in 
that  institution  an  exclusive  privilege,  the  faith 
of  the  Government  being  pledged  that  no  other 
bank  should  be  authorized  during  its  existence. 
This  objection  he  supposes  is  obviated  by  the 
bill  under  consideration;  but  all  corporations 
enjoy  exclusive  privileges — that  is,  the  corpora- 
tors have  privileges  which  no  others  possess ; 
and  if  you  create  fifty  corporations  instead  of 
one,  you  have  only  fifty  privileged  bodies  in- 
stead of  one. 

I  contend  that  the  States  have  the  exclusive 
power  to  regulate  contracts,  to  declare  the  ca- 
pacities and  incapacities  to  contract,  and  to  pro- 
vide as  to  the  extent  of  responsibility  of  debtors 
to  their  creditors.  If  Congress  have  the  power 
to  erect  an  artrfloial  body  and  say  it  shall  be  en- 
dowed with  the  attributes  of  an  individual — ^if 
you  can  bestow  on  this  object  of  your  own 
creation  the  ability  to  contract,  may  yon  not, 
in  contravention  of  State  rights,  confer  upon 
slaves,  infants,  and  femes  covert,  the  ability  to 
contract?  And  if  you  have  the  power  to  say 
that  an  association  of  individuals  shall  be  re- 
sponsible for  their  debts  only  in  a  certain  limit- 
ed degree,  what  is  to  prevent  an  extension  of  a 
similar  exemption  to  individuals?  Where  is 
the  limitation  upon  this  power  to  set  up  corpo- 
rations? Tou  establish  one,  in  the  heart  of  a 
State,  the  basis  of  whose  capital  is  money.  Tou 
may  erect  others  whose  capital  shaU  consist  of 
land,  slaves,  and  personal  estate,  and  thus  the 
whole  property  within  the  jurisdiction  of  a  State 
might  be  absorbed  by  these  political  bodies. 
The  existing  bank  contends  that  it  is  beyond 
the  power  of  a  State  to  tax  it,  and  if  this  pre- 
tension be  well  founded,  it  is  in  the  power  of 
Congress,  by  chartering  companies,  to  dry  np 
the  whole  of  the  sources  of  State  revenue. 
Georgia  has  undertaken,  it  is  true,  to  levy  a 
tax  on  the  branch  within  her  jurisdiction,  but 
this  law,  now  under  a  course  of  litigation,  is 
considered  as  invalid.  The  United  States  own 
a  great  deal  of  land  in  the  State  of  Ohio ;  can 


this  Government,  for  the  purpose  of  creating  an 
ability  to  purchase  it,  charter  a  company  ? 
Aliens  are  forbidden,  I  believe,  in  that  State,  to 
hold  real  estate — could  you,  in  8rder  to  multi- 
ply purchasers,  confer  upon  them  the  capacity 
to  nold  land,  in  derogation  of  the  local  law  ?  I 
imagine  this  will  hardly  be  insisted  upon ;  and 
yet  there  exists  a  more  obvious  connection  be- 
tween the  undoubted  power,  which  is  possessed 
by  this  Government,  to  sell  its  land,  and  the 
means  of  executing  that  power,  by  increasing 
the  demand  in  the  market,  than  there  is  be- 
tween this  bank  and  the  collection  of  a  tax. 
This  Government  has  the  power  to  levy  taxes 
— to  raise  armies — provide  a  navy — ^make  war 
— regulate  commerce — coin  money,  &c.  It 
would  not  be  difiBcult  to  show  as  intimate  a 
connection  between  a  corporation,  established 
for  any  purpose  whatever,  and  some  one  or 
other  of  those  great  powers,  as  there  is  be- 
tween the  revenue  and  the  bank  of  the  United 
States. 

Let  us  inquire  into  the  actual  participation  of 
this  bank  in  the  collection  of  the  revenue.  Prior 
to  the  passage  of  the  act  of  1800,  requiring  the 
collectors  of  those  ports  of  entry,  at  which  the 
principal  bank  or  any  of  its  offices  are  situated, 
to  deposit  with  them  the  custom-house  bonds, 
it  had  not  the  smallest  agency  in  the  collection 
of  the  duties.  During  almost  one  moiety  of 
the  period  to  which  the  existence  of  this  insti- 
tution was  limited,  it  was  noways  instrumental 
in  the  collection  of  that  revenue,  to  which  it  is 
now  become  indispensable  I  The  collection, 
previous  to  1800,  was  made  entirely  by  the  col- 
lectors ;  and  even  at  present,  where  there  is 
one  port  of  entry,  at  which  this  bank  is  em- 
ployed, there  are  eight  or  ten  at  which  the  col- 
lection is  made  as  it  was  before  1800.  And, 
sir,  what  does  this  bank  or  its  branches  when 
resort  is  had  to  it?  It  does  not  adjust  with 
the  merchant  the  amount  of  the  duty,  nor  take 
his  bond ;  nor,  if  the  bond  is  not  paid,  coerce 
the  payment  by  distress  or  otherwise.  In  fact, 
it  has  no  active  agency  whatever  in  the  collec- 
tion. Its  operation  is  merely  passive ;  that  is, 
if  the  obligor,  after  his  bond  is  placed  in  the 
bank,  discharges  it,  all  is  very  well.  Such  is 
the  mighty  aid  afforded  by  this  tax-gatherer, 
without  which  the  Government  cannot  get 
along  1  Again,  it  is  not  pretended  that  the  very 
limited  assistance  which  this  institution  does  in 
truth  render,  extends  to  any  other  than  a  single 
species  of  tax,  that  is,  duties.  In  the  collection 
of  the  excise,  the  direct  and  other  internal 
taxes,  no  aid  was  derived  from  any  bank.  It 
is  true,  in  the  collection  of  those  taxes,  the 
farmer  did  not  obtain  the  same  indulgence 
which  the  merchant  receives  in  paying  duties. 
But  what  obhges  Congress  to  give  credit  at  all  ? 
Could  it  not  demand  prompt  payment  of  the 
duties  ?  And  in  fact  does  it  not  so  demand  in 
many  instances?  Whether  credit  is  given  or 
not,  is  a  matter  merely  of  discretion.  If  it  be 
a  facility  to  mercantile  operations  (as  I  presume 
it  is)  it  ought  to  be  granted.    But  I  deny  the 
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right  to  ingraft  upon  it  a  bank,  which  you 
•would  not  otherwise  have  the  power  to  erect. 
You  cannot  create  the  necessity  of  a  bank, 
and  then  plead  that  necessity  for  its  establish- 
ment. In  the  administration  of  the  finances, 
the  bank  acts  simply  as  a  payer  and  receiver. 
The  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  has  money  in 
New  York  and  wants  it  in  Charleston;  the 
bank  wiU  furnish  hun  with  a  check,  or  hill,  to 
make  the  remittance,  which  any  merchant 
would  do  just  as  well. 

I  win  now  proceed  to  show  by  fact,  actual 
experience,  not  theoretic  reasoning,  but  by  the 
records  themselves  of  the  Treasury,  that  the 
operations  of  that  department  may  be  as  well 
conducted  without  as  with  this  bank.  The  de- 
lusion has  consisted  in  the  use  of  certain  high- 
sounding  phrases,  dexterously  used  on  the  occa- 
sion. "  The  collection  of  the  revenue" — "  The 
administration  of  the  finance" — "  The  conduct- 
ing the  fiscal  afiairs  of  the  Government,"  the 
usual  language  of  the  advocates  of  the  bank, 
extort  express  assent,  or  awe  into  acquiescence, 
without  inquiry  or  examination  into  its  neces- 
sity. About  the  commencement  of  this  year 
there  appears,  by  the  .report  of  the  Secretary 
of  the  Treasury  of  the  Vth  of  January,  to  have 
been  a  little  upwards  of  two  millions  four  hun- 
dred thousand  dollars  in  the  Treasury  of  the 
United  States ;  and  more  than  one-third  of  this 
whole  sum  was  in  the  vaults  of  local  banks.  In 
several  instances,  where  an  opportunity  existed 
of  selecting  the  bank,  a  preference  has  been 
given  to  the  State  bank,  or  at  least  a  portion  of 
the  deposits  has  been  made  with  it.  In  New 
York,  for  example,  there  was  deposited  with 
the  Manhattan  Bank  $188,670,  although  a 
branch  bank  is  in  that  city.  In  this  District, 
$115,080  were  deposited  with  the  bank  of  Co- 
lumbia, although  here  also  is  a  branch  bank, 
and  yet  the  State  banks  are  utterly  unsafe  to  be 
trusted  1  If  the  money,  after  the  bonds  are  col- 
lected, is  thus  placed  with  these  banks,  I  pre- 
sume there  can  be  no  difficulty  in  placing  the 
bonds  themselves  there,  if  they  must  be  de- 
posited with  some  bank  for  collection,  which  I 
deny. 

Again,  one  of  the  most  important  and  com- 
pKoated  branches  of  the  Treasury  Department 
is  the  management  of  our  landed  system.  The 
sales  have  some  years  amounted  to  upwards  of 
half  a  million  of  dollars,  are  generally  made 
upon  credit,  and  yet  no  bank  whatever  is  made 
use  of  to  facilitate  the  collection.  After  it  is 
made,  the  amount  in  some  instances  has  been 
deposited  with  banks,  and  according  to  the 
Secretary's  report,  which  I  have  before  advert- 
ed to,  the  amount  so  deposited  was  in  January 
upwards  of  three  hundred  thousand  dollars,  not 
one  cent  of  which  was  in  the  vaults  of  the 
Bank  of  the  United  States,  or  in  any  of  its 
branches,  but  in  the  Bank  of  Pennsylvania,  its 
branch  at  Pittsburg,  the  Marietta  Bank,  and 
the  Kentucky  Bank.  Upon  tho  point  of  re- 
sponsibiUty,  I  cannot  subscribe  to  the  opinion 
of  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury,  if  it  is  meant 
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that  the  ability  to  pay  the  amount  of  any  de- 
posits which  the  Government  may  make  under 
any  exigency,  is  greater  than  that  of  the  State 
banks ;  that  the  accountability  of  a  ramified  in- 
stitution, whose  affairs  are  managed  by  a  single 
head,  responsible  for  all  its  members,  is  more 
simple  than  that  of  a  number  of  independent 
and  unconnected  establishments,  I  shall  not 
deny ;  but,  with  regard  to  safety,  I  am  strongly 
inclined  to  think  it  is  on  the  side  of  the  local 
banks.  The  corruption  or  misconduct  of  the 
parent,  or  any  of  tts  branches,  may  bankrupt  or 
destroy  the  whole  system,  and  the  loss  of  the 
Government  in  that  event  will  be  of  the  de- 
posits made  with  each ;  whereas  in  the  failure 
of  one  State  bank  the  loss  wiU  be  confined  to 
the  deposit  in  the  vaults  of  that  bank.  It  is 
said  to  have  been  a  part  of  Burr's  plan  to  seize 
on  the  branch  bank  at  New  Orleans.  At  that 
period  large  sums,  imported  from  La  Vera 
Cruz,  are  alleged  to  have  been  deposited  with 
it,  and  if  the  traitor  had  accomphshied  his  de- 
sign, the  Bank  of  the  United  States,  if  not  ac- 
tually bankrupt,  might  have  been  coflstrained 
to  stop  payment. 

It  is  urged  by  the  gentleman  from  Massachu- 
setts, (Mr.  Lloyd,)  that  as  this  nation  progress- 
es in  commerce,  wealth,  and  population,  new 
energies  wiU  be  unfolded,  new  wants  and  exi- 
gencies will  arise,  and  hence  he  infers  that 
powers  must  be  imphed  from  the  constitution. 
But,  sir,  the  question  is,  shall  we  stretch  the 
instrument  to  embrace  cases  not  fairly  within 
its  scope,  or  shall  we  resort  to  that  remedy, 
by  amendment,  which  the  constitution  pre- 
scribes ? 

Gentlemen  contend  that  the  construction 
which  they  give  to  the  constitution  has  been 
acquiesced  in  by  all  parties,  and  under  aU  ad- 
minist  ations ;  and  they  rely  particularly  on  an 
act  which  passed  in  1804,  for  extending  a  branch 
to  New  Orleans,  and  another  act,  of  1807,  for 
punishing  those  who  should  forge  or  utter 
forged  paper  of  the  bank.  With  regard  to  the 
first  law,  passed  nodoubt  upon  the  recommend- 
ation of  the  Treasury  Department,  I  would  re- 
mark, that  it  was  the  extension  of  a  branch  to 
a  Territory,  over  which  Congress  possesses 
power  of  legislation  almost  uncontrolled,  and 
where,  without  any  constitutional  impediment, 
charters  of  incorporation  may  be  granted.  As 
to  the  other  act,  it  was  passed  no  less  for  the 
benefit  of  the  community  than  the  bank — to 
protect  the  ignorant  and  imwary  from  counter- 
feit paper,  purporting  to  have  been  emitted 
by -the  bank.  When  gentlemen  are  claiming 
the  advantage  supposed  to  be  deducible  from 
acquiescence,  let  me  inquire  what  they  would 
have  had  those  to  have  done  who  believed  the 
establishment  of  the  bank  an  encroachment  upon 
State  rights  2  Were  they  to  have  resisted,  and 
how  3  By  force  ?  Upon  the  change  of  parties, 
in  1800,  it  must  be  well  recollected  that  the 
greatest  calamities  were  predicted  as  conse- 
quences of  that  event.  Intentions  were  ascrib- 
ed to  the  new  occupants  of  power  of  violating 
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the  public  faith  and  prostrating  national  credit. 
Under  such  circumstancea,  that  they  should  act 
with  great  circumspection  was  quite  natural. 
They  saw  in  full  operation  a  hank,  chartered  hy 
a  Congress  who  had  as  much  right  to  judge  of 
their  constitutional  powers  as  their  successors. 
Had  they  revoked  the  law  which  gave  it  exist- 
ence, the  institution  would,  iu  ali  prohability, 
have  continued  to  transact  business  notwith- 
standing. The  Judiciary  would  have  been  ap- 
pealed to ;  and,  from  the  known  opinions  and 
predilections  of  the  judges  then  composing  it, 
they  would  have  pronounced  the  act  of  incor- 
poration, as  in  the  nature  of  a  contract,  be- 
yond the  repealing  power  of  any  succeeding  Le- 
gislature. And,  sir,  what  a  scene  of  confusion 
would  such  a  state  of  things  have  presented — 
an  act  of  Congress,  which  was  law  in  the  stat- 
ute book,  and  a  nullity  on  the  judicial  records  ! 
Was  it  not  wisest  to  wait  the  natural  dissolution 
of  the  corporation,  rather  than  accelerate  that 
event  by  a  repealing  law  involving  so  many  del- 
icate considerations  ? 

When  gentlemen  attempt  to  carry  this  meas- 
ure, upon  the  ground  of  acquiescence  or  pre- 
oedant,  do  they  forget  that  we  are  not  in  W-est- 
minster  Hall?  In  courts  of  justice,  the  utility 
of  uniformity  of  decision  exacts  of  the  judge  a 
conformity  to  the  adjudication  of  his  predeces- 
sor. In  the  interpretation  and  administration 
of  the  law,  this  practice  is  wise  and  proper; 
and  without  it,  every  thing  depending  upon  the 
caprice  of  the  judge,  we  should  have  no  secu- 
rity for  our  dearest  rights.  It  Is  far  otherwise 
when  applied  to  the  source  of  legislation.  Here 
no  rule  exists  but  the  constitution ;  and  to  legis- 
late upon  the  ground  merely  that  our  predeces- 
sors thought  themselves  authorized,  under  simi- 
lar circumstances,  to  legislate,  is  to  sanctify 
error  and  perpetuate  usurpation.  But  if  we 
are  to  be  subjected  to  the  trammels  of  prece- 
dents, I  claim,  on  the  other  hand,  the  benefit  of 
the  restrictions  under  which  the  intelligent 
judge  cautiously  receives  them.  It  is  an  estab- 
lished rule,  that  to  give  to  a  previous  adjudica- 
tion any  effect,  the  mind  of  the  judge  who  pro- 
nounced must  have  been  awakened  to  the  sub- 
ject, and  it  must  have  been  a  deliberate  opinion 
formed  after  full  argument.  In  technical  lan- 
guage, it  must  not  have  been  sub  ailentio.  JSTow, 
the  acts  of  1804  and  1807,  relied  upon  as 
pledges  for  the  re-chartering  this  company, 
passed  not  only  without  any  discussions  what- 
ever, of  the  constitutional  power  of  Congress 
to  establish  a  bank,  but  I  venture  to  say,  with- 
out a  single  member  having  had  his  attention 
drawn  to  this  question.  I  had  the  honor  of  a 
seat  in  the  Senate  when  the  latter  law  passed ; 
probably  voted  for  it ;  and  I  declare,  with  the 
utmost  sincerity,  that  I  never  once  thought  of 
that  point ;  and  I  appeal  confidently  to  every 
honorable  member  who  was  then  present  to  say 
if  that  was  not  his  situation. 

This  doctrine  of  precedents,  applied  to  the 
Legislature,  appears  to  me  to  be  fraught  with 
the  most  mischievous  consequences.    The  great 


advantage  of  our  system  of  government  over 
all  others  is,  that  we  have  a  written  constitu- 
tion defining  its  limits  and  prescribing  its 
authorities ;  and  that,  however  for  a  time  fac- 
tion may  convulse  the  nation,  and  passion  and 
party  prejudice  sway  its  functionaries,  the  season 
of  reflection  will  recur,  when  calmly  retracing 
their  deeds,  and  all  aberrations  from  funda- 
mental principle  will  be  corrected.  But  once 
substitute  practice  for  principle,  the  expositions 
of  the  constitution  for  the  text  of  the  consti- 
tution, and  in  vain  shall  we  look  for  the  instru- 
ment in  the  instrument  itself.  It  wiU  be  as 
diffused  and  intangible  as  the  pretended  consti- 
tution of  England ;  and  it  must  be  sought  for 
in  the  statute  book,  in  the  fugitive  journals  of 
Congress,  and  in  reports  of  the  Secretary  of  the 
Treasmy.  What  would  be  our  condition  if  we 
were  to  take  the  interpretations  given  to  that 
sacred  book,  which  is  or  ought  to  be  the  crite- 
rion of  our  faith,  for  the  book  itself  2  We 
should  find  the  Holy  Bible  buried  beneath  the 
interpretations,  glosses,  and  comments  of  coun- 
cils, synods,  and  learned  divines,  which  have 
produced  swarms  of  intolerant  and  furioiis  sects, 
partaking  less  of  the  mildness  and  meekness  of 
their  origin  than  of  a  vindictive  spirit  of  hostil- 
ity towards  each  other.  They  ought  to  afford  us  a 
solemn  warning  to  make  that  constitution,  which 
we  have  sworn  to  support,  our  invariable  guide. 

I  conceive,  then,  sir,  that  we  are  not  em- 
powered by  the  constitution  nor  bound  by  any 
practice  under  it,  to  renew  the  charter  of  this 
bank  and  I  might  here  rest  the  argument.  But, 
as  there  are  strong  objections  to  the  renewal 
upon  the  score  of  expediency,  and  as  the- dis- 
tresses which  will  attend  the  dissolution  of  the 
bank  have  been  greatly  exaggerated,  I  will  ask 
your  indulgence  for  a  few  moments  longer. 
That  some  temporary  inconvenience  wiU  arise, 
I  shall  not  deny ;  but  most  groundlessly  have 
the  recent  failures  in  New  York  been  attributed 
to  the  discontinuance  of  this  bank.  As  well 
might  you  ascribe  to  that  cause  the  failures  of 
Amsterdam  and  Hamburg,  of  London  and  Liver- 
pool, The  embarrassments  of  commerce,  the 
sequestration  in  France,  the  Danish  captures — 
in  fine,  the  belligerent  edicts,  are  .the  obvious 
sources  of  these  failures.  Their  immediate 
cause  is  the  return  of  bills  upon  London,  drawn 
upon  the  faith  of  unproductive  or  unprofitable 
shipments.  Yes,  sir,  the  protests  of  the  nota- 
ries of  London,  not  those  of  New  York,  have 
occasioned  these  bankruptcies. 

The  power  of  a  nation  is  said  to  consist  in 
the  sword  and  the  purse.  Perhaps,  at  last,  all 
power  is  resolvable  into  that  of  the  purse,  for 
with  it  you  may  command  almost  every  thing 
else.  The  specie  circulation  of  the  United' 
States  is  estimated  by  some  calculators  at  ten 
millions  of  doUars ;  and  if  it  be  no  more,  one 
moiety  is  in  the  vaults  of  this  bank.  May  not 
the  time  arrive  when  the  concentration  of  such 
a  vast  portion  of  the  circulating  medium  of  the 
country  in  the  hands  of  any  corporation  wiU 
be  dangerous  to  our  liberties?    By  whom  is 
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this  immense  power  wielded  ?  By  a  body  who, 
in  derogation  of  the  great  principle  of  all  our 
institutions,  responsibility'  to  the  people,  is 
amenable  only  to  a  few  stockholders,  and  they 
chiefly  foreigners.  Suppose  an  attempt  to  sub- 
vert this  Government,  would  not  the  traitor 
first  aim,  by  force  or  corruption,  to  acquire  the 
treasure  of  this  company  ?  Look  at  it  in  an- 
other aspect.  Seven- tenths  of  its  capital  are  in, 
the  hands  of  foreigners,  and  these  foreigners 
chiefly  English  subjeote.  We  are  possibly 
upon  the  eve  of  a  rupture  with  that  na- 
tion. Should  such  an  event  occur,  do  you 
apprehend  that  the  English  Premier  would 
experience  any  difficulty  in  obtaining  the  entire 
control  of  this  institution?  Eepublics,  above 
all  other  nations,  ought  most  studiously  to  guard 
against  foreign  influence.  All  history  proves 
that  the  internal  dissensions  excited  by  foreign 
intrigue  have  produced  the  downfall  of  almost 
every  free  Government  that  has  hitherto  ex- 
isted ;  and  yet  gentlemen  contend  that  we  are 
benefited  by  the  possession  of  this  foreign  capi- 
tal. If  we  could  have  its  use,  without  its  at- 
tending abuse,  I  should  be  gratified  also.  But 
it  is  in  vain  to  expect  the  one  without  the 
other.  Wealth  is  power,  and  under  whatsoever 
form  it  exists,  its  proprietor,  whether  he  lives  on 
this  or  tSie  other  side  of  the  Atlantic,  will  have 
a  proportionate  infiuence.  It  is  argued,  that 
our  possession  of  this  English  capital  gives  us  a 
certain  influence  over  the  British  Government. 
If  this  reasoning  be  sound,  we  had  better  re- 
voke the  interdiction  as  to  aliens  holding  land, 
and  invite  foreigners  to  engross  the  whole  prop- 
erty, real  and  personal,  of  the  country.  We 
had  better  at  once  exchange  the  condition  of  in- 
dependent proprietors  for  that  of  stewards.  We 
should  then  be  able  to  govern  foreign  nations, 
according  to  the  arguments  of  gentlemen  on  the 
other  side.  But  let  us  put  aside  this  theory, 
and  appeal  to  the  decisions  of  experience.  Go 
to  the  other  side  of  the  Atlantic,  and  see  what 
has  been  achieved  for.  us  there  by  Englishmen 
holding  seven-tenths  of  the  capital  of  this  bank. 
Has  it  released  from  galling  and  ignominious 
bondage  one  solitary  American  seaman,  bleed- 
ing under  British  oppression  ?  Did  it  prevent 
the  unmanly  attack  upon  the  Chesapeake  ?  Did 
it  arrest  the  promulgation,  or  has  it  abrogated 
the  Orders  in  Council — ^those  orders  which  have 
given  birth  to  a  new  era  in  commerce  ?  In 
spite  of  all  its  boasted  effects,  are  not  the  two 
nations  brought  to  the  very  brink  of  war?  Are 
we  quite  sure  that,  on  this  side  of  the  water,  it 
has  had  no  effect  favorable  to  British  interests. 
It  has  often  been  stated,  and,  although  I  do  not 
know  that  it  is  susceptible  of  strict  proof,  I  be- 
lieve it  to  be  a  fact,  that  this  bank  exercised  its 
iniinenoe  in  support  of  Jay's  treaty ;  and  may 
it  not  have  contributed  to  blunt  the  public  sen- 
timent, or  paralyze  the  efforts  of  this  nation 
against  British  aggression  ? 

The  Duke  of  Northumberland  is  said  to  be 
the  most  considerable  stockholder  in  the  Bank 
of  the  United  States.    A  late  Lord  Chancellor 


of  England,  besides  other  noblemen,  was  a  large 
stockholder.  Suppose  the  Prince  of  Essling, 
the  Duke  of  Oadore,  and  other  French  digni- 
taries owned  seven-eighths  of  the  capital  of  this 
bank,  should  we  witness  the  same  exertions  (I 
allude  not  to  any  made  in  the  Senate)  to  re- 
charter  it  ?  So  far  from  it,  would  not  the  dan- 
ger of  French  influence  be  resounded  through- 
out the  nation  ? 

I  shall  give  my  most  hearty  assent  to  the 
motion  for  striking  out  the  first  section  of  the 
bill.  * 

Mr.  Pope. — ^Mr.  President,  in  rising  on  this 
occasion,  I  never  more  entirely  obeyed  both  my 
feelings  and  my  judgment.  The  principle  in- 
volved in  the  decision  about  to  be  given,  is  in 
my  view  of  more  magnitude  than  any  which 
has  been  presented  for  our  consideration  since 
I  had  the  honor  of  a  seat  here.  It  is  no  less 
than  whether  we  shall  surrender  to  the  State 
Governments  the  power  of  collecting  our  reve- 
nue and  rely  upon  the  old  system  of  requisi- 
tions. We  are  called  upon  to  return  to  that 
state  of  imbecility  and  chaos  from  which  this 
political  fabric  was  reared  by  the  wisdom  and 
patriotism  of  the  first  statesmen  of  which  any 
age  or  nation  can  boast.  For  twenty  years  we 
have  collected  our  revenue,  borrowed  money, 
paid  our  debts,  and  managed  our  fiscal  concerns 
through  the  agency  of  a  national  bank.  That 
it  has  answered  the  most  sanguine  expectations 
of  its  authors ;  that  it  has  been  well  managed, 
is  admitted  by  the  most  decided  opponents  to 
the  renewal  of  the  charter.  Although  in  pub- 
lic debate,  in  newspapers,  court-yards,  muster- 
fields,  &o.,  we  have  heard  much  of  dangerous 
powers,  violations  of  the  constitution,  British 
influence,  and  poisonous  vipers,  &c.,  &o.,  which 
were  to  sting  to  death  the  liberties  of  the 
people,  yet  we  find  ourselves  as  free  almost  as 
the  air  we  breathe,  and  hardly  subservient  to 
the  mUdest  code  of  laws  by  which  any  nation 
was  ever  governed.  In  the  city  of  Philadelphia, 
and  the  State  of  Pennsylvania  generally,  where 
these  animals  called  banks  have  grown  to  the 
most  enormous  size,  we  find  as  sound  morals, 
and  as  much  real  practical  republicanism,  as  in 
those  parts  of  the  Union  where  the  rattling  of 
this  viper's  tail  has  never  been  heard,  and  in 
point  of  sohd  wealth  and  internal  improvements, 
mark  the  contrast.  We  are  required  to  disre- 
gard the  lessons  of  that  best  teacher,  experience, 
and  to  try  some  new  scheme.  However  capti- 
vating new  theories  and  abstract  propositions 
were  a  few  years  since,  I  believe  the  thinking 
men  of  all  parties  in  the  nation  are  perfectly 
convinced  that  one  ounce  of  experience  and 
common  matter-of-fact  sense  is  worth  more  for 
the  purposes  of  legislation  than  a  ship-load  of 
theory  and  speculation.  We  are  told  that  we 
must  force  into  the  vaults  of  the  bank  a  large 
portion  of  the  circulating  medium,  and  thereby 
depress  the  price  of  every  thing  in  the  market ; 
we  must  give  a  shock  to  credit  of  every  kind, 
check  and  embarrass  every  branch  of  agricul- 
tural, commercial,  and  manufac turing industry ; 
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give  up  the  young  mochanios,  manufacturers,  and 
merchants  with  small  capitals  a  prey  to  the  cu- 
pidity of  moneyed  men,  who  will  be  tempted  to 
withdraw  their  funds  from  trade  to  speculate 
on  the  wrecks  of  the  unfortunate.  This  is  not 
mere  matter  of  calculation.  I  only  state  facts 
proved  to  us  by  the  most  unquestionable  evi- 
dence. We  are  not  only,  sir,  to  ruin  many  in- 
nocent and  unoffending  individuals,  but  to  de- 
range the  national  finances ;  and  for  what  is  all 
this  to  be  done  ?  To  promote  the  public  good 
or  advance  the  national  prosperty  ?  No,  sir,  it 
is  not  pretended.  We  are  gravely  told,  that  we, 
the  Bepresentatives  of  the  people,  must  sacri- 
fice the  people  to  save  the  constitution  of  the 
people,  whose  happiness  and  welfare  it  was  in- 
tended to  secure.  If  this  be  true,  it  is  indeed 
a  strange  Government  under  which  we  live.  I 
advance  the  opinion  with  confidence,  that  no 
principle  which,  in  its  practical  effects,  outrages 
the  common  sense  and  feelings  of  mankind,  can 
be  a  sound  one,  and  we  ought  to  examine  it 
well,  and  hesitate  much  before  we  give  our  as- 
sent. To  bring  distress  on  the  country,  not  to 
prevent  a  violation  of  any  positive  provision  of 
the  constitution ;  but  to  correct  what  we  sup- 
pose to  have  been  an  erroneous  construction  of 
it  by  our  predecessors,  of  which  neither  the 
States  nor  the  people  have  ever  complained, 
appears  to  be  more  nice  than  wise. 

Disguise  this  question  as  you  will,  sir,  and  still 
it  will  clearly  appear  to  be  a  contest  between  a 
few  importing  States  and  the  people  of  the 
United  States.  Resolutions  have  been  already 
laid  on  our  table  by  gentlemen  from  the  two 
large  States ;  from  which  instructions  have 
been  received  in  substance,  requiring  Congress 
to  give  up  to  the  State  banks  the  collection  of 
the  national  revenue.  I  am,  Mr.  President,  on 
the  side  of  the  people  of  the  United  States. 
This  is  indeed  a  question  of  party,  but  of  a  very 
different  character  from  that  which  will  be  at- 
tempted to  be  palmed  on  the  people.  It  is  a 
contest  between  the  friends  and  enemies  of  the 
Federal  Constitution  revived ;  for,  if  I  am  not 
mistaken,  the  power  of  laying  and  collecting 
imposts  and  duties  was  strongly  objected  to  by 
some  of  the  large  States  having  advantageous 
seaports,  before  the  constitution  was  adopted. 
I  am  for  preserving  both  the  States  and  the 
Union.  I  consider  the  safety  and  independence 
of  the  several  States,  and  the  liberties  of  the 
people,  inseparably  connected  with  and  depend- 
ent on  the  efficiency  of  the  National  Govern- 
ment, and  it  is  to  me  unaccountable  that  gen- 
tlemen in  favor  of  strong  measures  against 
foreign  nations  should  be  so  solicitous  to  strip 
the  General  Government  of  this  very  essential 
part  of  its  power.  We  were  told,  a  few  days 
since,  that  our  army  was  so  insignificant  and 
contemptible,  that  it  would  require  a  constable, 
with  a  search  warrant,  to  find  it.  I  have  heard 
another  gentleman  of  very  high  standing  sug- 
gest the  propriety  of  retroceding  the  ten  miles 
square  to  the  States  of  Virginia  and  Maryland. 
Our  gunboats  are  almost  rotten;    We  have  not , 


more  frigates  and  Other  armed  vessels  than  suf- 
ficient to  carry  our  Ministers  and  diplomatic 
despatches  to  foreign  courts,  and  if  we  yield  to 
the  States  the  collection  of  our  revenue,  what 
will  remain  of  the  Federal  Government  with 
which  the  people  can  identify  their  feelings  or 
affections  ?  In  what  will  this  Government  con- 
sist? It  will  be  a  mere  creature  of  the  imagi- 
nation— a  political  fiction.  And,  analogous  to 
the  fiction  in  the  action  of  ejectment,  we  shall 
have  to  suppose  its  existence,  and  then  bottom 
our  proceedings  upon  that  supposition.  If  I 
was  hostile  to  our  Federal  Union,  or  wanted  to 
prepare  the  public  mind  for  a  surrender  of  this 
happy  system  of  Government,  I  would  join  in 
the  hue  and  cry  against  this  institution ;  I  would 
support  every  measure  calculated  to  destroy  aU 
confidence  in  and  respect  for  this  Government, 
both  at  home  and  abroad ;  I  would  endeavor  to 
produce  throughout  the  country,  confusion  and 
disorder,  and  a  state  of  glorious  uncertainty; 
then  persuade  the  people  to  seek  security  and 
tranquillity  under  some  other  form  of  Govern- 
ment. The  transition  from  a  wild,  factious  de- 
mocracy, to  despotism,  is  often  easy,  and  gen- 
erally sudden.  The  extremes  are  very  nearly 
allied.  A  Republican  Government,  guided  by 
the  virtue  and  intelligence  of  a  nation,  is  the 
first  of  human  blessings,  but  when  directed  by 
the  angry,  vindictive  passions  of  party,  the 
worst  of  which  the  imagination  can  conceive. 
A  "republic,  to  be  duisable,  must  inspire  confi- 
dence and  respect.  Such  instability,  such  vari- 
able, unsettled  policy  as  now  appears  to  be  the 
order  of  the  day,  could  not  have  been  anticipated 
by  any  man  blessed  with  a  tolerable  degree  of 
faith  in  the  success  of  this  great  republican  ex- 
periment. Mr.  President,  I  have  ever  been  op- 
posed to  yielding  to  the  commercial  interest  an 
undue  influence  in  this  Government,  but  I  am 
unwilling  to  make  an  unnecessary  and  wanton 
attack  upon  them.  Coming  from  an  agricul- 
tural State,  I  am  not  disposed  to  increase  the 
jealousies  which  unfortunately  exist,  and  there- 
by weaken  the  ties  by  which  these  States  are 
held  together.  I  am  sensible,  too,  how  much 
the  prosperity  of  the  State  I  represent  depends 
on  a  prosperous  state  of  trade,  and  although  the 
shock  from  the  dissolution  of  this  bank  will  be 
first  felt  in  the  commercial  cities,  it  must  imme- 
diately react  to  the  extremes  of  the  empire.  I 
know  many  are  under  an  impression  that  Fed- 
eralists and  British  agents  are  to  be  the  vic- 
tims ;  but  very  different  will  be  the  result.  I 
refer  to  the  evidence  detailed  by  the  honorable 
gentleman  from  Massachusetts,  (Mr.  Lloyd.) 
But  is  it  possible  that  an  intolerant  spirit  of 
party  has  prepared  us  for  this  ?  Are  gentlemen 
ready  to  injure  their  country,  weaken  our  Fed- 
eral Union,  the  sheet-anchor  of  our  pohtical 
safety,  to  reach  their  political  opponents?  I 
will  not  believe  it.  When  I  see  around  me 
some  of  the  soldiers  of  the  Revolution,  actuated 
I  am  sure  by  nobler '  views ;  when  I  see  the 
professors  of  a  religion  which  teaches  us  to  love 
our  neighbors  as  ourselves,  I  cannot  persuade 
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myself  that  Christian  charity,  and  all  the  nohle, 
generous  feelings  of  the  human  heart,  are  ex- 
tinguished hy  this  demon,  party  spirit.  If  there 
he  a  man  in  the  nation  who  can  witness  with 
unfeeling  apathy  the  distresses  of  his  feUow- 
citizens,  he  would  have  figured  in  Smithfield  in 
the  bloody  reign  of  Queen  Mary  of  England,  in 
binding  heretics  to  the  stake ;  or  in  the  san- 
guinary time  of  Robespierre,  in  adding  victims 
to  the  guillotine ;  but  he  is  unworthy  the  bless- 
ings of  a  free  Government. 

_  Sir,  I  address  the  Senate  under  circumstances 
discouraging  indeed.  I  have  been  told,  and  on 
this  floor,  that  debate  is  useless ;  that  no  man's 
opinion  is  to  be  changed ;  that  I  shall  find  ver- 
ified in  the  decision  of  this  question  the  senti- 
ment contained  in  two  lines  of  Hudibras — "He 
that  is  convinced  against  his  wiD,  is  of  the  same 
opinion  stQl."  J  cannot  admit  this.  I  know 
there  are  gentlemen  fully  sensible  of  the  evils 
about  to  befall  their  country,  without  any  ob- 
stinate pride  to  conquer,  who  would  rejoice  at 
being  convinced  it  is  in  their  power  to  avert 
them.  Let  me  entreat  them  to  pause  and  re- 
flect, before  they  inflict  a  wound  on  their  coun- 
try's interest,  under  the  influence  of  constitu- 
tional doubt ;  and  if  they  eiT,  I  would  ask  them, 
would  it  not  be  more  safe  and  patriotic  to  err 
in  favor  of  the  people  ?  '  Pei-mit  me  now,  sir, 
to  redeem  this  subject  from  the  constitution- 
al diflSculties  with  which  it  has  been  encum- 
bered. 

To  form  a  correct  opinion,  we  must  retrospect 
tie  defects  of  the  old  Government,  and  ascer- 
tain the  remedy  which  was  anticipated  in  the 
present  constitution.  I  believe  it  will  be  con- 
ceded that  the  great  cause  of  the  inefficiency  of 
the  former,  was  not  because  their  principal 
field  of  legislation  was  too  limited,  but  was  ow- 
ing to  its  dependence  on  the  States  for  the 
means  to  carry  their  powers  into  effect.  For 
the  truth  of  this  position,  I  appeal  to  the  history 
of  that  day — to  the  candor  of  gentlemen  who 
hear  me.  The  present  constitution  was  framed 
for  national  purposes,  with  ample  authority  to 
pass  all  laws  necessary  and  proper  for  the  at- 
tainment of  its  objects,  independent  of  State  au- 
thority, except  so  far  as  expressly  made  depend- 
ent by  the  constitution.  The  erroneous  im- 
pressions with  regard  to  this  bank  have  arisen 
from  ignorance  of  facts,  relative  to  the  practical 
fiscal  operations  of  the  Government,  and  from 
confounding  an  original,  independent  power,  to 
establish  banks  and  corporations,  with  a  neces- 
sary auxiliary  to  the  execution  of  the  powers 
given.  By  the  constitution  it  is  expressly  de- 
olaredj  that  Congress  shall  have  power  to  pass 
all  laws  necessary  and  proper  to  carry  into  ef- 
fect the  powers  previously  enumerated,  and  aU 
other  powers  vested  in  the  Government  of  the 
United  States,  or  any  department  or  officer 
thereof.  Our  power  to  create  a  bank  is  not 
derived  by  implication.  No,  sir.  If  this  ex- 
press delegation  of  power  had  not  been  in- 
serted, we  must  have  implied  the  authority 
to  provide  the  means  necessary  and  proper,  &c. 


But  the  Convention,  with  a  full  knowledge 
of  the  defects  of  the  old  Confederation,  and 
deeply  impressed  with  the  necessity  of  an  effi- 
cient national  Government,  determined  to  ex- 
clude all  doubt  by  granting  to  the  new  Govern- 
ment, in  express  and  unequivocal  language, 
ample  authority  to  use  aU  means  necessary  and 
proper  for  the  attainment  of  the  ends  for  which 
it  was  instituted.  If  a  man  was  requested  to 
look  at  the  constitution  and  decide  whether 
power  is  given  to  Congress  to  create  a  bank,  or 
corporations  gen*ally,  he  would  answer  in.the 
negative.  This  would  very  naturally  be  the 
answer  of  most  men  upon  the  first  blush  of  the 
constitution.  It  is  not  pretended  that  Congress 
have  power  to  create  corporations  as  an  inde- 
pendent proposition.  The  authority  to  establish 
a  bank  or  corporations  is  only  contended  for  so 
far  as  it  can  be  fairly  considered  as  a  necessary 
and  proper  auxiliary  to  the  execution  of  the 
powers  granted  by  the  constitution.  The  ques- 
tion of  constitutionality  depends  upon  facts,  de- 
hors the  instrument,  of  which  we  must  be  in- 
formed before  we  decide,  and  which  could  not 
be  ascertained  before  the  attempt  wag  made  to 
give  motion  and  energy  to  this  political  ma- 
chinery. If  the  fact  be  ascertained,  by  the  best 
evidence  the  nature  of  the  subject  afibrds,  that 
a  bank  is  necessary  and  proper  to  effectuate  the 
legitimate  powers  of  Government,  then  our 
power  is  express,  and  we  need  not  resort  to  im- 
plication. To  prove  to  the  satisfaction  of  the 
Senate  and  the  world,  this  material  fact,  will 
be  my  business  before  I  request  their  assent  to 
the  position  assumed,  that  Congress  have  an  ex- 
press power  to  incorporate  a  bank.  To  do 
this  it  is  indispensable  that  we  should  under- 
stand the  practical  financial  concerns  of  the 
Government,  or  have  the  information  of  those 
who  do.  We  appropriate  money  for  fortifica- 
tions on  the  report  of  our  engineer.  Colonel 
Williams,  and  for  the  Capitol,  &c.,  upon  the  re- 
port of  Mr.  Latrobe.  To  know  how  much  tim- 
ber or  other  materials  are  necessary  for  a  ship 
or  a  house,  yon  must  understand  the  subject 
yourself,  or  have  the  information  of  those  who 
do.  For  myself,  I  am  ready  to  admit  that  I  rely 
much  upon  the  information  and  experience  of 
others.  To  ignorant  men,  and  those  who  do 
not  profess  to  be  fuUy  acquainted  with  the  na- 
ture and  management  of  the  national  finances, 
the  following  evidence  is  presented.  The  first, 
and  with  many,  perhaps  the  best,  not  hereto- 
fore particularly  noticed,  which  I  shall  ofier,  is 
the  Congress  of  1781,  which  established  a  na- 
tional bank,  called  the  Bank  of  North  America, 
during  our  revolutionary  struggle,  the  utility 
and  necessity  of  which  were  ascertained  by  the 
experience  of  that  day. 

It  is  worthy  of  remark,  that  they  created  a 
bank  under  powers  much  more  limited  than 
ours.  That  act  was  not  passed  precipitately, 
but  was  the  result  of  the  most  mature  and  de- 
liberate consideration.  I  beg  leave  to  read  the 
preamble  of  the  law  which  contains  the  opin- 
ions of  that  Congress  with  regard  to  the  utility 
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and  necessity  of  a  National  Bank.  "  Whereas 
Congress,  on  the  26th  day  of  May  last,  did,  from 
a  conviction  of  the  support  which  the  finances 
of  the  United  States  would  receive  from  the  es- 
tablishment of  a  National  Bank,  approve  a  plan 
for  such  an  institution,  submitted  to  their  con- 
sideration by  Eobert  Morris,  Esq.,  and  now 
lodged  among  the  archives  of  Congress,  and 
did  engage  to  promote  the  same  by  the  most 
effectual  means ;  and  whereas  the  subscription 
thereto  is  now  filled,  from  an  expectation  of  a 
charter  of  incorporation  from  Congress,  the  di- 
rectors and  president  are  appointed,  and  appli- 
cation has  been  made  to  Congress  by  the  said 
president  and  directors,  for  an  act  of  incorpora- 
tion :  and  whereas  the  exigencies  of  the  United 
States  render  it  indispensably  necessary  that 
such  an  act  be  immediately  passed — Be  it  there- 
fore ordained,"  &o.  This  act  passed  on  the  31st 
day  of  December,  1781.  And  here  permit  me 
to  observe,  that  this  National  Bank,  styled  the 
Bank  of  North  America,  was  not  produced  by 
British  influence  or  party  spirit.  No,  sir,  the 
little,  slandering,  intriguing  partyism  of  the 
present  moment  was  unknown  to  the  patriots 
of  that  awful  period.  They  had  no  party  bat 
their  country — liberty  and  independence  were 
their  objects.  Their  souls  were  fired  with  a 
noble,  a  generous  enthusiasm,  on  which  Heaven 
looked  down  with  pleasure.  It  appears  from 
the  journals  of  the  Congress  of  1781,  that  the 
members  from  every  State  were  unanimous  in 
favor  of  a  National  Bank,  except  Massachusetts, 
Pennsylvania,  and  Virginia — the  two  members 
from  Massachusetts  voted  against  it,  the  two 
members  from  Pennsylvania  were  divided — of 
the  four  from  Virginia,  Mr.  Madison  alone  voted 
against  it.  Here  it  is  evident  that,  in  the  very 
infancy  of  our  Republic,  before  indeed  it  could 
with  propriety  be  said  to  be  born,  when  every 
bosom  glowed  with  enthusiasm  for  liberty  and 
a  pure  disinterested  patriotism,  a  National  Bank 
was  not  thought  that  dangerous,  dreadful  mon- 
ster, which  the  very  wise  and  exclusive  patri- 
ots of  1811  are  endeavoring  to  represent  it  to 
the  American  people.  And  the  construction 
given  to  the  grant  of  powers  in  the  Articles  of 
Confederation  by  the  Congress  of  1781,  is  strong 
evidence  of  our  right  to  establish  a  bank  under 
a  grant  of  powers  much  more  ample,  and  with 
money  concerns  vastly  more  extensive  and  com- 
plicated. 

The  next  evidence  I  shall  adduce  for  the  con- 
sideration of  the  Senate,  is  the  opinion  of  the 
late  General  Hamilton,  appointed  by  President 
"Washington,  the  first  Secretary  of  the  Treasury ; 
whose  province  and  duty  it  was  to  superintend 
the  national  finances.  His  attention  was  there- 
fore particularly  directed  to  the  subject,  and,  in 
a  very  able  report  to  the  first  Congi-ess,  assem- 
bled under  the  new  constitution,  he  recom- 
mended a  National  Bank.  Although  opinions 
have  been  imputed  to  this  gentleman  very 
foreign  to  my  feelings  and  notions  about  Gov- 
ernment, yet  he  has  ever  been  acknowledged,  by 
the  candid  and  liberal  of  all  parties,  one  of  the 


first  American  statesmen.    For  reasons,  which 
it  is  unnecessary  for  me  to  assign,  I  will  not 
press  his  opinion  upon  the  attention  of  the 
Senate,  but  will  introduce  other  and  perhaps 
less  exceptionable  testimony.    The  Congress  of 
1791,   which  incorporated  the  present  bank, 
merits  the  highest  regard.     It  was  composed  of 
the  most  enlightened  and  distinguished  men  in 
America,  many  of  whom  had  been  members  of 
the  convention,  and  were  fully  apprised  of  the 
defects  of  the  old  and  the  objects  of  the  new 
Government.  A  large  majority  of  both  branches 
voted  in  favor  of  the  bank.     They  were  not 
divided  on  the  question  by  party.    Many  who 
have  continued  with  the  Kepublican  party  un- 
der every  Administration  voted  in  favor  of  this 
bank.     Although  different  speculative  or  ab- 
stract political  opinions  were  then  entertained, 
yet  the  spirit  and  passion  of  party  had  not  dif- 
fused itself  so  generally  through  the  nation  as  at 
a  subsequent  period.      The  next  authority  in 
favor  of  this  bank,  and  one  which  must  at  all 
times  and  on  all  occasions  command  the  high- 
est respect,  is  no  les3  than  our  immortal  Wash- 
ington.   He  was  President  of  the  United  States 
in  1791,  when  this  bank  law  passed.    After  it 
had  received  the  sanction  of  both  branches  of 
the  Legislature,  with  that  circumspection  and 
prudence  which  regulated  his  conduct  through 
life,  he  consulted  the  able  men  who  composed 
his  Cabinet  Council  on  the  constitutional  ques- 
ticm ;  they  differed  in.  opinion ;  he  heard  their 
arguments  for  and  against  the  measure ;  and, 
after  full  consideration,  approved  the  law.    I 
cannot  yet,  sir,  take  leave  of  this  very  import- 
ant testimony  in  favor  of  the  bank.     The  opin- 
ion of  our  Washington  has  the  strongest  claim 
to  our  confidence.    Let  us  pause  before  we  dis- 
regard his  solemn  advice.    This  is  the  hero 
who  led  our  armies  to  victory;  this  is  the 
Washington,  who,  at  the  close  of  our  Revolu- 
tionary war,  disbanded  a  disciplined  army  in 
the  bosom  of  the  Republic,  and  voluntarily  ex- 
changed the  splendid  robes  and  ensigns  of  mUi- 
tory  power  for  the  plain,  humble  garb  of  a  pri- 
vate citizen.     This  Washington,  who  continued, 
a,n  American,  a  Republican  in  heart  and  in  sen- 
timent, until  summoned  to  the  mansions  of  bliss ; 
yes,  sir,  this  illustrious  departed  hero,  this  prac- 
tical statesman,  has  solemnly  declared  to  the 
American  people  that  a  National  Bank  is  a  ne- 
cessary and  proper  auxiliary  to  the  execution  of 
the  national  powers.     The  last  authority  I  shdl 
particularly  notice  in  support  of  this  institution, 
is  the  opinion  of  the  present  Secretary  of  the 
Treasury,  Mr.  Gallatin.    If  this  gentleman  can- 
not boast  of  the  military  laurels  which  have 
adorned  the  brows  of  the  patriots  I  have  men- 
tioned ;  as  a  statesman  and  faithful  public  ser- 
vant, he  stands  inferior  to  none.    Mr.  Gallatin, 
froin  his  first  appearance  on  the  theatre  of  pub- 
lic life,  has  been  considered  by  all  parties  an 
able    financier.    At  a  very  early   period  the 
finances  of  the  United  States  became  the  subject 
of  his  particular  attention  and  inquiry ;  the  re- 
sult of  which  was  a  treatise,  publi9hed  in  1796, 
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called  "  Gallatin,  on  the  finances  of  the  United 
States,"  in  which  he  gives  a  decided  opinion  in 
favor  of  this  bank.  I  rely  much  on  his  opinion 
at  that  period,  because  it  mnst  have  been  the 
result  of  conviction,  and  not  of  saj  party  feel- 
ing or  consideration,  as  he  was  then  in  the 
minority,  and  continued  in  it  until  the  Admin- 
istration changed.  His  report  to  the  Senate 
during  the  last  session  of  Mr.  Jefferson's  Ad- 
ministration, and  his  letter  to  the  committee, 
show,  that  time  and  experience,  so  far  from 
changing,  have  confirmed  him  in  the  opinion  he 
first  formed  on  the  subject ;  to  which  I  might 
add  every  Administration  and  almost  every  man 
practically  acquainted  with  our  money  con- 
cerns. Is  not  this  mass  of  evidence  sufficient 
to  substantiate  the  facts  upon  the  existence  or 
non-existence  of  which  the  constitutionality  of 
this  measure  depends  ?  I  put  the  question  to  the 
candor  and  good  sense  of  gentlemen,  whether 
they  are  not  satisfied,  in  the  language  of  the 
constitution,  that  a  National  Bank  is  neces- 
sary and  proper  to  effectuate  the  legitimate 
powers  of  the  National  Government  ?  If  they 
answer  in  the  negative,  I  can  only  say,  he  who 
will  neither  regard  the  suggestions  of  experi- 
ence, nor  believe  the  report  of  the  great  politi- 
cal disciples  who  have  gone  before  us,  would 
not  believe  though  one  were  to  rise  from  the 
dead.  And  what  is  the  answer  to  all  this  out 
of  doors  ?  Why,  that  we  are  not  to  be  governed 
by  the  information  or  opiillon  of  others,  how- 
ever well  acquainted  with  the  subject ;  we  are 
so  self-sufficient  as  to  disregard  the  best  lights 
which  can  be  presented  to  us.  The  cry  is  up 
to  the  hub,  down  with  the  bank,  huzza  for  the 
party !  So  long,  Mr.  President,  as  I  shall  be 
honored  with  a  seat  in  the  Senate  of  the  Union, 
I  am  determined  to  respect  my  station  and  my 
own  feelings  and  character  too  much  to  be 
driven  along  by  any  such  idle,  ridiculous  clamor. 
As  I  heard  much  said  about  absolute,  indis- 
pensable necessity,  I  may  be  pardoned  for  giv- 
ing what  I  consider  the  sound  interpretation  of 
the  words  "  necessary  and  proper"  in  the  con- 
stitution. This  idea  of  absolute,  indispensable, 
&c.,  must  have  originated  in  an  excessive  jeal- 
ousy of  power  or  a  decided  hostility  to  the 
Federal  Union.  This  instrument  was  framed 
by  and  for  the  people  of  the  United  States,  and, 
in  the  language  used,  was  certainly  intended  to 
be  understood  in  that  sense  in  which  it  is  used 
and  understood  by  them  generally.  If  you  ask 
a  plain  man  what  are  the  iiecessaries  of  life,  he 
will  answer,  something  below  luxury  and  ex- 
travagance, what  is  calculated  to  afford  him 
reasonable  comfort.  Neither  a  house  nor  a  bed 
is  absolutely  or  indispensably  necessary  to  a 
man's  existence ;  he  could  live  in  a  camp  and 
sleep  on  boards,  or  on  the  ground,  yet,  the  com- 
mon Sense  of  mankind  would  respond,  they  are 
necessary  and  proper.  If  a  man  had  a  journey 
to  make,  either  to  Eichmond,  in  Virginia,  or 
Lexington,  in  Kentucky,  although  every  per- 
son would  pronounce  a  coach  and  six  superflu- 
ons  and  unnecessary,  all  reasonable  men  would 
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say,  he  ought  to  have  a  horse  or  a  hack,  but  it 
will  not  be  pretended  that  either  are  indispen- 
sable, because  he  could  perform  it  on  foot.  If 
a  gentleman  from  Baltimore  gives  his  agent  in- 
structions to  provide  every  thing  necessary  for 
an  East  India  voyage,  what  would  he  expect  ? 
Certainly  that  he  should  avoid  unnecessary  ex- 
pense, but  would  consider  him  acting  within  the 
pale  of  his  authority  if  he  procured  only  what  was 
reasonably  necessary  and  proper,  or,  in  other 
words,  what  was  fa^ly  suited  to  the  master  and 
crew,  and  well  calculated  to  enable  the  vessel 
to  reach  her  port  of  destination.  That  inter- 
pretation is  correct  which  best  accords  with  the 
common  sense  and  understanding  of  mankind. 
It  must,  therefore,  be  evident  that  the  only 
question  as  regards  the  constitutionality  of  the 
measure  to  be  decided  is  a  question  of  fact,  and 
that  is,  whether  a  National  Bank  is  reasonably 
necessary  and  proper,  or  fairly  suited  to,  and 
calculated  for,  the  collection  of  our  revenue  and 
the  management  of  our  money  concerns.  And 
this  fact  appears  to  be  admitted  by  the  gentle- 
men opposed  to  the  bill,  for  their  arguments  are 
predicated  upon  the  probability  that  the  State 
banks  will  answer  the  national  pui-poses.  This 
is  a  complete  surrender  of  the  constitutional 
objection;  for,  if  banks  be  necessary  and  proper, 
it  follows  that  we  have  a  constitutional  power 
to  create  them,  and  it  wiU  be  a  mere  question 
of  expediency  whether  we  will  use  State  banks 
or  a  National  Bank.  My  colleague  (Mr.  Glat) 
has  asked  for  the  congeniality  between  a  bank 
and  the  collection  of  our  revenue  ?  The  argu- 
ment in  favor  of  using  State  banks  shows  it, 
but  let  the  use  hitherto  made  of  the  bank  an- 
swer the  question.  Is  not  a  bank  a  proper  place 
for  the  deposit  and  safe-keeping  of  ■money — 
more  so  than  the  custom-house?  Is  it  not  a 
convenient  agent  for  paying  and  receiving 
money  ?  Through  the .  agency  of  this  bank  our 
revenue,  or  the  greater  part  of  it,  has  been  col- 
lected, our  financial  transactions  done,  and  public 
money  transmitted  to  such  places  as  the  necessi- 
ties of  the  Government  required.  The  revenue 
collected  at  Boston,  Baltimore,  or  any  other  port, 
is  paid,  if  required,  at  New  Orleans,  Natchez,  St. 
Louis,  or  any  other  place  without  risk  or  ex- 
pense. The  money  in  the  bank  and  its  branches 
is  payable  at  such  of  them  as  the  convenience 
of  the  Government  may  require,  and,  by  this 
arrangement,  we  can  command  the  whole  of 
the  public  money  in  any  quarter  of  the  Union 
without  risk  or  expense.  The  operations  of  this 
institution  have  been  confined  to  the  seaboard. 
The  principal  bank  is  at  Philadelphia,  with  a 
branch  at  New  York,  Boston,  Baltimore, 
"Washington,  Norfolk,  Charleston,  Savannah, 
and  New  Orleans.  At  all  which  places,  the 
Government  has  considerable  revenue  to  collect. 
No  branches  have  been  extended  into  the  inte- 
rior. It  has  been  connected  with  our  fiscal  ar- 
rangements at  all  the  places  to  which  it  has 
been  extended,  and  may  be  fairly  deemed  a  con- 
venient, necessary,  and  appropriate  auxiliary  to 
the  management  of  the  national  concerns.     It  i3 
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said  that  the  revenue  is  collected  at  many  ports 
where  none  of  these  branches  are  placed.  This 
is  true ;  the  hank  and  branches  are  fixed  only 
at  the  principal  seaports,  where  a  large  amount 
of  revenue  is  collected.  Every  one  draws  into 
its  vaults,  subject  to  the  demands  of  Govern- 
ment, the  revenue  collected  at  the  less  import- 
ant ports  in  the  same  quarter  of  the  country. 
Boston  being  the  commercial  emporium  of  New 
England,  the  Government,  by  the  agency  of  the 
branch  bank  there,  is  enabled  to  draw  to  that 
point  most  of  the  revenue  received  at  the  nu- 
merous ports  in  that  quarter  of  the  Union.  The 
repeated  sanctions  this  bank  has  received  from 
the  different  Administrations,  and  especially 
from  Mr.  Jefferson  and  the  Republican  party, 
by  authorizing  the  extension  of  a  branch  to 
New  Orleans,  and  selling  one  million  of  the 
stock,  the  property  of  the  United  States,  to 
British  subjects,  for  four  hundred  thousand  dol- 
lars more  than  the  nominal  amount,  is  indeed 
strangely  accounted  for;  gentlemen  say  the 
Government  were  bound  to  fulfil  their  engage- 
ments, and  that  the  charter,  being  in  the  na- 
ture of  a  contract,  was  sacred.  I  had  thought 
the  fashionable  doctrine  was,  that  an  unconstitu- 
tional law  was  wholly  null  and  void.  It  has  been 
held  by  some  of  the  States.  However  plausi- 
ble the  answer  to  the  argument  of  acquiescence, 
it  furnishes  no  apology  for  a  positive  confirma- 
tion. Permit  me  to  assimilate  a  common  case 
between  individuals  to  the  case  before  us :  a  man 
in  "Washington  executes  a  joint  power  to  five 
trustees  in  Kentucky  to  collect  his  debts,  settle 
his  land  business,  &c.,  and  authorizes  them  to 
take  all  steps  necessary  and  proper  to  effectuate 
the  trust  or  power ;  in  the  progress  of  the  busi- 
ness a  measure  is  suggested  as  necessary,  about 
which  there  is  a  diversity  of  opinion  among  the 
trustees.  A  majority,  however,  decide  trat  it 
is  within  their  authority ;  the  principal  is  in- 
formed of  it,  does  not  complain  or  disavow, 
but  positively  and  by  the  strongest  implication 
assents  to  the  construction  given  by  his  agents. 
In  such  a  case  there  would  be  but  one  opinion. 
In  1791  a  National  Bank  is  proposed  to  Congress ; 
they  differ  as  to  the  constitutionality,  a  large 
majority  decide  in  favor  of  it,  the  people  and 
the  States  are  informed  of  the  measure,  the 
States  do  not  protest,  nor  do  the  people  com- 
plain ;  many  of  the  States  pass  laws  to  protect 
the  institution,  it  receives  the  confirmation  of 
three  or  four  different  Administrations,  and 
particularly  of  the  one  composed  of  men  origi- 
nally opposed  to  it ;  it  violates  no  positive  pro- 
vision of  the  constitution;  no  mischiefs  have 
been  produced,  but  great  convenience  and  ad- 
vantage have  been  experienced  by  the  Govern- 
ment and  community.  I  ask  whether,  under 
such  circumstances,  the  question  ought  not  to 
be  considered  settled?  Is  no  respect  due  to 
the  opinions  of  our  predecessors  ?  Is  a  question 
of  construction  never  to  be  at  rest?  Why  is  a 
judge,  sworn  to  support  tha  laws  and  constitu- 
tion of  the  country,  bound  by  a  train  of  deci- 
sions contrary  to  his  own  opinions?    Because 


the  good,  the  peace,  the  tranquillity  of  society 
require  it.  The  conduct  of  a  court,  as  well  as 
every  department  of  Government,  must  be  reg- 
ulated in  its  course  in  some  measure  by  a  re- 
gard for  the  public  weal.  It  is  worthy  of  re-  ' 
mark  that,  notwithstanding  all  the  fuss  about 
implied  and  incidental  powers — if  you  except 
the  sedition  law,  which  was  supposed  to  vio- 
late a  positive  provision  of  the  constitution — 
the  same  practical  construction  has  been  given 
to  this  instrument  by  every  Administration  of 
the  Government.  Indeed,  the  sphere  of  nar 
tional  legislation  has  been  more  enlarged  under 
Mr.  Jefferson's  than  any  other  Administration. 
AH  parties  have  found  that  the  national  vessel 
could  not  be  navigated  without  sails,  rigging, 
and  every  thing  necessary  and  proper.  Whence 
was  derived  a  power  to  pass  a  law  laying  an 
embargo  without  limitation  ?  There  is  nothing 
in  the  constitution  about  embargoes.  Whence 
did  we  derive  a  power  to  purchase  Louisiana, 
and  incorporate  it  with  the  good  old  United 
States?  There  is  no  express  delegation  of 
power  to  purchase  new  territory.  On  these 
subjects  the  constitution  is  sUent.  I  have  ap- 
proved both.  No  State  can  lay  an  embargo, 
or  acquire  new  territory.  Our  power  to  per- 
form these  acts  results  from  the  nature  of  the 
national  sovereignty  created  by  this  constitu- 
tion. The  Republican  Administrations  have  no 
pretensions  to  the  approbation  of  the  people  on 
the  ground  of  having  restrained  any  latitude  or 
liberality  of  construction.  Their  claim  to  the 
public  confidence  is  founded  on  very  different 
considerations.  They  have  repealed  the  internal 
taxes,  paid  a  large  part  of  the  public  debt,  pur- 
chased Louisiana,  and  preserved  to  the  nation 
the  blessings  of  peace.  For  these  acts,  they  have, 
I  believe,  the  thanks  of  the  nation.  They  have 
mine,  most  sincerely. 

Great  stress  is  placed  on  the  twelfth  article 
of  the  amendments  to  the  constitution,  which 
declares  the  powers  not  delegated  to  the  United 
States  by  the  constitution,  nor  prohibited  by  it 
to  the  States,  are  reserved  to  the  States  respect- 
ively, or  to  the  people.  I  must  confess  that  I 
cannot  discover  what  influence  this  can  have  on 
the  bill  under  consideration,  or  any  other  meas- 
ure which  may  be  proposed.  It  appears  to  me 
to  have  been  adopted  rather  to  quiet  State  jeal- 
ousies and  popular  fears  than  with  a  view  to 
produce  any  positive  effect,  for  the  inquiry  must 
ever  he.  Is  the  power  given  ?  And  if  granted, 
it  is  not  retained.  The  supporters  of  this  bill 
do  not  pretend  to  usurp  any  power  retained  by 
the  States  or  the  people,  but  contend  that  the 
power  to  pass  the  bill  is  expressly  delegated,  if 
the  facts  assumed  are  true. 

It  is  not  pretended  that  our  fiscal  concerns 
can  be  managed  with  gold  and  silver.  If  our 
territory  was  of  no  greater  extent  than  Rhode 
Island,  Delaware,  or  the  city  of  Philadelphia, 
gold  and  silver  would  answer  the  purposes  of 
the  Government,  but  it  would  require  a  number 
of  pack  horses  and  wagons  to  transport  the  pub- 
lic money  in  gold  and  silver,  over  this  immense 
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country,  to  the  different  places  where  it  is 
wanting.  Our  extensive  commerce,  and  the 
great  extent  of  this  empire,  renders  a  paper  me- 
dium necessary.  Is  the  power  to  create  this 
paper  medium,  or  national  currency,  an  attri- 
bute of  State  or  national  sovereignty  ?  I  put 
the  question  to  the  candor  of  gentlemen,  and 
solicit  a  serious  answer !  The  argument  of  my 
honorable  friend  from  Georgia  against  the  power 
of  the  States  to  authorize  the  emission  of  bank 
paper,  founded  on  that  part  of  the  constitution 
which  declares  that  "  No  State  shall  emit  bills 
of  credit,"  acquires  great  additional  force,  when 
these  bills  of  credit  are  made  to  assume  the 
character  of  money,  for  national  pui-poses.  In 
the  same  article  the  power  to  coin  money  is 
expressly  prohibited  to  the  States,  and  in  the 
catalogue  of  cardinal  powers  granted  to  this 
Government,  is  that  to  coin  money.  It  will, 
perhaps,  be  contended  that  this  only  applies  to 
gold  and  silver,  but  if  that  be  admitted  to  be 
the  literal  meaning  of  the  words,  still  it  is  evi- 
dent that  what  shall  be  the  national  currency, 
whether  specie  or  paper,  is  a  proper  subject  of 
national  legislation.  Ko  gentleman  wUl  be  so 
absurd  as  to  insist  that  any  State  or  States 
ought  to  coin  the  current  money  of  the  United 
States.  That  the  power  of  the  States  to  establish 
banks  may  he  questioned  with  at  least  great 
plausibility,  is  perfectly  clear,  but  as  this  banking 
power  has  been  so  long  exercised,  as  the  Na- 
tional and  State  banks  have  conducted  their  ope- 
rations very  harmoniously,  as  no  serious  evils 
call  for  national  interference,  I  am  not  for  dis- 
turbing the  existing  state  of  things ;  it  is  better, 
perhaps,  that  the  banking  power  should  be  di- 
vided between  the  States  and  the  United  States. 
That  bank  paper,  if  good,  is  in  fact  money,  al- 
though not  made  alegal  tender,  cannot  be  denied. 
The  currency  of  this  bank  paper  of  the  United 
States,  although  made  by  law  receivable  in 
payment  of  revenue,  rests  upon  a  much  better 
foundation  than  an  act  of  Congress.  Its  na- 
tional character,  the  extended  operations  of  this 
bank  from  Boston  to  New  Orleans,  have  given 
it  credit  with  the  people  of  every  part  of  the 
empire,  more  than  the  bank  paper  of  any  par- 
ticular State  can  be  expected  to  have  ;  so  that, 
by  common  consent,  this  money  coined  by  the 
national  bank  has  become  the  current  money  of 
the  United  States.  I  hope  we  shall  never  be 
driven  to  the  necessity  of  compelling  our  citi- 
zens by  law  to  receive  our  paper.  We  should 
so  guard  and  regulate  our  banking  operations 
as  to  make  the  national  paper  at  least  equal  to 
gold  and  silver,  in  every  quarter  of  the  Union. 

If  this  bank  is  removed,  the  Secretary  of  the 
Treasury  must  nationalize  the  bank  paper  of  the 
great  importing  States;  for,  I  presume,  Con- 
gress will  never  decide  what  State  paper  shall 
be  used  by  the  oflScers  of  the  General  Govern- 
ment. Most  of  the  public  money  is  now  col- 
lected and  deposited  in  the  Bank  of  the  United 
States ;  if  that  is  destroyed,  the  Secretary  of  the 
Treasury  is  to  deposit  in  ,the  State  banks,  and 
with  him  is  the  power  of  selection — a  power 


and  patronage  greater  than  any  ever  exercised 
by  any  officer  in  this  nation.  The  deposits  of 
the  public  money  are  sought  after  with  great 
avidity,  by  all  the  State  institutions.  He  can 
deposit  the  whole  in  one,  or  divide  it  between 
two,  or  three,  or  all  the  banks  in  any  one  place. 
He  can  change  them  at  pleasure.  He  may, 
with  great  apparent  fairness  and  propriety, 
make  it  a  condition  with  every  bank  where  de- 
posits are  made  that  they  shall  appoint  a  cer- 
tain portion  of  the^irectors  of  his  nomination, 
and  through  them  he  can  reach  the  credit  of 
any  man  who  may  have  accommodations  in  it. 
It  is  true  we  have  now  a  man  at  the  head  of  the 
Treasury  who  may  not  be  disposed  to  abuse  this 
power,  but  we  may  not  always  have  such  an  offi- 
cer. This  immense  power  and  influence  may  be 
exercised  in  an  invisible  manner,  and,  of  course, 
without  responsibility.  Is  this  republican  ?  It 
was  not  a  few  years  ago.  I  have  always  under- 
stood that  one  of  the  strongest  and  most  popular 
objections  to  the  Federal  Administration  was 
their  disposition  to  increase  Executive  patronage. 
Although  this  subject  has  received  much  false 
coloring  through  the  country,  by  charges  of 
British  influence,  &c.,  I  did  not  expect  to  hear 
it  from  an  honorable  senator  of  the  United 
States — it  has  not  indeed  been  positively  assert- 
ed, but  hinted  in  such  a  manner  as  to  make  an 
impression  on  the  community.  Some  stale  cir- 
cumstances connected  with  the  British  treaty 
have  been  very  unnecessarily  lugged  in  to  in- 
cr.ease  the  prejudices  against  this  bill.  It  has 
been  insinuated,  that  British  influence,  operating 
through  this  institution,  has  prevented  the  Gov- 
ernment from  taking  strong  measures  against 
Great  Britain;  but  in  what  manner  this  has 
been  effected,  gentlemen  have  not  been  good 
enough  to  explain.  Did  it  prevent  Mr.  Jefferson 
from  taking  a  war  course  ?  For  I  believe  it  is 
generally  understood  that  he  was  opposed  to  a 
war.  Has  it  operated  upon  the  present  Execu- 
tive ?  Such  a  suggestion  will  not  be  made.  I 
have,  during  my  service  here,  given  a  fair  and 
faithful  support  to  the  Administration,  and  I 
have  certainly  voted  for  stronger  measures  than 
they  were  willing  to  accept.  It  is  due  to  the 
10th  and  11th  Congresses,  who  have  been  so 
much  abused,  to  state  that  their  course,  as  re- 
gards the  question  of  peace  or  war,  has  been  in 
perfect  unison  with  the  views  of  the  late  and 
present  Presidents.  Let  it  not  be  inferred  that 
I  am  disposed  to  find  fault ;  I  believe  when  we 
consider  the  very  extraordinary  state  of  the 
foreign  world,  and  retrospect  the  embarrassing 
circumstances  which  have  surrounded  us,  the 
course  pru'sued  by  them  ought  to  be  deemed 
substantially  correct,  certainly  so  as  respects 
their  leading  object,  which  has  been  to  avoid 
making  this  country  a  party  in  the  present  war. 
If  I  was  disposed  to  censure,  it  would  be  for  not 
making  an  effort  to  chastise  some  of  the  British 
armed  vessels  which  lay  in  our  waters  after  the 
affair  of  the  Chesapeake,  in  open  contempt  of 
the  President'e  proclamation  ;  if  a  single  vessel 
had  been  driven  out  or  compelled  to  strike  her 
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colors,  it  would  have  healed  the  wound  inflicted 
on  the  national  pride  and  feeling,  committed  by 
the  Leopard. 

That  this  Government  should  have  an  influ- 
ence with  foreign  Governments  proportioned  to 
the  interest  their  subjects  have  in  our  funds,  is 
probable,  but  how  this  interest  gives  them  an 
iniiuence  here  I  am  at  a  loss  to  perceive :  for- 
eigners cannot  even  vote  in  the  appointment 
of  directors.  If  there  is  any  reality  in  this  idea 
of  foreign  influence  through  this  institution, 
why  did  gentlemen  permit  the  present  stock- 
holders to  be  incorporated  into  the  bill  introduc- 
ed last  year?  And  why  was  not  a  provision  in- 
serted to  prevent  foreigners  from  purchasing 
additional  stock  ? 

Gentlemen  say  the  embarrassments  in  Phila- 
delphia could  not  have  been  occasioned  by  the 
Bank -of  the  United,  States,  because  they  con- 
tinue to  discount  as  usual.  If  I  recollect  the  evi- 
dence— and  I  hope  to  be  corrected  if  1  mistake 
it — it  was  this :  that  the  calling  in  of  ten  per 
cent,  on  their 'debts  occasioned  such  a  pressure, 
that  they  were  prevailed  upon  to  extend  their 
discounts  until  the  ultimate  decision  of  Congress 
should  be  known.  I  have  heard  it  seriously 
urged  that  the  evils  and  inconveniences  to  be 
experienced  from  its  dissolution,  prove  it  to  be 
a  dangerous  institution;  the  same  argument 
would  prove  that  the  Government  ought  to  be 
destroyed.  Nothing,  indeed,  seems  too  absurd 
for  the  human  mind  to  seize  upon,  when  under 
the  influence  of  passion  or  misguided  zeal. 

My  honorable  friend  from  Getjrgia  has  been 
reminded  of  the  Macedonian  phalanx.  I  trust, 
sir,  we  shall  ever  be  found  associated  with  a 
phalanx  American,  Eepublioan,  in  heart  and 
sentiment.  I  will  not  sacrifice  the  interest  of 
my  constituents  for  fear  of  being  called  hard 
names.  The  epithets  of  quidism,  quadroonism, 
or  any  other  ism  which  malice  or  policy  may 
suggest,  shall  not  drive  me  from  the  course  call- 
ed for  by  the  public  good.  I  am  proud  that  I 
represent  a  people  just,  generous,  and  inde- 
pendent, not  to  be  carried  away  by  unmeaning 
clamor.  Before  they  discard  a  public  servant, 
they  will  view  him  both  on  a  political  theatre, 
and  in  the  walks  of  private  life.  They  know, 
too  well,  that  those  are  not  always  the  best 
Christians  who  sing  hallelujahs  on  the  house  top, 
nor  have  they  forgotten  the  celebrated  Sem- 
pronius,  who,  on  the  approach  of  Oaasar, thunder- 
ed war  in  the  Roman  Senate,  and  at  the  same 
time  was  secretly  co-operating  with  the  traitor 
to  overthrow  the  liberties  of  the  Eoman  people. 
Deeply  impressed,  Mr.  President,  with  the 
opinion,  that  the  rejection  of  this  bill  will  give 
at  least  a  temporary  check  to  the  prosperity  of 
the  rising  State  from  which  I  come,  I  shall  give 
my  negative  to  the  motion  to  strike  out  the  first 
section.  Yes,  sir,  not  only  the  interest,  but 
importance  of  that  State  in  the  Union  is  about 
to  be  sacrificed.  When  I  look  beyond  the 
mountains,  and  remember  that  Kentucky  has 
nurtured  me  almost  from  my  cradle,  that  she 
has  bestowed  on  me  her  choicest  honors,  my 


bosom  is  filled  with  emotions  of  gratitude,  which 
impel  me  to  say  on  this,  as  on  all  other  occa- 
sions, Kentucky  I  am  only  thine ! 

Satuedat,  February  16. 
Bcmh  of  the  United  States. 
The  Senate  resumed,  as  in  Committee  of  the 
Whole,  the  bill  to  amend  and  continue  in  force 
an  act,  entitled  "  An  act  to  incorporate  the  sub- 
scribers to  the  Bank  of  the  United  States,  pass- 
ed on  the  25th  day  of  April,  1791 ;  "  the  mo- 
tion to  strike  out  the  first  section  being  under 
consideration. 

Mr.  Smith  of  Maryland  said,  that  in  seconding 
tlje  motion  to  strike  ont  the  first  section  of  the 
bill,  he  had  pursued  a  course  which,  in  his  opin- 
ion, was  the  most  correct.  When  I  first  took  a 
seat  in  Congress  (said  he)  the  course  of  proceed- 
ing was  to  fix  the  principle  by  resolution,  and, 
that  once  fixed,  to  send  it  to  a  committee  to  re- 
port a  bUl.  By  a  motion  to  strike  out  the  first 
section  the  principle  wUl  be  tried,  and  the  Sen- 
ate, if  the  motion  fails,  wiU  go  into  a  discussion 
of  the  provisions  of  the  bill.  This  I  conceive 
a  better  course,  than  for  the  Senate  to  go  into 
discussion  of  the  details  of  a  subject  which 
would  probably  be  ultimately  rejected  on  the 
general  ground  of  principle. 

The  gentleman  who  introduced  this  subject 
spoke  with  great  animation  and  with  great  feel- 
ing against  the  press  or  presses  which  have  un- 
dertaken to  give  their  opinions  upon  this  great 
and  important  question.  He  spoke  with  much 
warmth,  and  said  that  whoever  knew  him 
would  not  believe  that  he  would  permit  himself 
to  he  driven  out  of  his  opinion  by  any  man  or 
set  of  men.  There  is  no  man,  sir,  the  least 
acquainted  with  the  gentleman  from  Georgia 
(Mr.  Crawford)  but  will  believe  his  declara- 
tion. But  another  result  may  be  apprehended, 
that  those  who  feel  so  great  an  otfence  at  the 
freedom  the  press  has  taken,  may  be  driven  into 
the  opposite  course  by  the  irritation  of  their 
feelings.  Certainly  those  feelings  must  have 
been  extremely  strong  with  the  gentleman  from 
Kentucky  (Mr.  Pope)  to  have  induced  him  to 
terminate  his  speech  with  an  oration  hostile  to 
the  press.  Are  the  gentlemen  from  Georgia 
and  Kentucky  the  only  Senators  who  have  had 
their  feelings  wounded  by  the  conduct  of  the 
press  upon  this  subject?  Sir,  if  the  gentleman's 
opinions  and  sentiments  have  been  censured  by 
one  description  of  presses,  he  may  find  consola- 
tion in  having  been  greatly  eulogized  in  others. 
For  more  thana  year  those  on  the  same  side  of 
this  question  with  myself  have  had  their  opinions 
tortm-ed  into  every  shape  to  destroy  them  in 
the  estimation  of  the  people,  not  only  in  this 
session  but  during  the  last.  Sir,  there  are  some 
presses  in  the  Union  which  could  not  exist, 
whose  papers  would  not  he  read,  but  for  the 
discussion  of  individual  character.  Is  any  ad- 
vantage to  be  derived  from  complaining  of  this  ? 
It  results  from  the  nature  and  temper  of  our 
Government,  and  the  best  way  I  have ,  ever 
found  to  treat  it  is  with  silent  contempt.    He 
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who  does  otherwise  engages  in  the  contest  at  a 
great  disadvantage,  and  will  seldom  come  out 
the  victor.  In  the  same  presse.s  of  which  those 
gentlemen  complain,  I  have  seen  them  both  eulo- 
gized, and  properly,  for  their  conduct  on  the  sub- 
ject of  the  embargo  and  West  Florida  questions. 

If  the  press  be  an  evil  in  this  respect,  we  must 
submit  to  it;  those  gentlemen  who  take  a  high 
and  prominent  stand  must  expect  to  be  noticed. 
Sometimes  gentlemen  will  be  put  down  by  the 
press,  but  their  conduct  being  correct  will  more 
frequently  be  written  up  by  its  abuse. 

It  has  been  objected  that  this  question  is  dis- 
cussed on  the  ground  of  party ;  and  the  gentle- 
man from  Georgia,  as  I  understood  him,  said, 
that  this  had  been  made  a  party  question  else- 
where, and  might  be  so  here.  [Mr.  Oeaweoed 
said  he  had  mentioned  no  place,  but  had  said 
that  this  might  be  made  a  party  question.]  I 
understood  the  gentleman  to  say,  said  Mr.  S., 
that  this  may  again  be  made  a  party  question. 
But  for  this  observation  of  the  gentleman  the 
subject  of  party  would  probably  not  have  been 
introduced  at  all ;  and  we  must  indeed  shut  our 
eyes  or  we  cannot  avoid  seeing  that  this  is 
made  a  party  question,  at  least  on  one  side. 
Do  you  see  one  gentleman,  one  solitary  gentle- 
man of  one  party,  discriminated  generally  as  a 
Federal,  who  does  not  vote  for  this  measure 
throughout  ?  Do  you  see  one  public  body  in 
Philadelphia  or  New  York  which  has  a  majority 
of  Federal  directors  or  agents,  which  has  not 
come  before  you  with  memorials  drawn  up 
with  the  ingenuity  of  lawyers,  to  impose  on 
your  judgments?  Have  not  the  same  party 
prepared  memorials  and  got  the  subscription  of 
every  one  of  their  caste,  bringing  forward  nearly 
the  same  number  of  petitioners  as  they  have  of 
Federal  voters  ?  Have  they  not  done  so  in  Bal- 
timore ?  ■  Of  that  city  I  would  say  as  little  as 
may  be,  for  being  a  manufacturing  as  well  as  a 
commercial  city,  it  has  stirred  up  an  animosity 
in  some  gentlemen  against  it  not  easily  accounted 
for.  In  Baltimore,  on  a  warmly-contested  elec- 
tion, the  Federal  party  mustered  eight  hundred 
and  fourteen  votes,  aU  they  could  parade  with 
their  every  exertion.  To  the  petition  for  the 
renewal  of  the  charter  of  the  bank,  there  are 
eight  hundred  and  forty  odd  signatures !  They 
have  gained  some  few  since  the  latest  contest. 
Is  this  coincidence  of  members,  this  exclusively 
Federal  petitioning,  no  mark  of  party?  They 
have  also  got  one  public  body  in  Baltimore  to 
memorialize  in  favor  of  the  bank ;  the  rest  were 
not  f»  be  intimidated  by  the  threats  of  the  Bank 
of  the  United  States.  What,  sir,  have  the  other 
party  done  ?  Have  they  disturbed  the  quiet 
of  either  House  ?  Have  they  brought  forward 
the  mass  of  their  voters  as  signers  to  petitions  ? 
"So  sir,  they  have  trusted  the  subject  to  their 
Representatives,  confiding  in  their  disposition 
and  ability  to  speak  their  sentiments.  The  rep- 
resentation of  New  York,  Philadelphia,  Balti- 
more, Norfolk,  and  Charleston,  in  the  other 
House,  have  opposed  the  renewal  of  the  char- 
ter.   Every  city  high  in  estimation  as  a  com- 


mercial city  is  opposed  to  the  renewal  of  the 
charter,  except  Boston.  This  speaks  with  a 
strong  voice  what  are  the  feelings  of  the  people ; 
stronger  evidence  cannot  be  presented  to  the 
human  mind.  Far  be  it  from  me,  sir,  to  en- 
deavor to  work  up  the  feelings  of  party  spirit 
on  this  occasion  ;  but  the  thing  itself  was  one 
of  the  first  causes  which  created  the  present 
parties,  and  separated  man  from  man  and 
brother  from  brother.  This  measure  was  origi- 
nally brought  for^rd  and  adopted  when  the 
representation  in  Congress  was  not  bottomed 
on  an  actual  supposed  census  of  the  United 
States.  Sixty-five  members  composed  Congress 
then,  which  was  a  representation  taken  by  acci- 
dent. If  a  proportionate  representation  had 
been  given  to  the  States  according  to  their 
population,  the  law  probably  would  not  have 
passed.  The  States  of  North  Carolina  and 
South  Carolina  had  each  five  Representatives, 
being  thus  placed  on  an  exact  equality.  Now, 
North  Carolina  has  twelve.  South  Carolina  only 
eight.  What  was  the  vote  then  ?  Out  of  sixty- 
five  members  thirty-nine  voted  for  the  bill.  It 
was  not,  as  my  friend  from  Kentucky  said,  a 
subject  fully  discussed,  or  carried  by  a  tremen- 
dous majority. 

The  bank  having  been  formed,  it  may  not  be 
improper  for  me  to  take  some  view  of  its  begin- 
ning and  its  operation.  At  first  its  operations 
were  confined  to  Philadelphia  \.  it  extended  its 
branches  some  time  afterwards  to  Boston,  New 
York,  Baltimore  and  Charleston.  Wherever  it 
extended  its  influence,  dissension  commenced; 
wherever  it  placed  its  foot  it*  became  ab- 
solutely necessary  for  the  States  to  erect  an- 
other bank  to  counterbalance  its  pecuniary  and 
political  influencfe.  In  Philadelphia  it  began  to 
oppose  certain  people  and  turn  down  their  pa^ 
per.  The  State  of  Pennsylvania,  in  defence 
of  its  own  citizens,  created  the  Bank  of  Penn- 
sylvania. Here  was  a  check  upon  its  pecuniary 
and  political  operations.  I  believe  I  am  not 
mistaken  when  I  say  that  soon  after  it  com- 
menced in  Boston  a  new  hank  was  established 
there,  from  what  cause  I  know  not.  In  Balti- 
more, sir,  it  soon  taught  us  a  lesson,  and  we  met 
the  lesson  as  other  States  had  done.  Charleston 
and  New  York  acted  in  a  similar  way.  Operat- 
ing as  the  bank, did  on  the  politics  of  the  coun- 
try before  its  effects  were  neutralized  by  com- 
petition, man  being  man,  place  him  where  you 
wUl,  those  concerned  in  the  direction  of  the 
bank  felt  power  and  exercised  it.  When  the 
British  treaty  was  pending  before  Congress,  the 
president  and  directors  (as  I  am  informed)  them- 
selves carried  about  a  memorial  to  Congress  in  its 
favor,  with  what  view  and  with  what  effect  may 
easily  be  conceived.  In  Baltimore  (until  we  were 
able  to  check  them  by  other  banks)  its  political 
influence  was  great.  Prior  to  the  great  strug- 
gle between  the  parties,  in  1798,  they  did  per- 
mit one  democrat  to  be  within  the  walls  of  the 
sanctuary  (as  a  director),  a  gentleman  of  as 
much  respectability  and  independence  of  char- 
acter, as  any  one  of  the  direction.    He  was, 
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however,  (immediately  after  daring  to  give  his 
vote  in  favor  of  a  democratic  candidate,)  pnt 
out,  and  since  that  time  no  man  of  democratic 
principles  has  been  permitted  to  enter  its  walls, 
as  a  director.  Men  must  shut  their  eyes  to  the 
fact  of  this  heing  a  party  institution,  when  they 
see  that  no  democrat  has  been  admitted  to  the 
direction  of  the  bank  but  in  this  city  and  New 
York,  where  the  collector  was  admitted  a  direc- 
tor for  the  purpose  of  protecting  the  public 
money  at  the  instance  (it  is  said)  of  the  Secre- 
tary of  the  Treasury.  Can  we  shut  our  eyes  so 
as  not  to  see  that  men  hostile  to  the  democratic 
party,  and  of  course  to  the  success  of  the  ad- 
ministration of  the  Government,  are  not  the 
most  proper  persons  to  have  charge  of  its  pe- 
cuniary concerns  ?  I  would  have  been  very  un- 
willing to  have  gone  into  this  part  of  the  sub- 
ject ;  but  when  the  gentleman  from  Kentucky, 
scarcely  able  to  restrain  his  rage,  cried  out, 
party !  party !  I  was  bound  to  show  that  it  was 
not  those  with  whom  I  act  who  had  any  agency 
in  pressing  the  subject  of  party  into  the  present 
discussion. 

The  gentleman  from  Kentucky  reprobates 
the  system  of  petty  mischievous  intrigue  for  the 
purpose  of  carrying  measures  through  Congress. 
No  man,  sir,  despises  or  contemns  such  conduct 
more  than  I  do.  But  on  whose  side  has  this 
intrigue  been  ?  It  is  necessary  to  pnt  the  sad- 
dle on  the  proper  horse.  Have  we  gqne  to  in- 
surance companies  or  corporations  of  one  kind 
or  another?  Have  we  intrigued  with  the  peo- 
ple to  induce  them  to  take  sides  with  us  ?  No, 
sir,  we  have  been  tranquil ;  we  wanted  no  aid 
of  that  kind.  Have  we  sent  persons  here  to  in- 
trigue with  members,  or  a  deputy  to  remain 
here  the  whole  of  the  last  and  present  session,  to 
explain  to  Congress  the  effect  of  putting  down 
the  bank,  and  threaten  them  with  destruction 
and  ruin  to  the  United  States  if  they  passed  the 
measure?  No,  sir,  we  have  had  no  one  here. 
Have  we  stirred  up  the  people  into  town  meet- 
ings to  aid  us  by  memorials  ?  No  such  thing, 
sir.  Have  we  called  meetings  and  induced 
honest  mechanics  to  come  here  to  influence 
Congress  by  idle  fears,  impressed  upon  them  by 
those  who  are  interested  to  tell  a  tale  that  shall 
answer  our  purposes?  No,  sir,  we  have  pursued 
no  such  course. 

Eespectable  merchants,  I  obsei-ve,  form  a  part 
of  the  bank  deputies — for  what?  To  represent 
the  late  fall  of  the  price  of  flour  as  a  conse- 
quence of  the  danger  of  the  bank  charter  not 
being  renewed,  and  thereby  to  alarm  the  minds 
of  members.  I  am  sorry  that  men  of  such  re- 
spectable character  did  permit  themselves  to 
come  here  on  such  an  errand.  I  think  I  have 
seen  in  the  papers,  that  one  of  the  manufactur- 
ers (now  here)  on  being  asked  to  sign  a  petition 
for  the  renewal  of  the  charter  for  twenty  years, 
said  he  would  rather  cut  off  his  right  hand  than 
sign  it ;  he  wished  only  a  renewal  for  a  short 
time  to  give  the  bank  an  opportunity  to  wind 
up  its  affairs.  If  this  statement  be  true,  and  of 
its  truth  I  have  no  cause  to  doubt,  it  shows  the 


depth  of  that  intrigue  which  sent  this  gentle- 
man hero,  through   the  instnimentality  of  his 
excellent  character,  to  get  a  renewal   of  the 
charter  for  a  period  which  he  never  contem- 
plated.    These  are  intrigues  for  which  men 
ouglit  to  blush,  and  from  which,  I  thank  God, 
we  are  exempt.    At  the  time  these  deputies  ar- 
rived, there  were  three  mechanics  of  Baltimore 
here,  of  character    inferior  to  none,   and  of 
wealth  inferior  to  few  in  Philadelphia,  and  who 
would  have  given  a  different  view  of  the  sub- 
ject, if  they  had  been  asked  to  appear  before 
the  committee.     I  thought  it  unnecessary — ^I 
wanted  no  assistance  of  that  kind — ^no  species 
of  intrigue.     They  did,  however,  declare,  sir, 
that  granting  this  charter  would  be  a  death-blow 
to  the  politics  of  the  State  of  Maryland.    They 
did  believe  the  renewal  would  be  injurious  to 
them,  for  neither  they  nor  many  of  the  manu- 
facturers of  Baltimore  had  received  much  ad- 
vantage from  the  branch  bank ;  they  had  their 
own  banks  from  which  they  generally  received 
accommodation.     Another  species  of  intrigue  is 
carried  on,  to  wit,  by  pamphleteering.      The 
press  is  groaning  with  pamphlets — for  what? 
To  teach  the  minds  of  members  on  this  ques- 
tion, the  necessity  of  renewal  and  probability  of 
destruction  to  the  nation,  if  tLeir  demands  are 
not  complied  with.     Our   tables  are  covered 
with  pamphlets  of  that  tendency.     Has  there 
been  any  thing  of  the  kind  on  our  part  ? 

There  is  scarcely  an  evil  which  has  not  been 
attributed  to  the  embargo,  and  which  is  not 
now,  with  as  little  justice,  attributed  to  the 
expected  non-renewal  of  the  bank  charter.  Great 
failures  have  lately  taken  place  at  New  York; 
bills  of  exchange  on  London,  to  a  large  amount, 
have  returned  protested,  and  the  drawers  are 
not  able  to  pay  the  holders,  and  to  the  present 
critical  situation  of  the  hank  some  gentlemen 
attribute  the  distress  brought  upon  those  who 
have  suffered  by  these  failures  and  protests. 
But,  Mr.  President,  what  is  the  real  cause  of 
those  failures  ?  They  are  confined  principally 
to  New  York,  and  may  be  attributed  to  the  fol- 
lowing causes :  It  is  natural  for  men  born  in 
Great  Britain  to  entertain  predilections  favora- 
ble to  a  commerce  with  that  country,  their 
connections,  as  well  commercial  as  of  family, 
are  there ;  their  credit  is  there ;  and,  from  those 
causes,  the  house  which  has  failed,  and  carried 
so  many  others  with  it  in  its  fall,  has  probably 
directed  the  principal  part  of  its  commerce  to 
England ;  they  have,  no  doubt,  shipped  cotton 
and  tobacco,  the  trade  in  which  being  in  a 
great  measure  confined  to  Great  Britain,  the 
natural  consequence  has  been,  that  the  markets 
of  England  were  completely  glutted ;  tobacco, 
except  the  very  fine  Virginia,  scarcely  paid  the 
charges  of  freight  and  commission,  and  the  loss 
on  cotton  must  have  been  nearly  fifty  per  cent. 
The  consignees,  under  those  circumstances,  re- 
fused to  pay  the  bills  drawn  upon  shipments  of 
thoge  articles.  The  bills  returned  protested, 
and  rnin  to  the  American  shipper  has  been 
the  consequence.    At  any  other  time  the  Eng- 


DEBATES  OF  CONGKESS. 


295 


FEBRnAEY,   1811.] 


Bank  of  the  United  States. 


[Senate. 


lish  merchants  ■would  have  accepted  the  bills, 
and  held  the  cargoes  for  a  better  market ;  but, 
at  that  time,  ruin  stared  every  man  in  the  face. 
No  man  in.London  knew  who  to  trust,  and  very 
few  would  enter  into  engagements  which  they 
saw  any  difficulty  in  meeting.  No  censure 
ought  to  be  attached  to  the  American  shipper, 
for,  by  the  usage  of  trade  between  the  United 
States  and  Europe,  the  American  merchant  is 
entitled  to  draw  for  two-thirds  the  amount  of 
his  cargo  on  transmitting  invoices  and  bUls  of 
lading  with  orders  for  insurance.  Other  causes 
have  existed  to  cause  the  present  distress  in 
New  York  and  elsewhere,  to  wit,  the  seizure, 
detention  and  confiscation  of  property  in  Den- 
park,  Prussia,  and  France,  of  ships  and  cargoes 
to  the  amount  of  many  millions,  on  the  proceeds 
of  which  cargoes  merchants  calculated  to  meet 
their  engagements  at  home,  and  to  meet  their 
bills  drawn  on  London.  For,  sir,  the  merchants 
who  make  large  shipments  to  the  continent, 
order  the  greatest  proportion  of  their  proceeds 
to  be  remitted  from  thence  to  London,  and,  on 
the  expectation  thereof,  draw  bills  on  their 
friends  there.  Disappointment  has  been  the 
consequence  of  such  seizures  and  losses ;  pro- 
tests of  such  bills  and  ruin  has  followed.  But, 
Mr.  President,  we  might  with  as  much  propriety 
attribute  the  late  great  failures  in  England  and 
on  the  continent  to  the  expected  non-renewal 
of  the  bank  charter,  as  those  which  have  hap- 
pened in  New  York,  or  the  present  distress  of 
the  merchants  of  the  United  States.  The  re- 
turns of  the  bills  protested,  to  so  large  an 
amount,  of  course  destroyed  the  merchant's 
credit  at  bank ;  he  failed,  and,  by  his  fall,  has 
caused  the  ruin  of  others.  When  a  great  house 
fails,  it  is  like  a  game  of  nine  pins ;  knock  one 
down  and  it  will  probably  carry  with  it  four  or 
five  others. 

We  have  been  told,  Mi.  President,  in  case  the 
charter  should  not  be  renewed,  that  we  shall 
find  in  future  great  difficulty  in  obtaining  loans. 
What  loans,  I  ask,  have  Government  ever  re- 
ceived from  the  Bank  of  the  United  States  ?  I 
recollect,  when  I  first  entered  Congress,  that 
Government  were  indebted  for  loans  made  from 
the  bank,  but  I  also  recollect  that  the  bank 
complained  of  her  loans  as  an  inconvenience, 
and  that  Congress  took  the  earliest  measure  in 
their  power  to  pay  them  off,  and  have,  since 
that  period,  made  no  new  loan  from  the  bank 
until  that  made  payable  the  first  of  January 
last.  I  wiU  not  inquire  whether  even  that  loan 
was  necessary,  but  I  wiU  venture  to  promise, 
sir,  and  wUl  give  any  security  that  may  be  re- 
quired, that  the  State  banks  will  give  a  similar 
accommodation,  to  wit:  K  the  Secretary  of 
the  Treasury  will  deposit  with  the  State  banks 
two  millions  five  hundred  thousand  dollars  of 
the  public  money,  (the  amount  of  the  late  loan,) 
they  will  lend  Government  to  the  same  amount, 
and  thus  do  as  the  Bank  of  the  United  States 
has  done,  lend  you  your  own  money,  and  very 
kindly  receive  from  you  an  interest  of  six  per 
cent,  therefor.    We  are  told  that  the  bank  has 


lately  lessened  the  discounts  of  individuals  ten 
per  cent.,  and  that  the  merchants  are  thereby 
greatly  distressed.  Is  that  a  fact?  If  it  is,  and 
great  distress  has  ensued  therefrom,  what  will 
be  the'distress  of  the  merchants  if  the  bill  now 
before  you  shall  pass ;  and  if,  agreeably  to  its 
provisions,  Congress  should  (at  any  time  here- 
after) call  on  the  bank  for  the  loan  of  four  mil- 
lions promised  by  the  bill  ?  If,  sir,  a  lessen- 
ing of  their  discounts  one-tenth  per  cent,  creates 
distress,  what  will  be  the  consequence,  when, 
by  a  loan  of  four  millions,  called  for  from  the 
bank,  the  bank  shall  be  compelled  to  lessen  the 
discounts  four-tenths  ? 

But,  sir,  the  promise  to  lend  four  millions 
from  a  bank  of  ten  millions  is  idle ;  it  is  worse, 
it  is  deception  on  the  face  of  it.  The  loan,  if 
made,  would  not  be  from  the  bank  but  from  the 
merchants,  whose  discounts  would  thereby  be 
lessened,  and  whose  ruin  would  follow. 
■  We  are  told  that,  if  the  charter  of  this  bank 
be  not  renewed,  and  the  funds  of  the  United 
States  be  deposited  in  the  State  banks,  it  will 
be  extremely  unsafe,  because  it  is  said  we  can 
have  no  control  over  them.  And,  I  wish  to 
know,  sir,  what  control  we  have  over  the  Bank 
of  the  United  States  ?  None,  but  the  same  as 
we  may  have  over  the  State  banks.  We  can- 
not check  the  operations  of  the  Bank  of  the 
United  States,  and  if  they  obtain  this  charter, 
they  will  know  that  they  can  have  their  charter 
renewed  whenever  they  please ;  so  that,  the 
fear  of  a  non-renewal  of  their  charter  will  have 
no  operation  on  them  in  future.  You  will  have 
a  much  greater  control  over  the  State  banks, 
because  you  are  under  no  obligation  to  put 
money  in  them,  and  you  can  change  them 
whenever  you  think  proper;  the  danger  of 
losing  the  public  deposits  wiU  always  be  a 
sufficient  control  over  their  conduct.  The 
security  of  the  State  banks  is  doubted,  howevei; ; 
and  we  are  told,  very  gravely,  indeed,  that  there 
is  much  more  security  in  the  mother  bank,  and 
her  nine  children,  than  in  ten  independent 
banks.  This  I  must  deny.  I  should,  as  a  mer- 
chant, place  more-confidence  in  ten  independent 
houses  than  in  one  with  nine  branches. 


MoNBAT,  February  18. 
Bank  of  the  United  States. 
Mr.  Beent  said  he  had  not  the  vanity  to  be- 
lieve, after  the  subject  had  been  so  fully  dis- 
cussed, that  he  should  be  able  to  shed  any  new 
light  on  it ;  but  having  been  instructed,  by  the 
Legislature  of  the  State  which  he  had  the  honor 
to  represent,  to  vote  on  constitutional  principles 
against  the  bill  under  consideration,  and  as  he 
was  reduced  to  the  painful  necessity  of  going 
counter  to  those  instructions,  it  seemed  to  him 
to  be  indispensably  necessary  that  he  should 
submit  to  the  Senate  the  grounds  on  which  he 
acted.  It  is  (said  he)  a  most  painful  situation 
in  which  I  stand  in  relation  to  the  Legislature 
of  Virginia,  in  being  compelled  to  vote  in  oppo- 
sition to  their  will,  more  especially  as  it  is  a 
prevalent  opinion  with  many  whose  opinions 
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are  entitled  to  great  respect,  that  instructions 
are  obligatory  on  a  Senator.  This  question  is 
one  which  has  never  been  settled,  or  even  fully 
deliberated  on.  Instructions,  when  heretofore 
given  to  Senators,  have  generally  been 'in  ac- 
cordance with  the  sentiments  of  the  Senators, 
and  only  given  to  add  the  greater  weight  to 
their  opinions.  If  called  upon  definitely  to  pro- 
nounce with  regard  to  instructions  on  questions 
of  expediency,  I  might  be  under  some  diflBoulty 
as  to  what  course  to  pursue ;  because,  although 
there  is  no  clause  in  the  constitution  to  that 
effect,  I  am  under  a  strong  impression  that, 
according  to  the  principles  of  our  Government, 
there  is  much  reason  to  believe  that  the  respec- 
tive State  Legislatures  should  have  such  a  right ; 
but  on  a  constitutional  question  (whatever  may 
be  the  right  of  the  State  Legislatures  in  other 
instances)  the  right  of  instruction  may  be  de- 
nied, in  my  judgment— that  is,  so  far  as  to  be 
imperative  on  the  Senator.  To  give  a  vote  in 
such  a  manner  as  in  his  estimation  to  inflict  a 
vital  wound  on  the  constitution,  is  more  than 
the  Legislature  of  Virginia,  or  any  other  State 
Legislature  in  the  Union,  can  compel  me  or  any 
other  Senator  in  the  United  States  to  do.  The 
resolution  of  Virginia  is  bottomed,  not  on  the 
ground  of  expediency,  but  on  the  principle  that 
the  constitution  prohibited  Congress  from  grant- 
ing the  bank  charter  in  the  first  instance;  that 
it  now  prohibited  it,  and  therefore,  because  it 
was  unconstitutional,  the  Legislature  have  in- 
structed their  Senators  in  Congress  to  oppose 
it.  Now,  sir,  although  I  shall  not  immediately 
and  directly  violate  the  constitution  by  voting 
against  the  bank,  yet,  if  I  vote  against  it  when 
I  believe  it  constitutional  and  necessary,  it  must 
be  known  that  I  vote  in  conformity  to  the  in- 
structions of  the  Virginia  Legislature ;  and  so 
far  as  my  vote  goes,  it  will  warrant  and  sanc- 
tion that  interpretation  of  the  constitution 
which  the  Legislature  of  Virginia  has  given — 
which  interpretation,  in  conscience,  I  believe  to 
be  eiToneo'us.  Therefore,  though  in  ordinary 
cases  the  instructions  of  a  Legislature  may  be 
imperative,  (I  will  not  determine  that  question,) 
I  conclude  that  they  cannot  be  so  when  they 
require  of  a  Senator  to  commit  either  a  posi- 
tive or  implied  breach  of  the  constitution,  or  to 
vote  in  such  a  manner  as  to  warrant  such  inter- 
pretation of  the  constitution  as  will  deprive  it 
of  an  essential  attribute.  Virginia  has  the 
physical  force,  hut  has  she  a  moral  right  to 
violate  the  Constitution  of  the  United  States  ? 
If  she  has  it  not,  can  she  give  it  to  her  Legisla- 
ture? If  her  Legislature  possess  it  not,  can 
they  give  it  to  a  Senator  3  Can  the  Legislature 
give  me  a  moral  right  to  violate  the  Constitution 
of  the  United  States,  which  I  have  sworn  to 
support?  I  believe  not,  sir;  and  that,  in  the 
situation  in  which  I  stand,  their  instructions 
ought  to  have  no  operation  on  the  vote  I  am  to 
give  on  the  subject  under  consideration. 

The  first  question,  whether  the  General  Gov- 
ernment, when  it  first  came  into  operation,  did 
not  possess  the  power  of  creating  a  National 


Bank,  is  the  primary  object  of  investif 
objection  to  this  it  has  been  said,  th 
into  effect  an  enumerated  power  is 
and  the  right  to  incorporate  a  bank  i 
power.  Those  who  take  this  groun 
the  creation  of  a  National  Bank  is  £ 
independent,  and  substantive  power, 
sufficient,  say  they,  to  show  that  i 
venient  instrument  to  carry  into  effi 
merated  power,  because  it  is  an  ir 
authority  of  itself,  and  the  genius  of 
ernment  prohibits  the  derivation  of  b 
by  implication  with,  scrupulous  limi 
is  true,  sir,  that  our  Government, 
emanation  froni  the  existing  State  go' 
the  rational  construction  is,  that  all 
given  away  is  retained  to  them  or  to 
If  that  construction  does  not  result,  t 
tive  amendment,  which  has  been  mi 
constitution,  has  infused  this  princip 
I  therefore  admit  in  its  fullest  latitu( 
struction  that  all  powers  not  given 
still  retained ;  yet  I  still  contend  th; 
a  Government  like  ours,  there  are  sc 
ing  powers.  Or  hy  what  right  do  ^ 
military  school?  We  have  a  righ 
armies;  but  we  can  have  an  array 
military  school.  Yet  it  is  constitutionj 
such  an  institution,  because  every  gi' 
implies  rights  inferior  appertainir 
powers  granted.  We  lay  an  embarg( 
any  clause  in  the  constitution  authoj 
lay  embargoes  ?  No,  sir ;  we  have  i 
regulate  trade,  and  we  have  a  right 
bargoes  to  protect  it.  We  have  a  rij 
vide  for  arming  and  cSsciplining  tl 
Under  this  authority  we  build  armorie 
any  provision  in  the  constitution  di 
We  have  erected  forges  and  even  pur 
banks.  These  are  inferior  powers,  ] 
resulting  from  the  greater-powers  grar 
here  gentlemen  find  the  great  diffici 
creation  of  a  corporation,  say  they, 
of  sovereignty;  it  cannot  be  used 
because  it  is  a  sovereign  act.  Why, 
ident,  every  law  passed  is  quoad  hoc 
eign  -act.  A  law  incorporating  i 
school  is  as  much  an  act  of  sovereignt; 
particular  subject  to  which  it  relates^ 
incorporating,  a  bank.  We  create 
school — for  what  purpose  ?  Because 
eign  authority  has  power  to  establisl 
and  the  power  to  create  a  military  sc 
separably  connected  with  and  necessa 
tains  to  it.  We  establish  a  navy- 
establish  a  marine  corps.  There  is  n 
the  constitution  giving  that  power,  b' 
it  as  inseparable  from  the  power  t( 
navy,  because  the  exercise  of  the  g 
plies  every  subordinate  power  neoes 
nected  with  it.  The  great  stumbl: 
however,  is,  that  this  is  one  of  tl 
pendent,  original,  and  substantive  pow 
cannot  be  given  by  implication,  j 
says,  "  municipal  law,  thus  understoc 
erly  defined  to  be  a  rule  of  civil  coi 
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.  scribed  by  the  supreme  power  in  a  State,  com- 
manding what  is  right  and  prohibiting  what  is 
wrong."  Agreeably  to  this  definition,  every 
law  passed  by  a  deliberative  body  is  an  act  of 
sovereignty  as  to  the  subject  to  which  it  relates. 
The  establishment  of  a  marine  corps  is  as  much 
an  act  of  sovereignty  as  an  act  incorporating 
the  Bank  of  the  United  States.  The  only  ques- 
tion is,  whether  it  he  necessarily  incident  to  the 
enumerated  powers  given  to  the  General  Gov- 
ernment. Those  who  criticise  most  accurately 
on  the  constitution  and  most  unwillingly  con- 
cede resulting  powers,  will  admit  them  to  a 
certain  extent  even  in  our  Gov.ernment.  The 
only  question  is  the  immediate  and  necessary 
connection  of  the  means  used  with  the  object 
intended  to  be  attained. 

In  inquiring  then,  sir,  whether  or  not,  at  the 
first  promulgation  of  the  constitution,  when  it 
came  into  existence,  it  was  intended  that  Con- 
gress should  possess  the  power  of  incorporating 
the  Bank  of  the  United  States,  let  us  inquire 
whether  there  was  any  possibility  of  carrying 
into  effect  with  any  tolerable  convenience  and 
advantage  the  several  provisions  of  the  consti- 
tution, unless  this  power  exists.  It  is  said  that 
you  do  not  possess  the  power,  because  it  is  at- 
tempted "to  be  derived  by  different  gentlemen 
from  so  many  different  parts  of  the  constitution. 
Now,  Mr.  President,  I  have  never  before  under- 
stood that  a  capacity  to  derive  a  title  from  several 
different  sources  gives  you  less  title  than  if  deriv- 
ed from  one  source  alone.  I  derive  the  power 
from  the  whole  context  of  the  constitution, 
although  gentlemen  seem  to  think  that  the  title 
is  invalidated  in  proportion  to  the  number  of 
sections  in  the  constitution  from  whence  we  de- 
rive it.  In  order  to  avoid  confusion  of  argu- 
ment in  examining  this  question,  I  wiU  derive 
it  from  only  one  source  at  present,  though  I  be- 
lieve others  equally  give  it  by  a  necessary  con- 
struction. At  the  time  the  constitution  came 
into  existence,  I  believe  there  were  but  three 
banks  in  the  United  States ;  none  south  of  Phila- 
delphia, and  all  of  very  limited  capital.  The 
Constitution  of  the  United  States  gives  the 
power  to  levy  and  collect  taxes.  Is  it  possible 
to  imagine  any  system  so  convenient  for  the 
collection  of  this  revenue,  and  sending  it  to  the 
seat  of  Government,  as  that  of  the  agency  of 
banks?  I  am  not  inquiring  whether  the  State 
banks  can  do  it ;  but  I  say  that  the  framers  of  the 
constitution  must  have  had  under  consideration 
the  state  of  things  at  the  time  when  the  consti- 
tution came  into  existence.  At  that  time  there 
was  not  one  bank  south  of  Philadelphia,  and  the 
banks  which  existed  were  very  Bmited  in  their 
capital,  and  their  paper  had  limited  circulation. 
Congress,  in  such  a  state  of  things,  then,  has 
the  power  of  levying  and  collecting  taxes  con- 
ferred on  it,  and  yet  Congress  has  not  the  pow- 
er to  create  banks  to  aid  in  the  collection  of  its 
taxes,  notwithstanding  a  clause  to  make  all 
laws  necessary  and  proper  for  that  purpose  is 
contained  in  the  constitution.  No  gentleman 
will  say  that  the  agency  of  banks  is  not  neces- 


sary in  some  way  or  other  in  cdlecting  the  rev- 
enue. I  admit  without  them  you  could  have 
carried  on  our  fiscal  arrangements  in  an  awk- 
ward and  cumbrous  form,  but  was  that  the  in- 
tention of  the  constitution  ?  When  the  power 
to  collect  taxes  was  given,  it  was  intended  to 
give  all  the  means  necessary  to  carry  this  power 
into  execution.  It  was  not  to  execute  this 
power  in  a  cumbrous  form,  but  with  the  great- 
est facility  with  which  the  power  is  susceptible 
of  being  wielded.  Now,  is  it  possible  that  the 
constitution  conteftplated  that  the  revenue 
should  be  collected  and  transmitted  here,  sub- 
ject to  all  the  risks  and  accidents  and  incon- 
veniences that  attend  the  transportation  of 
specie?  It  is  impossible.  But  all  this  doubt 
has  arisen  from  its  being  a  separate  and  inde- 
pendent power,  although  it  is  no  more  of  that 
character  than  any  other  law  passed  to  execute 
the  enumerated  powers  of  Congress. 

In  a  word,  Mr.  President,  it  is  admitted  by  all 
who  have  spoken  on  this  question,  whether  for 
or  against  the  bill  under  consideration,  that  the 
agency  of  a  hank  or  of  banks  affords  the  great- 
est facOity  and  security  of  any  plan  that  can  be 
devised  for  the  collection  of  a  revenue,  and  for 
its  transmission  to  your  Treasury. 

It  is  admitted  that  no  bank  or  banks  of  a  cap- 
ital or  of  sufiicient  circulating  paper  throughout 
the  United  States  adequate  to  this  object,  did 
exist  when  the  constitution  was  first  formed, 
promulgated,  or  adopted.  It  is  admitted  that 
to  levy  and  collect  taxes  is  one  of  the  enumer- 
ated powers  of  Congress.  It  is  admitted  that 
Congress  has  all  power  necessary  and  conve- 
nient to  carry  its  enumerated  powers  into  exe- 
cution. 

It  is  admitted  there  is  no  express  clause  in  the 
constitution  prohibiting  the  establishment  of  a 
National  Bank. 

If  these  principles  and  facts  are  admitted,  does 
it  not  demonstrate,  beyond  the  possibility  of 
doubt,  this  unquestionable  result,  to  wit :  that 
as  Congress  is  to  levy  and  collect  revenue ;  that 
as  the  agency  of  banks  affords  the  most  certain, 
speedy,  and  convenient  means  by  which  a  rev- 
enue can  be  collected  ;  that  as  neither,  at  the 
period  when  the  constitution  was  made,  pro- 
mulgated, or  adopted,  banks  of  sufficient  capital, 
or  with  paper  of  suflBcient  circulation,  existed 
for  the  collection  of  the  revenue,  and  its  trans- 
mission to  your  Treasury  ;  that  as  there  was  no 
positive  clause  prohibiting  a  National  Bank  in 
the  constitution ;  that  as  Congress  was  to  have 
all  power  necessary  to  carry  its  enumerated 
powers  into  execution  ;  that  as  the  convention 
who  framed,  and  the  people  who  adopted  the 
constitution,  must  have  had  in  view  our  then 
existing  institutions,  and  the  then  general  state 
of  society,  it  was  the  intention  of  the  conven- 
tion who  formed  the  constitution,  and  the  peo- 
ple who  adopted  it,  to  give  to  Congress  the  pow- 
er of  establishing  a  National  Bank.  If  at  the 
time  of  adopting  the  con^itution  it  was  neces- 
sary and  proper  that  Congress  should  possess  it, 
for  the  exercise  of  any  of  its  enumerated  pow- 
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ors  ;  if  the  foregoiug  result  is  undeniable,  and  I 
think  it  is,  I  wcJuld  interrogate,  if  Congress,  on 
the  adoption  of  the  constitution,  possessed  a 
power  to  establish  a  National  Bank,  what  has 
since  deprived  that  body  of  the  power  ?    I, 
Mr.  President,  can  discover  nothing  which  has. 
One  argument,  much  confided  in  by  gentlemen 
who  liave  opposed  the  present  bill,  is,  not  that 
banks  are  not  necessary  to  the  collection  of  the 
revenue,  but  that  State  banks  will  answer.     In 
return,  I  insist  that  no  State  banks  did  exist 
when  the  constitution  was  first  formed,  there- 
fore the  power  to  create  a  National  Bank  is  ne- 
cessarily given  in  the  power  to  levy  and  collect 
taxes.     To  this  it  is  replied  that  to  create  a  Na- 
tional Bank  is  to  legislate  by  implication ;  it  is 
a  separate,  substantive,  and  independent  pow- 
er ;  to  levy  a  tax  is  one  thing,  to  make  a  bank 
another.     I  answer,  to  levy  a  tax  is  one  thing, 
to  create  an  officer  for  its  collection  another. 
By  this  kind  of  chop-logic  we  may  prove  any 
thing  unconstitutional.     I  ask,  when  you  levy 
a  tax,  if  you  do  not  provide  officers  for  collect- 
ing it.     I  levy  a  tax  and  create  a  bank  through 
whose  instrumentality  I  mean   to  collect  it ; 
from  the  same  authority  by  which  I  appoint  a 
collector,  I  have  a  right  to  create  a  bank  through 
whose  instrumentality  I  mean  to  receive  and 
transmit  it.     There  is  no  clause  in  the  constitu- 
tion saying  you  may  appoint  officers  for  the  col- 
lection of  the  revenue  specifically ;  but  the  right 
to  Appoint  officers  to  collect  revenue  is  derived 
from  the  power  of  levying  a  tax,  from  which 
also  may  be  derived  the  power  of  establishing  a 
bank,  if  it  be  the  best  mode  of  collecting  the 
revenue.    It  is  said  you  may  collect  this  tax  by 
means  of  the  State  banks.     Very  well,  sir,  I  say 
you  may  collect  the  revenue  by  means  of  State 
officers,  and  upon  the  principle  that  you  cannot 
establish  a  bank  to  collect  the  revenue,  because 
the  State  banks  can  collect  it,  I  say  that  the 
State  officers  can  coUect  our  taxes,  and  if  your 
argument  is  just,  you  cannot  appoint  any  other 
officers.    The  constitution  authorizes  the  Presi- 
dent to  appoint  persons  to  fill  all  offices  estab- 
lished by  law,  but  says  not  a  word  about  ap- 
pointing officers   to  coUect  the  tax  yon  levy 
specifically.    Upon  the  construction  gentlemen 
sontend  for,  they  might  say,  because  no  power 
is  expressly  given  to  appoint  officers  of  the  cus- 
toms, or  for  your  taxes,  and  it  is  possible  to  col- 
lect the  revenue  by  the  agency  of  the  State 
governments,  and  nothing  should  be  done  by 
;he  United  States  authorities  which  can  be  done 
Dy  the  States,  therefore  these  collectors  of  the 
justoms  or  revenue  should  be  such  as  are  ap- 
Dointed  by  the  States  for  State  purposes.     This 
rind  of  reasoning,  sir,  cannot  be  admissible,  and 
s  in  hostility  with  a  most  manifest  principle  of 
;he  constitution,  as  it  is  evidently  a  prominent 
feature  of  that  instrument  that   the   General 
jovernment  should  have  within  itself  all  those 
)owers  necessary  and  convenient  for  the  execu- 
tion of  its  enumerated  trusts,  entirely  free  and 
ndependent  of  the  interference  and  agency  of 
he  States,  their  officers,  or  ministers. 


It  is  said  that  the  corporation,  which  it  is  pro- 
posed to  recharter,  independent  of  the  facility  it 
affijrds  to  Government  in  the  collection  of  the 
revenue,  has  also  particular  advantages  given  to 
it ;  that  it  is  a  monopoly ;  and  what  right,  it  is 
asked,  has  Congress  to  grant  a  monopoly  ?    I 
will  ask,  in  return,  when  an  officer  is  appointed 
to  collect  the  customs,  has  he  not  a  salary  and 
emoluments  ?     Is  not  every  office  in  law  called 
a  franchise  or  a  particular  privilege?    If  the 
officer  who  has  these  emoluments,  privileges, 
or  franchises,   (call  them  what  you  will)  re- 
ceives these  in  consideration  for  his  services, 
have  you  not  the  power  to  hold  out  induce- 
ments to  associated  bodies  of  men  to  form  an 
institution  from  which  the  public  may  derive 
benefit,  not  with  a  view  exclusively  to  their 
monopoly  and  benefit  but  on  account  of  the 
advantages  to  be  derived  from  it  by  the  public? 
The  honorable  gentleman  from  Kentucky, 
(Mr.  Clay,)  with  his  usual  ingenuity,  spoke  of 
the  enormous  evil  and  the  danger  to  our  liber- 
ties that  is  to  be  anticipated  from  giving  the 
power  to  erect  corporations,  which  he  says  is 
an  original  power,  and  has  given  being  to  insti- 
tutions which   have  swelled  to  an   enormous 
magnitude.      The  example  of  the  East  India 
Company  and  the  South  Sea  Company  were 
spoken  of  in  an  alarming,  impressive,  and  in- 
genious manner.     But,  I  ask,  sir,  if  the  State 
Governments  do  not  possess  this  gigantic  power? 
I  see  nothing  to  restrain  them  more  than  the 
General  Government.     I  see  that  the  only  su- 
pervisors as  to  the  State  Governments  are  the 
people  themselves,  who  are  also  the  supervisors 
of  Congress,  who  have  also  the  invidious  jealous 
eyes  of  the  State  Governments  constantly  upon 
them,  as  is  illustrated  in  the  conduct  of  some  of 
the  States  on  this  very  question,  and  who  com- 
bined would  guard  this  power  from  abuse  by 
the  General  Government  much  more  than  the 
people  alone  will  guard  against  abuses  by  the 
States.     It  is  a  visionary  mode  of  reasoning  to 
argue  against  the  possession  of  power  from  the 
abuse  of  it.     The  gentleman  may  as  well  tell  us 
that  we  may  raise  armies  to  so  monstrous  an 
extent  as  to  crush  our  liberties ;  and,  therefore, 
we  ought  not  on  any  emergency  to  raise  an 
anny.     He  may  as  well  say  the  creation  of  a 
military  school,  which  is  as  much  and  no  more 
a  resulting  power  than  the  one  in  question,  is 
giving  to  Congress  a  great  substantive  independ- 
ent power  to  create  a  vast  engine,  under  the 
name  of  a  military  school,  which  may  swell  to 
such  an  immense  importance  as  to  make  it  an 
instrument  to  swallow  all  the  liberties  of  the 
country.     So  as  respects  sites  for  forts  and 
armories,  and  ore  banks,  powers  exercised  by 
implication,  the  gentleman,  from  the  unlimited 
indulgence  he  gives  to  a  gloomy  and  forebod- 
ing imagination,  may  say,  you  may  purchase 
the  territorial  rjghts  of  the  States  until  you 
destroy  their  sovereignty.     There  is  no  end  to 
the  extent  of  such  reasoning.     We  must  rely  in 
some  degree  on  ourselves,  on  the  vigilance  of 
the  State  Governments,  and  on  the  discretion 
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of  the  people.  When  the  whole  body  politic  is 
so  corrupt  that  there  are  no  eyea  on  our  rulers 
to  see  when  they  transcend  the  powers  of  the 
constitution,  all  is  lost,  and  no  paper  reserva- 
tions can  save  us. 

Mr.  President,  I  am  ready  to  admit  that 
where  a  measure  obtains,  that  inflicts  a  viola- 
tion on  our  constitution  that  is  unquestionable, 
palpable,  and  notorious,  however  frequently 
and  however  solemnly  this  measure  had  been 
sanctioned,  however  long  it  had  been  submitted 
to  and  endured,  would  not  be  considerations 
with  me  of  any  importance  or  create  one  mo- 
ment of  doubt.  Error,  however  repeated  and 
submitted  to,  is  error  still,  and  every  occa- 
sion should  be  sought  to  get  rid  of  it ;  but  on 
an  occasion  in  the  origin  of  which  the  constitu- 
tional question  was  doubtful,  when  men  of  the 
purest  integrity  and  most  illumined  intelhgenoe 
might  pause  and  differ  and  doubt,  I  should  im- 
agine that  such  case  once  acted  on  should  never 
again  be  touched,  unless  considerations  of  irre- 
sistible importance  lead  to  such  a  measure ;  and  I 
imagine  that  every-  man  of  candor  and  intelli- 
gence who  weighs  with  d'ue  deliberation  the 
question  under  consideration,  will  at  least  ad- 
mit, if  the  measure  is  not  certainly  constitution- 
al, it  is  at  least  of  that  description  of  character 
I  have  last  mentioned.  In  such  an  instance  as 
this,  will  it  be  said  that  after  this  measure  has 
been  sanctioned  by  Congress  on  full  deliberation 
and  debate ;  after  the  bill  establishing  this  bank 
had  received  the  approbation  of  the  President, 
who  reserved  his  signature  to  it  till  the  last 
moment  permitted  by  the  constitution,  and  af- 
ter he  had  viewed  the  question  with  all  its 
bearings  in  every  attitude  it  could  be  presented, 
after  full  consultation  with  his  Cabinet  Ministers 
and  others  of  high  intellectual  character ;  after 
the  law  thus  sanctioned  by  the  Legislature  and 
the  President  has  been  acquiesced  in  and  prac- 
tised on  for  the  space  of  twenty  years,  when  it 
has  been  considered  inviolable,  and  corroborat- 
ing laws  passed  during  the  administration  and 
legislation  of  different  dominant  political  par- 
ties ;  when  those  laws  have  been  sanctioned  by 
the  solemn  adjudication  of  all  our  judges,  both 
of  the  General  and  State  Governments ;  to  sup- 
pose that  all  these  considerations  are  to  have  no 
influence  as  to  putting  to  rest  a  constitutional 
question  which  was  doubtful  in  its  origin,  is  to 
be  skeptical  and  scrupulous  beyond'  all  reason- 
able bound.  If  Congress  had  no  right  to  incor- 
porate a  bank,  was  it  not  an  act  of  usurpation 
in  the  President  and  Congress  to  pass  laws  pun- 
ishing individuals  for  the  forgery  of  its  paper  ? 
Nay,  more,  Mr.  President,  when  we  inflict  death 
for  the  support  of  institutions  Congress  had  no 
right  to  create,  and  for  the  violation  of  laws 
the  constitution  prohibits  that  body  from  enact- 
ing— (and  under  the  denomination  of  each  of 
the  political  sects  into  which  this  country  is 
divided,  agreeable  to  the  principles  now  con- 
tended for  by  gentlemen,  such  laws  have  been 
passed) — are  not  the  Executive  which  sanctions, 
the  Congress  which  passed,  and  the  whole  body 


of  our  Judiciary,  both  of  the  General  and  State 
Govei-nments,  which  enlbrces"  such  unconstitu- 
tional measures,  and  under  their  surreptitious 
authority  inflicts  death  upon  our  citizens,  worse 
than  usurpers  ?  Are  they  not  murderers  2  Yes, 
Mr.  President,  I  reiterate,  are  they  not  mur- 
derers ?  And  are  we  prepared  to  pronounce  so 
heavy  a  denunciation  on  our  predecessors,  on 
ourselves,  and  the  other  great  Departments  of 
our  Government  ?  Are  we  ready  to  inform  the 
American  people  that  this  body  and  all  their 
constituted  authoiities  have  sported  with  the 
lives  and  niegaUy  shed  the  blood  of  our  citizens  ? 
My  colleague  was  foreman  of  the  jury  that, 
pronounced  sentence,  or  that  found  a  verdict, 
on  the  famous  or  rather  infamous  Logwood,  for 
forgery  of  the  paper  of  the  Bank  of  the  United 
States.  This  verdict  was  confirmed  by  the  judge 
of  the  court,  and  the  criminal  punished  agree- 
ably to  the  judgment.  Is  a  measure  of  such 
weighty  and  awful  import,  so  solemnly  and 
deliberately  acted  on  and  decided,  and  multi- 
farious other  decisions  of  the  same  description, 
to  have  no  influence  on  the  decision  we  are 
about  to  give  respecting  the  constitutionality  of 
establishing  a  National  Bank  ?  If  they  are  not, 
then  gentlemen  view  the  subject  through  a  very 
different  medium  than  that  through  which  it  is 
presented  to  my  vision.  Then,  in  my  judgment, 
Mr.  President,  our  situation  is  alarming  indeed. 
To  recapitulate :  I  derive  the  power  to  create 
a  National  Bank,  when  this  constitution  came 
into  existence,  from  the  situation  of  society,  and 
our  legal  institutions  at  that  time,  and  the  diffi- 
culty, as  things  existed,  that  the  revenue  could 
be  collected  with  advantage  in  any  other  way 
than  by  the  agency  of  a  bank.  If  this  reason- 
ing be  deemed  erroneous,  I  insist  that  the  con- 
stitutional power  of  Congress  to  create  a  bank 
was  in  the  first  instance  doubtful,  and  the  prin- 
ciple having  been  recognized,  and  having  re- 
ceived every  sanction  the  Government  could 
give,  and  practised  on  for  more  than  twenty 
years,  is  not  now  to  be  called  in  question.  Ad- 
mitting that  on  both  these  points  my  views  are 
erroneous;  say  that  the  establishment  of  the 
bank,  at  its  commencement,  was  improper,  still, 
if  it  be  demonstrated  that  the  existence  or  re- 
chartering  of  the  bank  is  indispensable,  or  high- 
ly expedient  at  present,  to  the  due  exercise  of 
enumerated  rights  of  Congress,  that  which  was 
improper  or  even  perhaps  unconstitutional  at 
first,  because  it  was  not  necessary,  becomes  con- 
stitutional and  proper,  because  now  expedient 
or  essential.  Congress  is  clothed  by  the  con- 
stitution with  a  variety  of  delegated  rights. 
Now,  admitting  that  the  establishment  of  a 
hank  in  the  first  instance  was  not  necessary  for 
the  due  exercise  of  the  legislative  rights  be- 
stowed in  any  one  of  these  enumerated  powers, 
if  our  predecessors  in  office,  by  the  creation  of 
a  bank,  which  at  best  was  an  improper  institu- 
tion, because  liot  necessary,  have  placed  our 
fiscal  concerns  in  such  a  situation  that  it  can- 
not be  put  down  without  great  injury  to  the 
revenue,  which  Congress  iaiound  to  levy  and 
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collect,  without  injuring  our  commerce,  with- 
out impairing  our  public  credit,  without  lessen- 
ing the  public  welfare,  all  of  which  Congress  is 
bound  to  provide  for  and  protect ;  if  this  can  be 
demonstrated  to  be  the  probable  result  of  pull- 
ing down  the  bank  at  this  period,  I  would  ask 
whether  that  institution,  which  was  improper 
at  first,  because  not  necessary,  does  not  become 
proper,  because  almost  indispensable  at  pres- 
ent? 

In  construing  the  Constitution  of  the  United 
States,  when  legislating  on  the  enumerated  pow- 
ers of  Congress,  I  lay  down  this  rule  of  construc- 
tion :  that  the  only  limitation  to  the  power  of 
Congress  is  either  some  positive  or  implied  pro- 
hibition in  the  constitution  itself,  or  the  exer- 
cise of  an  honest  and  sober  discretion.  If,  there- 
fore, there  is  any  reason  to  believe,  at  the  pres- 
ent period  and  existing  state  of  things,  that  by 
putting  down  the  bank  your  revenue  will  be 
greatly  impaired,  your  commerce  will  be  injur- 
ed, the  public  credit  lessened,  all  of  which  Con- 
gress is  to  protect ;  does  not  such  a  state  of 
things  make  it  proper  that  the  bank,  which  ought 
not  to  have  been  created,  because  not  necessary, 
now  ought  to  be  continued  because  indispensa- 
ble?    It  may  here  be  said,  that  I  am  varying 
the  constitution  if  I  say  that  a  thing  is  proper 
to-day  which  was  not  proper  five  and  twenty 
years  ago ;  that  this  vibration  wiU  always  keep 
the  constitution  in  an  uncertain  state.     I  say, 
no.     My  doctrine  is  subject  to  no  such  accusa- 
tion ;  the  principles  of  the  constitution  are  uni- 
form and  unalterable.     It  is  an  uniform  and 
unalterable  principle,  that  Congress  have  the 
power  to  lay  and  collect  taxes ;  they  have  the 
same  positive,  unchangeable  right  to  exercise 
all  the  enumerated  powers,  the  only  rule  of  con- 
struction relating  to  them  being  that  the  means 
you  use  have  a  necessary  relation  to  the  power 
on  which  you  legislate.    If  the  means  be  not 
enumerated,  you  exercise  discretion  as  to  the 
means,  having  a  regard  to  the  existing  state  of 
things  when  you   legislate  concerning  them. 
The  same  means  may  bs  necessary  and  proper 
now,  which  would  not  have  been  twenty  years 
ago.    You  change  the  means  to  attain  the  end, 
but  the  end  itself,  the  enumerated  power  in  the 
constitution,  remains  unchanged.    As  long  as 
the  constitution  exists,  you  must  select  the  means 
most  proper  for  executing  the  enumerated  rights 
at  the  precise  moment  at  which  you  legislate 
respecting  them.     If  this  be  the  true  construc- 
tion of  the  constitution  respecting  the  recharter 
of  the  bank,  the  question  merely  resolves  itself 
into  an  inquiry  how  far  such  a  measure  is  at 
present  expedient.     To  determine  at  this  mo- 
ment whether  or  not  it  be  constitutional,  or  in 
other  words  expedient,  to  incorporate  the  Bank 
of  the  United  States,  I  am  to  say  whether,  under 
existing  circumstances,  in  the  present  state  of 
society,   situation  of  trade  and  revenue,  the 
preservation  and  continuance  of  this  institution 
is  essentially  necessary.     If  it  be  essentially  ne- 
cessary, we  have  a  right  to  recharter  the  bank. 
I  have  been  preci^in  stating  this  view  of  the 


subject,  because  it  has  not  before  been   taken 
by  any  other  gentleman. 


Tuesday,  February  19. 
The  credentials  of  John  Conmt,  appointed  a 
Senator  by  the  Legislature  of  the  State  of  New 
Jersey,  for  the  term  of  six  years,  commencing 
on  the  fourth  day  of  March  next  ;  and  of  Wil- 
liam B.  Giles,  appointed  a  Senator  by  the  Le- 
gislature of  the  State  of  Virginia,  for  the  term 
of  six  years,  commencing  on  the  fourth  day  of 
March  next,  were  severally  read,  and  ordered 
to  lie  on  file. 

Bank  of  the  United  States. 
The  Senate  resumed,  as  in  Committee  of  the 
Whole,  the  bill  to  amend  and  continue  in  force 
an  act,  entitled  "  An  act  to  incoi'porate  the  sub- 
scribers to  the  Bank  of  the  United  States," 
passed  on  the  25th  day  of  February,  1791. 

Mr.  Tatloe. — ^Mr.  President :  Although  much 
time  has  been  consumed  in  the  discussion  of  the 
subject  before  us,  and  the  ground  completely  oc- 
cupied by  those  who  have  gone  before  me,  yet 
the  importance  of  the  subject,  the  immense  mag- 
nitude of  the  unhappy  consequences  likely  to 
result  to  the  nation  from  the  rejection  of  the 
bill  on  your  table,  compel  me  to  ofi'er  to  it  aU 
the  support  in  my  power.  Indeed,  sir,  to  this 
sense  of  duty  to  the  nation  is  superaddefl  a  very 
sacred,  and  to  me  indispensable  duty — my  duty 
to  the  State  which  I  have  the  honor  in  part  to 
represent,  as  well  as  another  duty,  which  from 
the  course  the  debate  has  taken,  is  not  to  be 
disregarded ;  I  mean,  sir,  the  duty  which  I  owe 
to  myself. 

I  cannot,  as  other  gentlemen  have  boasted 
they  can,  put  my  hand  into  my  drawer  and  pull 
out  the  instructions  by  which  I  am  to  be  direct- 
ed on  this  important  subject. 

The  State  of  South  Carolina  is  a  very  large 
stockholder  in  some  of  her  State  banks,  and  if 
a  selfish  policy,  contracted  to  the  narrow  sphere 
of  the  unique  advantage  in  dollars  and  cents  of 
the  Government  of  that  State— in  contradiction 
and  disregard  of  the  great  body  of  her  own  Citi- 
zens, and  the  citizens  of  the  rest  of  the  States 
m  the  Union — could  have  weighed  a  moment 
with  her  Legislature,  I  too  might  have  been  in- 
structed. Let  me  not  be  understood,  Mr.  Pres- 
ident, as  drawing  any  comparison  between  the 
conduct  of  the  State  of  South  Carolina  and  the 
conduct  of  the  great  and  leading  States  who 
have  acted  otherwise ;  but  I  must  and  will  tell 
of  the  things  that  I  do  know.  I  rejoice,  sir, 
that  the  State  which  I  come  from  has,  in  this 
instance,  been  actuated  by  that  magnanimity 
and  patriotism  which  on  all  former  occasions 
has  distinguished  her  conduct;  that  neither  sel- 
fishness, nor  party  rage,  nor  a  spirit  of  intoler- 
ance, has  induced  her  to  counteract  or  embar- 
rass the  National  Legislature  in  its  pursuit  of 
the  great  object  of  its  institution,  the  good  of 
the  whole. 

I  hope  it  win  not  be  considered  as  savoring 
of  egotism  when  I  say  that  my  appointment  to 
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the  very  honorable  station  I  now  hold  was  un- 
solicited by  me.  That  my  sentiments  on  the 
subject  now  under  consideration  had  been  by 
me  unequivocally  expressed  at  the  last  session 
of  Congress,  and  were  well  known  to  those  who 
appointed  me.  Nay,  further,  after  my  venera- 
ble and  respected  predecessor  had  resigned  his 
seat  here,  and  had  declined,  also,  his  appoint- 
ment for  the  ensuing  six  years,  pending  the 
election  of  a  successor  to  him,  and  when  my 
name  was  held  in  nomination,  a  resolution  was 
offered,  similar  to  those  which  we  have  heard 
so  much  talk  about,  proposing  to  instruct  the 
Senators  of  that  State  to  oppose  the  renewal  of 
the  charter  of  the  Bank  of  the  United  States. 
This  resolution,  as  I  am  informed,  lay  on  the 
Speaker's  table  when  the  election  was  gone 
into.  I  was  elected,  and  the  proposers  of  the 
resolution  had  not  power  nor  influence  enough 
to  raise  it  from  the  table  on  which  it  lay,  and  it 
died  stillborn  at  the  end  of  the  session ;  and  if  I 
were  to  make  an  inference  at  all  on  these  trans- 
actions, I  should  suppose  I  was  tacitly  instructed 
to  vote  for  the  renewal  of  the  hank  charter. 
But  I  seek  not  the  avoidance  of  responsibility. 
It  is  here,  sir,  in  my  own  bosom,  I  have  instruc- 
tions paramount  to  all  others.  My  beloved 
country  has  rested  the  matter  here,  and  my 
gratitude  is  superadded  to  all  other  moral  obli- 
gations operating  on  me  to  perform  this  trust, 
and  to  execute  this  duty  with  faithfulness.  I 
find  the  authority  of  Congress  to  grant  this 
charter  in  the  same  sections  of  the  constitution 
which  the  gentlemen  who  have  gone  before  me 
have  pointed  out  to  yon.  In  section  seven, 
clause  first,  power  is  given  to  Congress  "  to  lay 
and  collect  taxes,  duties,  imposts,  and  excises, 
to  pay  the  debts,  and  provide  for  the  common 
defence  and  general  welfare  of  the  United 
States ;  but  all  duties  shall  be  uniform  through- 
out the  United  States." 

Clause  second  gives  power  "  to  borrow  money 
on  the  credit  of  the  United  States."  And,  in 
the  last  clause  of  said  section,  power  is  also 
given  to  make  all  laws  which  shall  be  necessary 
and  proper  for  carrying  into  execution  the  fore- 
going powers  vested  by  this  constitution  in  the 
Government  of  the  United  States,  or  any  de- 
partment or  officer  thereof.  '* 

Let  us  understand  the  meaning  of  the  words 
necessary  and  proper,  to  the  last-quoted  clause, 
for  upon  a  correct  knowledge  of  these  depends, 
in  my  opinion,  the  correctness  of  our  conclu- 
sions on  this  subject.  The  word  necessary,  in 
its  technical  and  legal  sense,  in  the  meaning 
affixed  to  it  in  common  parlance,  established  by 
usage,  custom,  reason,  and  the  common  law  of 
the  land,  is  different  and  distinct  from  the  signi- 
fication of  the  same  adjective  derived  from  the 
substantive  necessity,  as  used  by  Hohhes,  Hutch- 
inson, Hume,  and  the  other  metaphysicians 
of  the  last  century.  It  is  weU  known  that  they 
used  the  substantive  necessity  as  synonymous 
with  the  word  fate,  and  which  necessity,  ac- 
cording to  the  opinions  of  one  party,  controlled 
omnipotence  itself.   This  necessity  was  supposed 


by  them  co-existent  with  the  Deity  itself,  not 
prospective  nor  discretionary,  bending  in  one 
way,  and  in  one  way  only,  all  substance,  all 
matter,  and  all  spirit.  This  meaning  of  the 
word  is  only  to  be  found  with  these  metaphy- 
sicians and  philosophers ;  but  in  our  law  books, 
in  the  daily  and  hourly  use  of  the  word  in  com- 
mon conversation,  it  has  no  such  meaning. 
When  the  old  Congress  passed  the  conditional 
charter — which  1  admit  they  had  not  a  delega- 
ted power  to  grant  but  which  is  fully  in  point, 
both  as  to  the  signification  of  the  word,  and, 
also,  of  their  opinion  of  the  necessity,  and  even 
indispensablenesg  of  a  bank  for  the  administer- 
ing the  fiscal  concerns  of  the  nation — in  the  con- 
clusion of  the  preamble  they  say  that  the  exi- 
gencies of  the  United  States  render  it  indispen- 
sably necessary  to  pass  the  act,  &c. ;  and  in  the 
laws  passed  during  that  period,  when  this  Gov- 
ernment was  in  the  habit  of  following  the  Eng- 
lish custom  of  beginning  the  laws  by  a  preamble, 
you  find  the  word  necessary  used  as  synonymous 
to  expediency — practical  expediency,  (see  Laws 
of  the  United  States,  vol.  1,  page  247;  idem, 
page  276,)  in  fact,  among  frail  mortals  with  fal- 
lible judgments  like  ours.  "With  any  beings  en- 
dued with  less  than  omniscience,  the  word  neces- 
sary must  he  only  applicable  to  the  honest  judg- 
ment we  can  makeup  concerning  the  subject  to 
which  we  apply  it ;  in  other  words,  it  is  resolv- 
able into  that  sound  discretion  with  which,  as 
moral  agents,  we  are  in  the  first  instance  intrust- 
ed by  our  Maker,  and  in  the  instance  now  before 
us, we  are  intrusted  with  by  the  constitution  and 
by  the  citizens  who  have  sent  us  here  to  transact 
their  business.  But  the  rigid  necessity  which  our 
opponents  wish  to  enforce  on  us,  this  metaphy- 
sical necessity,  must,  from  its  very  nature,  be 
immutable;  it  must  be  unique,  and  could  not 
exist  in  a  greater  or  less  degree ;  and,  therefore, 
the  word  joined  to  it  in  the  constitution  (proper) 
could  have  no  meaning  at  all.  The  laws,  to  be 
passed,  must  be  necessary,  is  the  only  one  way 
given  under  heaven  by  which  you  are  to  effect 
the  end  desired ;  in  other  words,  the  law  must 
be  imposed  by  Fate.  It  is  perfect  nonsense  to 
say  that  there  is  a  latitude  left  with  us  to  judge 
whether  such  a  law  is  proper  or  improper.  I 
have,  I  think,  brought  the  meaning  of  the  word 
necessary  to  the  level  and  within  the  comprehen- 
sion of  frail  human  intellect.  The  signification 
of  the  word  proper  I  take  to  contain  the  de- 
scription of  the  measure  or  law  to  which  it  is 
applied,  in  the  following  respects :  whether  the 
law  is  in  conformity  to  the  letter,  the  spirit, 
and  the  meaning  of  the  constitution ;  whether 
it  win  produce  the  good  end  desired  in  the 
most  ready,  easy,  and  convenient  mode,  that 
we  are  acquainted  with. 

Great  stress  is  laid  on  that  amendment  of  the 
constitution  which  says,  that  aU  power  not  ex- 
pressly granted  shall  be  retained,  &o.  Either 
the  general  clause  I  have  relied  on  gives  power  or 
it  does  not ;  if  it  did  not  give  power,  why  was 
this  amendment  made?  And  if  it  did,  and  this 
power  was  offensive,  why  was  it  not  stricken 
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out  when  the  amendment  was  made  ?  But  if 
it  expressly  gave  power,  which  I  contend,  its 
being  suffered  to  remain  is  proof  that  it  was 
not  the  design  of  the  amendment  to  take  away 
the  power  given.  Could  not  the  Territory  of 
Columbia  have  been  governed  without  erecting 
a  single  corporation  in  it  ?  I  don't  mean  well 
governed.  But  was  there  that  fatal  necessity ; 
that  command  from  Jove, 


"  Ye  fatea  fulfil  it,  and  ye  powers  approve," 

to  erect  corporations  ?  This  legislation  to  erect 
corporations  being,  according  to  our  opponents, 
sui  generis,  not  of  the  ordinary  kind,  and  only 
to  be  exercised  where  the  express  authority  is 
given  by  the  constitution,  I  ask  gentlemen  to 
show  the  clause  in  the  constitution  which  ex- 
pressly gives  us  the  power  to  perform  this  sub- 
limated act  of  legislation  in  this  Territory  any 
more  than  in  any  other  part  of  the  United 
States ;  arid  yet  at  this  very  session  we  have 
sent  an  armful  of  these  high  acts.  The  shelves 
of  the  office  of  the  Secretary  groan  under  the 
pile  of  charters  we  have  granted. 

I  said  it  was  easy  to  prove  that  the  broad 
grant  given  to  Congress  to  legislate  for  this  Ter- 
ritory in  all  cases  whatsoever,  was  restricted 
and_  paled  in  by  the   constitution.     Congress 
cannot  make  the  duties  here  on  imports  less  or 
greater  than  elsewhere  in  the  United  States — 
imports  and  taxes  must  be  eqnal,  &c. — nor  de- 
prive the  citizens  thereof  of  the  right  to  a  trial  by 
jury,  nor  grant  them  titles  of  nobility ;  and  yet 
the  incidents  here  alluded  to  would  come  under 
the  description  in  the  clause  "  of  all  cases  what- 
soever."   In  truth,  sir,  there  is  not  a  scintilla 
of  the  spirit,  nor  a  single  word  or  letter  of  the 
constitution,  thafloses  its  power  and  sanction 
upon  our  conduct  in  legislating  in  this  particu- 
lar.    There  is  no  more  a  power  given  us  to 
legislate  ad  libitum  on  this  Territory,  nor  to 
derive  therefor  powers  by  implication,  than  is 
given  us  in  the  laws  we  pass  for  the  whole  na- 
tion ;  and  if  this  power,  sui  generis,  of  creating 
corporations,  is  properly  defined  by  our  oppo- 
nents, they  ought  to  go  back,  to  the  works  of 
yesterday,  as  well  as  to  those  of  twenty  years' 
standing,  in  order  to  introduce  their  new  order 
of  things.    I  might  here  draw  a  comparison  of 
the  tried  scheme  of  using  the  United  States' 
Bank,  and  the  untried  scheme  of  using  State 
banks  in  aid  of  the  operations  of  the  National 
Treasury ;  but  I  should  only  be  saying  with  less 
force  what  has  been  so  fully  and  so  conclusively 
said  by  the  gentlemen  who  have  preceded  me. 
Suffice  it  to  say,  that  for  safe-keeping,  for  trans- 
mission and  payment  of  the  funds  to  any  part 
of  the  nation,  and  for  enforcing  the  punctual 
payment  by  the  debtors  to  the  customs,  by  ad- 
dressing to  those  debtors  the  arguments  to  the 
sense  of  honor  and  shame,  and  also  to  their  in- 
terest, to  wit :  by  denying  them  credit  in  the 
bank  on  failure  in  punctuality— all  these  have 
been  afforded  to  the  Government  without  its 
incurring  therefor  one  cent's  expense.     Are  we 


pardon  of  the  Senate  for  detaining  them  on 
topics  not  new.  As  this  is  made  a  case  of  con- 
science, I  deemed  it  necessary  to  be  thus  partic- 
ular. I  have  no  hesitation  in  saying,  we  have 
the  right  to  act  on  this  subject,  inasmuch  as  I 
think  the  bank  is  both  necessary  and  proper  for 
the  purposes  above  referred  to. 

To  me  it  appears  that  this  power  is  expressly 
granted ;  we  derive  it  not  by  implication ;  but 
our  opponents,  in  fact,  are  pressed  to  the  neces- 
sity of  using  implication  to  come  at  the  denial 
they  set  up  against  the  exercise  by  Congress  of 
this  power. 

I  say,  further,  that  this  institution  is  neces- 
sary and  proper  for  carrying  into  effect  another 
general  power,  viz:  The  power  to  borrow 
money  on  the  credit  of  the  United  States. 

It  is  acknowledged  on  all  hands  that  there  is 
not  specie  enough  in  the  nation,  if  applied  solely 
to  that  purpose,  to  pay  our  annual  impost.  The 
operations  of  the  Bank  of  Columbia  in  transfer- 
ring the  revenue  derived  from  a  part  of  Virginia 
(and  of  the  land  funds  from  the  westward,)  and 
of  the  Manhattan  Bank  in  performing  the  same 
office  in  respect  to  the  collections  in  Connec- 
ticut, have  been  dwelt  upon  by  the  honorable 
Senator    from  Maryland,  (Mr.    Smith.)     His 
arguments  drawn  from  the  fa<!ts  would  have 
been  more  conclusive  if  he  could  have  instanced 
the  same  facilities  afforded  to  the  Government 
between  banks  disconnected  by  the  effect  of 
that    neighborhood    circulation   and    of  that 
course  of  trade  very  apparent  in  the  instances 
he  has  produced.     But  it  is  not  conclusive  at 
any  rate.     There  is  a  neighborhood  medium  of 
circulation,  (the  State  bank  paper,)  and  there  is 
a  national  medium,  (the  United  States  paper.) 
The  latter,  under  the  present  state  of  things, 
corrects  the  operations  of  distant  banks  and 
renders  their  transfers  easy ;  but,  deprived  of 
this,  would  any  of  them,  situated  at  four  and 
five  hundred  miles,  or  at  one  thousand  miles' 
distance,  agree  to  make  these  transfers  for  the 
Government  free  of  expense?     Could  they,  for 
instance,  transfer  the  solid  bullion  belonging  to 
the  United  States  from  Orleans  to  Boston  or 
Philadelphia,  without  our  affording  compensa- 
tion for  freight,  insurance,  &c.  ?   I  have  witness- 
ed the  advantages  of  this  national  medium  in 
the  State  I  live  in;  and  in  the  months  of 
autumn,  when  strangers  are  fearful  of  venturing 
to  Charleston,  our  western  friends,  rather  than 
carry  the  hard  dollars,  are  in  the  habit  of  giving 
two  or  three  per  cent,  for  bills  of  the  Bank  of 
the    United    States.      Destroy    this    national 
medium,  you  insulate  the  State  banks,  which 
are  so  far  asunder  as  not  to  be  within  the  in- 
fluence of  the  neighborhood  medium  of  circula- 
tion.   The  stroke  of  our  dreadful  wand  discon- 
nects the  ligament  by  which  they  are  bound 
together  in  their  distant  operations. 

Mr.  PioKEEiNG. — I  will  now,  Mr.  President, 
make  some  observations  on  the  main  question 
under  consideration.  "Whether  Congress  have 
the  power  by  the  constitution  to  renew  the 
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It  has  been  said  that  the  power  to  incorpo- 
rate a  bank  for  the  United  States  is  a  substantive 
and  original,  and  not  a  derivative  or  implied 
power.  This  has  been  repeated,  but  I  have 
heard  no  arguments  in  support  of  the  position ; 
it  is  naked  assertion. 

It  has  also  been  called  "  an  act  of  sovereign- 
ty ;"  as  if  to  alarm  and  deter  us  by  its  awful 
magnitude.  But,  sir,  the  sovereign  power  of 
Congress  is  sometimes  exercised  on  subjects  of 
comparatively  little  moment.  A  few  days  since 
we  passed  a  bill  to  authorize  the  erection  of  a 
bridge ;  and  another,  to  change  the  name  of  an 
individual,  to  enable  him  to  inherit  an  estate. 
The  power  of  .Congress  is  sovereign  to  all  the 
purposes  of  the  constitution.  They  can  lay  and 
collect  taxes,  duties,  imposts,  and  excises ;  bor- 
row money,  regulate  commerce,  and  make  aU 
needful  rules  and  regulations  respecting  the 
territory  and  other  property  of  the  United 
States.  And  they  have  the  power  to  make,  all 
laws  necessary  and  proper  to  carry  the  forego- 
ing and  all  other  constitutional  powers  into  exe- 
cution. When  proposing  to  exercise  this  gen- 
eral power,  in  any  case  not  expressly  mentioned, 
we  have  to  consider  whether  it  be  "  necessary 
and  proper."  It  has  been  said  that "  necessary  " 
here  means  indispensable;  something  without 
which  a  particular  power  expressly  granted 
cannot  be  careied  into  execution.  But,  sir,  I 
see  no  ground  for  this  interpretation.  In  the 
affairs  of  a  nation,  or  other  community,  what- 
ever the  pubhc  good  requires  to  be  done,  is  ne- 
cessary and  proper  to  be  done.  It  is  a  moral, 
not  an  absolute  necessity.  It  is  necessary  for 
me  to  be  here  in  my  place,  because  it  is  my 
duty  to  be  here.  Necessary  and  proper  are  op- 
posed to  unnecessary  and  improper.  Congress 
should  do  no  act  unnecessary  and  improper; 
but,  like  State  Legislatures,  do  whatever  is  ne- 
cessary and  proper  to  attain  the  objects  for 
which  they  are  respectively  constituted . 

In  determining  whether  any  proposed  meas- 
ure be  necessary  and  proper  to  carry  into  exe- 
cution any  power  expressly  given  to  Congress, 
we  have  to  consider  whether  that  measure 
has  a  just  or  useful  relation  to  the  end.  For 
instance,  the  constitution  having  prescribed  no 
mode  of  collecting  the  revenues,  it  rested  in 
the  discretion  of  Congress  to  adopt  such  a  mode 
or  such  modes  as  should  appear  to  them  best 
adapted  to  that  object.  Instead  of  appointing 
custom-house  officers  in  the  large  commercial 
cities  and  towns,  where  a  banking  establishment 
could  be  supported.  Congress  might  there  have 
erected  banks,  as  the  most  certain,  punctual,  and 
cheap  mode  of  collection.  Suitable  officers  of  a 
bank  might  have  performed  aU  the  duties  of  en- 
tering and  clearing  vessels,  and  all  other  duties 
pertaining  to  the  custom-house,  without  any 
charge  to  the  public ;  the  deposits  of  the  pub- 
lic moneys  so  collected  in  those  hanks,  upon 
which  the  usual  banking  operations  might  be 
carried  on,  yielding  an  adequate  compensation 
for  all  the  services  so  performed. 

The  public  revenues,  when  collected,  must 


also  be  safely  kept.  An  experience  has  demon- 
strated that,  of  all  depositaries,  banks  are  the 
safest.  And  the  same  experience  has  shown 
that,  as  the  public  moneys  are  required  to  be 
frequently  transferred,  for  the  public  expendi- 
tm-es,  from  one  State  to  another,  the  Bank  of 
the  United  States,  with  its  branches,  has  fur- 
nished the  best  mode  of  transfer ;  it  being  effect- 
ed with  despatch,  with  certainty,  and  without 
any  risk  or  expense  to  the  United  States. 

The  gentleman  from  Kentucky  (Mr.  Clay) 
asked,  if  banks  are  necessary  for  collecting  the 
public  revenues,  why  give  them  any  other 
power  ?  The  answer  is,  that  it  is  the  essential 
nature  of  banks,  which  renders  them  so  pecu- 
liarly fit  to  collect  the  revenues.  The  mer- 
chants, whose  bonds  are  lodged  in  the  banks  for 
collection,  are  also  borrowers  of  money  from 
the  banks;  and  if  they  fail  of  paying  their 
bonds,  as  they  become  due,  their  credit  will 
fad;  they  can  obtain  no  more  loans  until  their 
bonds  are  paid.  This  has  just  been  presented 
to  our  view,  in  the  most  striking  manner,  by 
my  colleague. 

"To  borrow  money,"  is  another  of  the  great 
powers  expressly  vested  in  Congress.  And  in 
this,  as  in  the  power  first  considered,  no  mode 
of  borrowing  being  prescribed  in  the  constitu- 
tion. Congress  are  to  devise  and  provide  the 
means  in  their  judgment  most  sure,  expeditious, 
and  ample,  to  obtain  loans.  And  this  was  one 
of  the  great  objects  for  which  the  Bank  of  the 
United  States  was  originally  incorporated.  The 
gentleman  from  Virginia,  near  me,  (Mr.  Beent,) 
and  the  gentleman  from  South  Carolina,  (Mr. 
Tatlob,)  have,  in  very  forcible  language,  dis- 
played the  impolicy  of  depending  on  State 
banks  or  individuals  for  loans,  in  public  emer- 
gencies. At  such  times,  these  banks  and  indi- 
viduals may  be  most  hardly  pressed  by  their 
usual  customers.  To  suffer  the  Bank  of  the 
United  States  to  dissolve,  and  to  have  recourse 
to  State  banks,  will  be  so  far  going  back  to  the 
condition  of  the  United  States  under  the  arti 
cles  of  Confederation,  when  our  Union  was  but 
a  rope  of  sand.  When  the  pressure  of  the  Rev- 
olutionary war  was  over,  indeed,  while  that 
pressure  remained,  Congress  in  vain  made  re- 
quisitions on  the  individual  States ;  no  money, 
or  none  in  any  measure  adequate  to  the  public 
exigencies,  could  be  obtained.  After  the  war, 
when  the  public  treasury  was  empty,  Congress 
importuned — implored  the  States,  individually, 
to  grant  the  power  to  raise  a  revenue  from 
commerce,  to  defray  the  current  expenses  of 
the  General  Government,  and  to  fulfil  the  pub- 
lic obligations,  but  the  power  could  not  be  ob- 
tained. States,  deriving  large  revenues  from 
commerce,  chose  to  retain  them  for  their  own 
treasuries. 

It  was  this  helpless,  forlorn  condition  of  our 
country,  which  forcibly  convinced  the  nation  of 
the  necessity  of  forming  a  new  system  of  Gov- 
ernment ;  and  our  present  Government  was  the 
fruit  of  that  necessity. 

"To  regulate  commerce"  is  a  third  great 
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power  vested  in  Congress.  And  it  is  conceived 
that  the  exercise  of  any  power  well  adapted  to 
give  safety,  facility,  and  prosperity  to  com- 
merce, must  be  comprised  in  the  power  to  reg- 
tilate  it.  ITence  the  erecting  of  light-houses 
has  been  mentioned  as  an  instance  in  which  an 
implied  power,  incidental  to  the  regulating  of 
commerce,  has  been  exercised.  But  it  has  been 
said  that  this  power  is  expressly  given  in  an- 
other part  of  the  constitution ;  that  by  which 
Congress  is  vested  with  exclusive  legislation 
over  the  district  which  is  the  seat  of  Govern- 
ment, and  over  places  ceded  to  the  United 
States  "  for  the  erection  of  forts,  magazines, 
arsenals,  dock-yards,  and  other  needful  build- 
ings." But  if  we  had  no  commerce,  no  navi- 
gation, light-houses  , would  not  be  "needful 
buildings,"  they  would  be  of  no  use  whatever. 
Hence  it  is  clear  that  they  have  a  direct  relation 
to  commerce  and  to  nothing  else;  and,  there- 
fore, the  erecting  of  them  is  properly  adduced 
as  an  instance  of  the  exercise  of  a  power  im- 
plied in  the  general  express  power  to  regulate 
commerce. 

The  safety  and  facility  of  commercial  opera- 
tions was  also  greatly  to  be  promoted  by  means 
of  a  general  currency  which  should  have  equal 
credit  throughdut  the  Union.  This  has  been 
accomplished  by  the  notes  issued  from  the  Bank 
of  the  United  States,  under  the  authority  of 
Congress,  exercising  the  power  incidental  to 
that  of  regulating  commerce. 

A  fourth  great  power,  which  I  mentioned 
to  have  been  vested  in  Congress,  is  that  of 
"making  all  needful  rules  and  regulations  re- 
specting the  territory  and  other  property  of  the 
United  States."  This  "  other  property  'i  con- 
sists partly  of  money.  And,  as  Congress  have 
power  to  make  any  regulations  concerning  it 
which  are  needful,  that  is,  which  may,  in  their 
opinion,  best  promote  the  general  welfare,  this 
money  may  be  (as  some  of  it  has  been)  vested 
in  bank  stock ;  and  with  the  truest  regard  to 
its  safety  and  good  management,  in  the  stock 
of  a  bank  erected  by  Congress,  of  which  they 
may  have  a  suitable  inspection ;  and  where  it 
may  safely  deposit  the  public  revenues,  there 
to  await  the  public  demand ;  and,  in  the  mean 
time,  usefully  aid  those  banking  operations 
which  give  facility  to  commerce  and  to  public 
loans. 

But  as  an  evidence  that  the  constitutionality 
of  the  act  to  incorporate  the  Bank  of  the  Unit- 
ed States  was  at  least  doubtful,  we  have  been 
told  by  the  gentleman  from  Maryland,  (Mr. 
Smith,)  that  President  "Washington  doubted; 
that  his  mind  was  in  suspense  to  the  last  mo- 
ment, when  the  act  was  to  be  approved  or  dis- 
approved. That  while  the  then  Secretary  of 
the  Treasury,  (Mr.  Hamilton,)  a  very  great 
man,  maintained  the  constitutional  power  of 
Congress  to  erect  that  bank,  another  man,  (Mr. 
Jefferson,)  equally  great,  then  Secretary  of  State, 
and  the  Attorney-General,  (Mr.  Randolph,)  a 
distinguished  lawyer,  maintained  the  contrary 
doctrine — that  Congress  had  not  that  power. 


It  is  true,  sir,  that  Washington,  cautious  and 
circumspect  beyond  any  man  I  ever  knew,  did 
suspend  his  decision  to  the  last  day  allowed  him 
by  the  constitution.  The  confidence  with  which 
the  Secretary  of  State  and  the  Attorney-Gen- 
eral supported  their  opinions  on  this  question, 
was  sufficient  to  excite  in  the  President  the 
greatest  caution.  Both  were  lawyers,  and  they 
raised  many  legal  objections.  The  written  opin- 
ions of  these  gentlemen  were  (as  I  have  been 
well  informed)  put  into  the  hands  of  the  Secre- 
tary of  the  Treasury  two  days  before  it  was 
necessary  for  the  President  to  decide.  And  the 
reasoning  of  Mr.  Hamilton,  in  his  written  argu- 
ment, enabled  the  President  to  decide  with 
satisfaction ;  with  a  full  conviction  of  the  con- 
stitutionality of  the  act. 

The  following  are  some  of  the  objections  of- 
fered by  the  Secretary  of  State:  He  said — 
"  that  the  proposed  incorporation  (of  the  bank) 
undertakes  to  create  certain  capacities,  proper- 
ties, or  attributes,  which  are  against  the  laws 
of  alienage,  descents,  escheat,  and  forfeiture, 
distribution,  and  monopoly.  And  that  nothing 
but  a  necessity,  invincible  by  other  means,  can 
justify  such  a  prostration  of  laws  which  con- 
stitute the  pillars  of  our  whole  system  of  juris- 
prudence, and  are  the  foundation  laws  of  the 
State  governments."  "Washington,  sr,  was  not 
a  lawyer,  and  who  can  wonder  that  his  fair 
mind  was  alarmed  by  such  a  solemn  declara- 
tion ?  ^  That  it  was  kept  in  suspense  by  the 
assertion,  that  the  act  for  establishing  the  bank 
would  overturn  the  pillars  of  our  whole  system 
of  jurisprudence,  and  the  foundation  laws  of 
the  State  governments?  But,  sir,  it  required 
only  the  knowledge  of  a  lawyer  at  once  to  ovei^ 
turn  these  objections.  The  "following  are  some 
of  the  remarks  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury : 
"  If  these  are  truly  the  foundation  laws  of  the 
several  States,  then  have  most  of  them  subvert- 
ed their  own  foundations.  For  there  is  scarcely 
one  of  them  which  has  not,  since  the  establish- 
ment of  its  particular  constitution,  made  mate- 
rial alterations  in  some  of  those  branches  of  its 
jurisprudence,  especially  the  law  of  descents. 
But  it  is  not  conceived  how  any  thing  can  be 
called  the  fundamental  law  of  a  State  govern- 
ment which  is  not  established  in  its  constitu- 
tion, unalterable  by  its  ordinary  legislature." 

"  To  erect  a  corporation,  is  to  substitute  a 
legal  or  artificial  for  a  natural  person;  and, 
where  a  number  are  concerned,  to  give  them 
individuality.  To  that  legal  or  artificial  person, 
once  created,  the  common  law  of  every  State, 
of  itself,  annexes  all  those  incidents  and  attri- 
butes which  are  represented  as  a  prostration  of 
the  main  pillars  of  their  jurisprudence.  It  is 
certainly  not  accurate  to  say,  that  the  erection 
of  a  corporation  is  against  those  difierent  heads 
of  the  State  laws ;  because  it  is  rather  to  create 
a  kind  of  person,  or  entity,  to  which  they  are 
inapphcable,  and  to  which  the  general  rule  of 
those  laws  assigns  a  different  regimen.  The 
laws  of  alienage  cannot  apply  to  an  artificial 
person,  because  it  can  have  no  country.    Those 
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of  descent  cannot  apply  to  it,  because  it  can 
have  no  heirs.  Those  of  escheat  are  foreign 
from  it,  for  the  same  reason.  Those  of  forfeit- 
ure, because  it  cannot  commit  a  crime.  Those 
of  distribution,  because,  though  it  may  be  dis- 
solved, it  cannot  die."  Sir,  I  beg  leave  to  add 
a  few  explanations.  By  the  laws  of  most,  per- 
haps of  all  the  States,  aliens  are  not  permitted 
to  hold  real  estate ;  but  in  all  they  are  free  to 
hold  personal  property  of  every  kind,  and  par- 
ticularly bank  stock.  The  law  of  escheat  re- 
lates to  the  property  of  a  citizen  who  dies  with- 
out heirs,  near  or  remote,  and  without  a  will. 
In  such  case  his  property  falls  to  the  State.  But 
instances  of  escheat  do  not  occur  perhaps  twice 
in  a  century  in  any  State,  and,  consequently,  is 
of  trifling  moment.  Although  a  corporation 
cannot  commit  a  crime,  it  may  violate  the  rules 
prescribed  in  the  law  for  its  establishment,  and 
thus  incur  an  immediate  forfeiture  of  its  charter. 
Or,  if  for  such  a  violation  of  its  fundamental 
law,  or  any  mismanagement  of  the  institution 
to  the  public  injury,  its  charter  be  not  forthwith 
taken  away,  the  State  may  refuse  to  renew  it. 
As  to  the  law  of  distribution,  that  operates 
when  a  person  dies  intestate.  But  though  a 
corporation  cannot  die,  yet  the  individuals  to 
whom  its  property  belongs  will  die ;  and  their 
bank  property,  equally  with  their  other  prop- 
erty, becomes  liable  to  the  law  of  distribution. 

One  of  the  injurious  consequences  of  destroy- 
ing the  Bank  of  the  United  States  has  been 
stated  to  be,  the  withdrawing  of  seven  millions 
of  doUars  from  the  active  capital  of  the  United 
States,  and  transmitting  it  to  Europe,  where 
that  portion  of  the  bank  stock  is  owned.  To 
this  it  has  been  answered,  by  the  opposers  of 
the  bank,  that  these  millions  will  not  be  with- 
drawn, but  transferred  from  the  United  States' 
Bank  to  banks  of  the  several  States.  How 
then,  sir,  shaJl  we  get  rid  of  that  dangerous  in- 
fluence of  foreign  stockholders  which  the  same 
gentlemen  urge  as  a  reason  for  not  renewing 
the  charter  of  the  Bank  of  the  United  States  ? 
Sir,  it  is  well  known  that  money  in  Europe  is 
less  valuable  than  in  the  United  States.  That 
moneyed  men  there  are  glad  to  loan  their  mo- 
ney at  an  interest  of  five  per  cent,  or  less, 
whUe  in  these  States  the  legal  interest  is  six  per 
cent.  And  a  multitude  of  our  citizens  find 
their  account  in  employing  that  foreign  capital, 
paying  an  interest  of  six  per  cent.,  by  which,  in 
the  course  of  trade,  they  gain  ten,  fifteen,  or 
twenty  per  cent. ;  that  foreign  capital,  in  the 
hands  of  our  merchants,  has  resembled  the  five 
and  the  ten  talents,  wherewith  they  have  gain- 
ed other  five  and  other  ten  talents. 

The  distresses  which  wOl  follow  the  dissolu- 
tion of  the  Bank  of  the  United  States,  especially 
in  the  great  commercial  cities,  have  been  forci- 
bly described  in  the  plain  testimonies  of  the 
committee  of  mechanics  and  manufacturers  from 
Fhiladelphia — a  committee  selected  wholly  from 
the  democratic  party;  distresses  which  were 
sufficient  to  move  a  heart  of  stone.  And  why 
should  this  bank  be  dissolved?  It  has  been 
Vol.  IV.— 20 


said  that  the  State  banks  are  competent  to  all 
the  necessary  operations  of  the  general  bank. 
If  the  contrary  had  not  been  shown,  it  might 
be  answered,  that  the  Bank  of  the  United  States 
was  incorporated  when  there  were  only  three 
banks  in  the  United  States ;  one  in  Philadelphia, 
one  in  New  York,  and  one  in  Boston.  These 
were  inadequate  to  the  necessities  and  accom- 
modation of  the  General  Government  and  of 
the  citizens.  To  supply  this  deficiency,  it  was 
necessary  to  erect  t^  National  Bank ;  and  the 
dignity,  honor,  good  faith,  and  credit  of  the 
United  States  stand  pledged  for  the  renewal  ot 
its  charter.  The  institution  having  been  well 
conducted,  and  found  in  the  highest  degree  use- 
ful and  beneficial  to  Government,  and  to  the 
citizens  at  large,  it  ought  to  be  continued.  In- 
dividual citizens  and  foreigners  became  stock- 
holders on  a  well-grounded  expectation  of  the 
stability  of  the  Government.  It  was  in  this 
just  expectation  that  foreigners,  Englishmen, 
purchased  of  our  Government,  itself,  its  remain- 
ing shares  of  the  public  stock  in  the  Bank  of 
the  United  States,  and  at  an  advance  of  forty- 
five  per  cent. ;  so  that,  for  every  hundred  dol- 
lars laid  out  by  the  Government  in  the  purchase 
of  bank  shares,  the  United  States  received  of 
these  foreigners  one  hundred  and  forty-five 
dollars.  And  how  was  it  possible  for  these 
foreigners  to  conceive  the  Government  capable 
of  destroying  the  work  of  its  own  hands,  and 
of  reducing  their  property  to  one  hundred  dol- 
lars a  share,  for  which,  but  eight  years  before, 
they  had  paid  the  same  Government  one  hun- 
dred and  forty-five  dollars  ? 


Wedstesdat,  February  20. 
Bank  of  the  United,  States. 

The  Senate  resumed,  as  in  Committee  of  the 
Whole,  the  bill  to  amend  and  continue  in  force 
an  act,  entitled  "  An  act  to  incorporate  the  sub- 
scribers to  the  Bank  of '  the  United  States," 
passed  on  the  25th  day  of  February,  1791. 

Mr.  Ceawfoed  said  he  regretted  extremely, 
that  at  so  late  an  hour,  he  was  constrained  to 
throw  himself  upon  the  indulgence  of  the  Sen- 
ate, especially  as  the  subject  was  so  much  ex- 
hausted by  the  able  and  animated  discussions 
which  had  for  so  many  days  attracted  their  at- 
tention. Before  I  enter  upon  the  few  remarks 
which  I  feel  it  my  duty  to  make  in  reply  to  the 
numerous  comments  which  have  been  made 
upon  the  observations  which  I  had  the  honor  to 
submit  to  the  consideration  of  the  Senate,  at 
the  commencement  of  this  discussion,  permit 
me,  sir,  to  acknowledge  the  liberality  and  indul- 
gence with  which  those  observations  have  been 
generally  treated.  In  the  course  of  the  few  ob- 
servations to  which  I  intend  to  confine  myself  it 
shall  be  my  endeavor  to  exercise  that  indulgence 
towards  others  which  has  been  extended  to  me. 
The  gentleman  from  Kentucky  (Mr.  Clay)  com- 
plains of  the  committee,  because  they  have 
listened  to  the  representations  of  two  delega- 
tions from  the  city  of  Philadelphia  who  pre- 


306 


ABRIDGMENT  OF  THE 


Sbnaie.  1 


Banh  of  the  United  Slates. 


[FEBRUAKr,    1811. 


sented  memorials  to  the  Senate,  who  referred 
them  to  the  committee;  and  hecause  the  com- 
mittee have,  in  his  opmion,  given  an  adventi- 
tious importance  to  their  representations,  by  the 
minuteness  and  by  the  pomp  and  parade  with 
which  they  have  been  detailed  to  the  Senate. 
It  will  be  recollected  that  the  committee  did 
not  seek  the  post  which  has  been  assigned 
them  by  the  Senate,  nor  did  they  desert  it  after 
it  was  assigned  to  them.  The  object  of  refer- 
ring petitions  to  committees  is  to  collect  that 
information  which  the  Senate  ought  to  have 
before  it  acts,  and  which  in  its  collective  capa- 
city it  cannot  obtain.  It  has  always  been  the 
practice  of  committees  to  permit  the  petitioners 
to  be  present  at  their  meetings,  to  make  such 
explanations,  and  to  give  such  information  touch- 
ing tlie  subject  of  their  petition,  as  they  think 
connected  with  it.  It  is  the  duty  of  committees 
to  detail  to  the  Senate  the  information  which 
they  collect,  to  enable  the  members  to  take  a 
full  view  of  the  subject  upon  which  they  are 
called  upon  to  act.  The  committee  in  the 
present  case  has  done  all  this,  and  it  has  done 
nothing  more.  Had  it  pursued  a  different  course 
it  would  have  justly  subjected  itself  to  the  ani- 
madversions of  the  Senate.  To  the  informa- 
tion collected  by  the  committee  from  these  dele- 
gations, and  laid  before  the  Senate,  my  friend 
from  Maryland  (Mr.  Smith)  has  opposed  a  state- 
ment of  facts,  and  his  opinion  founded  upon 
those  facts.  As  the  situation  and  talents  of  that 
gentleman  entitle  his  statements  and  opinions 
to  great  weight ;  as  it  is  more  than  probable 
that  the  votes  of  several  members  will  ulti- 
mately rest  upon  the  weight  of  his  authority, 
my  honorable  friend  from  Maryland  (Mr.  Smith) 
will  pardon  me  if  I  should  examine  his  observa- 
tions rather  according  to  the  rules  of  evidence, 
than  those  of  logic.  In  making  this  declara- 
tion I  wish  to  be  explicitly  understood,  as  ex- 
cluding every  idea  of  charging  that  gentleman 
with  having  made  stai;ements  which  he  did  not 
believe,  or  with  having  given  opinions  he  did 
not  entertain.  I  have  no  doubt  but  that  he 
sincerely  believes  in  the  correctness  of  his  state- 
ments, and  in  the  accuracy  of  his  opinions ;  but 
if,  in  the  course  of  my  observations,  I  shall 
prove  incontestably  that  he  is  mistaken  in  some 
of  his  statements  and  opinions,  it  will  teach  the 
Senate  the  necessity  of  weighing  the  remainder 
of  them  with  great  circumspection.  If  I  shall 
be  able  to  show  that  he  is  mistaken  in  a  case, 
the  evidence  of  which  is  matter  of  record,  that 
circumstance  alone  will  induce  the  Senate  to 
reject  all  idea  of  receiving  his  statements  and 
opinions  with  implicit  confidence. 

The  gentleman  from  Maryland  has  stated  sev- 
eral cases  in  which  the  State  banks,  and  the 
banks  of  this  Territory  have  accommodated  the 
Government  where  the  United  States  had  re- 
fused. The  cases  stated  prove  nothing,  and 
ought  to  have  no  influence  with  this  Govern- 
ment in  establishing  a  permanent  system  of  rev- 
enue. If  the  State  and  Territorial  banks  have 
upon  several  occasions  received  the  bills  of 


other  State  banks  to  accommodate  the  Govern- 
ment, it  was  because  it  suited  their  convenience 
at  the  time.  It  was  a  mere  temporary  transac- 
tion, and  forms  an  exception  to  the  general 
rule.  The  charter  of  no  bank  in  the  United 
States  compels  them  to  take  the  paper  of  other 
banks,  and  whether  they  do  receive  them  or 
not  will  depend  upon  contingent  circumstances, 
or  upon  whim  and  caprice.  No.reliance,  there- 
fore, ought  to  be  placed  upon  the  duration  of 
any  regulation  which  is  not  enforced  by  their 
charters.  The  gentleman  from  Maryland  thinks 
that  the  United  States  will  have  the  same  in- 
fluence over  the  State  banks  that  it  has  had, 
and  will  have  over  that  of  the  United  States. 
If  he  is  correct  as  to  the  extent  of  that  influence, 
his  conclusion  may  be  correctly  drawn.  But, 
sir,  is  it  true  that  the  National  Government  has 
no  other  influence  over  this  bank  than  that 
which  can  be  produced  by  withdrawing  of  its 
deposits  ?  K  it  is  so,  then  it  must  be  admitted 
that  the  United  States  wUl  have  the  same  in- 
fluence over  the  State  banks  that  they  will  have 
over  one  of  their  own  creation,  because  they 
can  as  easily  withdraw  their  deposits  from  the 
one  as  the  other.  But,  sir,  the  United  States 
have  an  influence  over  the  Bank  of  the  United 
States,  which  is  wholly  independent  of,  and  un- 
connected with,  the  right  of  withdrawing  their 
deposits  from  its  vaults.  The  bank  is  depend- 
ent on  them  for  its  existence.  By  renewing 
the  charter  for  short  periods  of  time  you  create 
a  state  of  dependency  upon  the  Government, 
which  will  at  all  times  make  the  bank  com- 
pletely subservient  to  all  the  legitimate  objects 
for  which  it  was  created.  How,  sir,  is  it  with 
the  State  banks?  Upon  whom  are  they  de- 
pendent for  legal  existence  and  for  length  of 
days  ?  Upon  the  State  Governments.  Suppose 
the  authority  from  which  they  derive  their  ex- 
istence should  place  itself  in  opposition  to  the 
Government  of  the  United  States  ;  and  suppose 
that  this  state  of  hostility  should  happen  a  year 
or  two  before  the  time  at  which  their  charters 
were  to  expire,  and  the  State  Legislature  should 
direct  them  to  hold  the  deposit  of  public  mo- 
neys against  the  demand  of  the  National  Gov- 
ment,  what  course  would  they  pursue  under 
such  circumstances  ?  Sir,  the  case  which  I 
have  stated  is  not  a  mere  possible  case.  The 
history  of  several  of  the  large  influential  States 
proves  that  this  state  of  hostility,  which  I  have 
supposed,  is  not  an  imaginary  one.  Make  your- 
selves dependent  upon  the  State  banks  for  the 
collection  and  transmission  of  your  revenue,  and 
that  opposition,  which  has  but  seldom  happen- 
ed, will  become  more  frequent.  Their  disposi- 
tion to  control  the  operations  of  the  National 
Government  wUl  increase  with  every  increase 
of  the  means  of  annoyance,  which  the  folly  and 
improvidence  of  Congress  may  throw  into  their 
hands.  For  whose  benefit,  sir,  is  the  Govern- 
ment to  strip  itself  of  this  right,  so  essential  for 
the  due  administration  of  its  finances  ?  Is  it  for 
the  benefit  of  the  great  mass  of  the  American 
people  ?    No ;  not  one  in  a  hundred  of  them 


DEBATES  OP  CONGRESS. 


307 


FEBKrART,    1811.] 


Bank  of  ike  United  Stales. 


[SB3SA.TB. 


have  any  interest  in  the  State  banks.  They  feel 
no  interest  in  the  question ;  their  true  interest 
is  more  effectually  subserved  by  the  operations 
of  the  Bank  of  the  United  States  than  it  can 
possibly  be  by  the  State  banks.  Tais  bank 
affords  them  a  portable  currency  which  is  of 
.equal  value  in  every  part  of  the  United  States, 
while  the  credit  and  currency  of  the  State  banks 
is  locaL 

It  is  impossible  to  resist  the  conviction  that 
the  prompt  and  secure  collection  of  our  revenue 
is  principally  owing  to  the  influence  of  the  bank. 
But,  sir,  the  bank  has  another  direct  influence 
upon  the  collection  of  your  revenue.  By  the 
rules  established  in  the  bank  at  Philadelphia, 
every  person  whose  bond  to  the  Government  is 
deposited  there,  has  a  right,  upon  getting  an 
additional  endorser,  to  claim  a  discount  for  half 
of  the  amount  of  his  bond,  and  the  part  so  dis- 
counted is  immediately  carried  to  the  credit  of 
the  United  States,  and  the  bank  takes  upon  if> 
self  the  risk  of  the  ultimate  collection.  In  this 
way,  sir,  one-half  of  the  bond  is  collected  at 
the  sole  risk  of  the  bank,  without  any  possibil- 
ity of  loss  on  the  part  of  Government.  And 
yet,  sir,  it  is  contended  that  the  bank  has  noth- 
ing to  do  with  the  collection  of  the  public  rev- 
enue. The  gentleman  from  Maryland  says 
that  the  scarcity  of  money,  and  the  alarm  and 
dismay  which  the  delegation  of  mechanics  had 
represented  as  existing  In'  Philadelphia,  could 
not  be  the  effect  of  the  contraction  of  discoimts 
by  the  Bank  of  the  United  States,  because  that 
bank,  as  well  as  the  State  banks,  are  going  on 
with  their  ordinary  discounts.  This  is  true,  hut 
the  gentleman  from  Maryland  has  forgotten 
that  this  delegation  stated  that  the  bank,  upon 
the  rejection  of  their  memorial  by  the  House  of 
Kepresentatives,  had  contracted  their  discounts, 
and  that  a  correspondent  contraction  had  taken 
place  in  the  discounts  of  the  State  banks  which 
had  produced  the  pressure  ;  and  that  the  pres- 
sure had  spread  alarm  and  dismay  through  the 
city.  That  before  they  left  the  city,  the  dtreot- 
ors  of  the  Bank  of  the  United  States  had  come 
to  an  understanding  with  the  directors  of  the 
State  banks,  aU  of  whom  had  determined  to  re- 
sume and  continue  their  ordinary  discounts  until 
the  last  hour.  Notwithstanding  the  banks  had 
resumed  their  discounts,  the  panic  which  had 
been  produced  did  not  cease,  and  the  scarcity 
of  money,  and  the  distrust  which  had  taken 
place,  still  continue  to  exist  in  Philadelphia. 

The  gentleman  from  Maryland  admits  ex- 
pressly that  the  transmission  of  your  public 
money  for  the  payment  of  the  Army  and  Navy 
must  be  effected  through  the  agency  of  hanks, 
hut  contends  that  that  object  can  be  effected  as 
well  by  the  State  banks  as  by  a  Bank  of  the 
United  States.  My  friend  from  Kentucky  (Mr. 
Pope)  said,  that  the  great  characteristic  differ- 
ence between  the  present  Government  and  that 
which  existed  under  the  old  articles  of  confed- 
eration, is,  that  the  present  Government  has 
within  itself  the  means  of  executing  its  own 
measures,  without  relying  upon  the  State  gov- 


ernments ;  whereas  the  old  Congress  had  to  rely 
upon  the  States  for  the  execution  of  the  meas- 
ures which  it  had  previously  devised  and  adopted. 

The  gentleman  from  Maryland,  in  speaking 
of  the  means  which  had  been  resorted  to,  to 
procure  the  renewal  of  the  chai"ter,  says  that 
we  have  not  procm'ed  memorials  to  be  present- 
ed to  Congress  praying  that  the  charter  might 
not  be  renewed — we  have  not  procured  pamph- 
lets to  be  written,  published,  and  laid  upon  the 
tables  of  members,  proving  the  unconstitutional- 
ity and  inutility  of  the  bank — we  have  not  im- 
posed upon  the  credulity  of  honest  mechanics 
and  manufacturers,  and  by  that  means  procur- 
ed delegations  to  be  sent  to  pray  for  the  rejec- 
tion of  the  bank  memorial.  Surely,  sir,  the 
gentleman  did  not  by  these  declarations  mean 
to  insinuate  that  any  one  of  those  gentlemen 
who  support  the  bUl  upon  your  table,  have  had 
any  agency  in  procuring  any  application  to  be 
made  in  favor  of  the  bank.  I  know  that  gen- 
tleman's respect  for  himself;  his  respect  for  the 
Senate  ;  his  respect  for  the  individual  members 
of  this  body,  as  well  as  his  respect  for  the  gene- 
ral rules  of  propriety,  exclude  the  possibility  of 
his  making  such  an  insinuation.  [Air.  Smith 
explained,  by  saying,  I  exclude  every  idea  of 
such  an  insinuation.]  Sir,  I  will  tell  the  honor- 
able gentleman  from  Maryland,  what  has  been 
done  by  those  who  are  opposed  to  the  renewal 
of  the  charter.  I  do  not  mean  the  members  of 
the  Senate  who  are  opposed  to  it,  but  those  who 
have  attempted  to  inflame  public  opinion  upon 
this  question.  Letters,  sir,  have  been  written 
from  this  place  to  induce  the  State  Legislatures 
to  instruct  their  members  to  oppose  the  re- 
newal of  the  charter  of  the  bank.  I  will  ask 
the  honorable  gentleman  from  Maryland  whether 
he  does  not  know  that  letters  have  been  written 
for  that  purpose  ? 

The  gentleman  from  Maryland  has  said,  and 
I  am  extremely  sorry  that  he  has,  that  the  Bank 
of  the  United  States  had  their  agents  in  this 
city  for  two  sessions,  intriguing  with  members 
of  Congress  to  obtain  a  renewal  of  their  char- 
ter. I  can  assure  that  gentleman  that  I  have 
had  as  little  to  do  with  the  agents  of  the  bank 
as  he  has  had.  If,  sir,  I  was  disposed  to  retort 
upon  those  who  are  opposed  to  the  renewal  of 
the  charter,  I  would  ask,  if  they  have  not  seen 
published  in  the  democratic  papers  of  Pennsyl- 
vania, Maryland,  and  Virginia,  extracts  of  letters 
said  to  be  written  in  the  City  of  "Washington, 
charging  the  members  of  Congress  who  are  in  fa- 
vor of  it  with  being  bribed  and  corrupted,  and; 
with  being  disposed  to  sell  the  sovereignty  of  the 
nation  to  Britidi  capitalists  ?  Have  they  not 
seen,  in  the  same  papers,  conversations  detailed 
with  great  minuteness,  which  it  is  pretended 
have  passed  between  members  of  Congress,  cal- 
culated to  excite  public  odium  and  indignation 
against  the  friends  of  the  biU  now  under  con- 
sideration ?  Sir,  I  will  not  for  a  moment  in- 
dulge an  idea  that  these  letters  have  been  writ- 
ten or  these  conversations  detailed  by  any 
member  of  this  body.    The  idea  that  such  has 
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been  the  fact  is  too  humiliating,  too  degrading, 
not  only  to  this  honorable  body,  but  to  human 
nature  itself;  to  be  entertained  but  for  a  moment. 
And  yet,  sir,  the  author  of  a  charge,  as  base  aa 
it  is  false,  against  my  honorable  friend  from 
Kentucky,  (Mr.  Pope,)  has,  day  after  day,  occu- 
pied a  seat  in  a  gallery  of  the  Senate,  to  which 
no  person  has  a  right  of  access,  but  by  an  intro- 
duction of  one  of  the  members  of  this  body. 
Sir,  the  highway  robber,  when  compared  with 
the  infamous  fabrieator  of  this  base  attempt  to 
assassinate  the  reputation  of  this  honorable 
member,  becomes  a  virtuous  and  estimable 
character.  Such,  sir,  has  been  the  warfare 
which  has  been  waged  against  the  renewal  of 
the  charter.  Denunciations  and  charges  of 
political  apostaoy  are  the  measures  by  which- 
we  have  been  assailed  from  without  and  from 
within.  Sir,  I  have  shown  that  the  bank  ques- 
tion was  no  party  question  in  its  origin — that  it 
was  a  question  upon  which  an  honest  difference 
of  opinion  always  has  existed,  and  does  now 
exist.  And,  shaU  I  be  charged  with  deserting 
the  standard  of  the  people,  while  I  am  treading 
in  the  footsteps  of  the  great  Father  of  his 
Country  ? 

The  gentleman  from  Maryland  (Mr.  Smith) 
has  said  that  he  understood  that  a  proposition 
was  made  in  the  Federal  Convention  to  vest 
Congress  with  power  to  create  corporations 
generally  and  without  limitation.  Had  I  been 
a  member  of  that  convention,  I  should  most 
certainly  have  voted  against  the  proposition, 
because  it  would  have  been  unreasonable. 
"Why  should  such  a  power  have  been  delegated  ? 
Not  certainly  as  necessary  to  execute  the  del- 
egated powers,  because  they  are  very  limited 
— a  general  power  to  create  corporations  would 
have  enabled  Congress  to  have  created  them 
ad  libitum  where  there  was  no  possible  re- 
lation between  them  and  any  one  of  the  del- 
egated powers.  The  vote  upon  the  incorporat- 
ing the  bank  proves  that  if  such  a  proposition 
had  been  submitted,  it  must  have  been  rejected 
under  a  conviction  that  the  power  to  create 
corporations  is  incident  to  such  of  the  general 
powers  as  might  require  an  act  of  incorpora- 
tion completely  to  execute  them,  and  fairly 
vested  by  the  constitution  in  Congress;  because 
ten  of  the  members  of  that  convention  were  in 
Congress,  and  voted  for  that  bill — ^because  Gen- 
eral WASHraaTON  signed  that  bill,  because  the 
only  member  of  that  convention  now  in  Con- 
gress voted  for  the  bUl  and  is  now  in  favor  of 
renewing  the  charter ;  and  because  there  were 
but  eight  members  of  that  convention  in  Con- 
gress who  voted  against  it. 

Mr.  President,  I  will  now  proceed  to  examine 
the  objections  which  have  been  offered  to  the 
construction  whicb  I  have  "given  to  several 
clauses  of  the  constitution.  In  the  observations 
which  I  made  upon  this  part  of  the  question 
when  I  was  up  before,  I  endeavored  to  prove 
that  every  construction  that  had  been  given  to 
this  instrument,  upon  the  idea  of  its  being  per- 
fect, was  likely  to  be  erroneous.    The  gentle- 


man from  Virginia  (Mr.  GiiEe)  and  the  gentle- 
man from  Tennessee  (Mr.  Whiteside)  still  view 
it  as  a  model  of  perfection.  They  are  certainly 
at  liberty  still  to  entertain  that  opinion.  Every 
man  has  a  right  to  erect  his  idol  in  this  land  of 
liberty,  and  to  fall  down  and  worship  it  accord- 
ing to  the  dictates  of  his  own  conscience.  I 
endeavored  also  to  prove,  that  if  we  applied 
the  same  rule  of  construction  to  that  clause  of 
the  constitution  from  which  we  endeavor  to  de- 
rive the  right  to  create  a  bank,  which  has  been 
applied  to  that  from  which  the  power  to  erect 
a  light-house  has  been  derived,  the  constitu- 
tional difficulty  at  once  disappears.  Until  my 
friend  from  Virginia  (Mr.  Giles)  and  my  friend 
from  Tennessee  (Mr.  Andeeson)  had  otherwise 
declared,  I  had  always  understood  the  right  to 
erect  light-houses  had.  been  exercised  as  inci- 
dental to  the  power  to  regulate  commerce.  It 
seems,  however,  that  I  am  mistaken,  and  that 
this  right  is  incidental  to  that  clause  which  gives 
Congress  the  right  to  exercise  exclusive  legis- 
lation in  certain  places.  The  clause  reads  in 
the  following  words : 

"To  exercise  exclusive  legislation  in  all  cases 
whatsoever,  over  such  district  (not  exceeding  ten 
miles  square)  as  may,  by  cession  of  particular  States, 
and  the  acceptance  of  Congress,  become  the  seat  of 
the  Government  of  the  United  States,  and  to  exercise 
like  authority  over  all  places  purchased  by  the  con- 
sent of  the  Legislature  of  the  State  in  which  the 
same  shall  be,  for  the  erection  of  forts,  magazines, 
arsenals,  dock-yards,  and  other  needful  buildings," 
&c. 

Now,  says  my  friend  from  Tennessee,  this 
clause  gives  the  right  to  erect  dockyards ;  and 
as  dockyards  must  be  on  the  seacoast,  therefore 
Congress  has  the  right  to  erect  light-houses, 
because  they  must  also  be  on  the  seacoast. 
This  argument  is  extremely  logical,  nay,  syllo- 
gistical,  in  form,  but  it  is  extremely  iUogioal  in 
substance.  The  conclusion  drawn  from  the 
premises,  is  as  necessary,  as  though  I  were  to 
say,  that  because  two  and  two  makes  four, 
therefore  five  and  five  makes  twelve.  The  con- 
clusion in  the  latter  case  is  as  necessary  as  in  the 
former.  But  my  honorable  friend  from  Vir- 
ginia (Mr.  Giles)  derives  it  from  the  authority 
given  in  this  clause,  to  erect  other  needful  build- 
ings. But  the  question  recurs,  needful  for  what  ? 
Why,  certainly,  for  the  purposes  before  specified. 
What  are  they  ?  Ports,  magazines,  arsenals,  and 
dockyards.  If  this  clause  gives  any  authority 
to  erect  forts,  magazines,  arsenals,  and  dock- 
yards, the  other  needful  buildings  spoken  of 
must  be  needful  for  the  specified  purposes.  I 
should  suppose  that  no  man,  who  spends  only  a 
few  days  in  this  city,  can  be  at  a  loss  to  deter- 
mine what  is  comprehended  under  the  term 
"  other  needful  buildings."  Let  him  go  to  the 
dockyard,  nicknamed  a  niavy-yard  in  this  city, 
and  he  wiU  there  find  a  little  town  of  "  other 
needful  buildings"  in  the  words  of  the  constitu- 
tion. _  But,  sir,  I  deny  that  this  clause  of  the 
constitution  expressly  gives  any  right,  but  that 
of  exercising  exclusive  legislation  in  the  places 
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to  be  accepted  or  purolia.sed  for  the  purpose 
therein  specified.  The  right  to  erect  forts, 
magazines,  and  arsenals,  is  fairly  incidental  to  the 
Jright  of  declaring  war,  and  of  raising  armies ; 
and  the  right  to  erect  dockyards  is  fairly  inci- 
dental to  the  right  of  providing  and  maintain- 
ing a  navy.  But  if  for  the  sake  of  argument  I 
should  admit  that  the  right  to  erect  forts,  &o., 
is  given  in  this  clause,  how  can  it  he  proved 
that  the  right  to  erect  a  light-house  is  also  given  ? 
Forts,  magazines,  arsenals,  and  dockyards,  are 
enumerated,  and  as  the  constitution  says  that 
all  powers  not  expressly  given  are  retained, 
if  the  right  to  erect  forts,  magazines,  &c.,  is 
given  in  this  clause,  most  clearly  the  right  to 
erect  light-houses  is  retained  by  the  States,  be- 
cause it  is  not  to  be  found  in  the  enumeration 
contained  in  the  clause.  When  I  had  the  honor 
of  addressing  the  Senate  before  I  questioned 
the  authority  of  the  State  governments  to 
create  banks ;  I  then  stated,  and  I  again  explicit- 
ly state,  that  it  is  with  reluctance  that  I  have 
felt  it  my  duty  to  make  any  inquiry  into  the 
constitutional  right  of  the  State  governments 
to  incorporate  banks.  The  State  Legislatures 
ought  to  have  recollected  the  Spanish  proverb, 
which  says  that  those  who  live  in  glass-houses 
ought  not  to  throw  stones.  Before  they  under- 
took to  question  the  constitutional  authority  of 
Congress,  they  ought  to  have  thoroughly  ex- 
amined the  foundation  upon  which  their  own 
right  rested.  The  honorable  gentleman  from 
Virginia  (Mr.  Giles)  says  that  the  construction 
which  I  have  given  to  that  part  of  the  constitu- 
tion which  prohibits  the  States  from  emitting 
bills  of  credit,  would  apply  equally  to  promis- 
sory notes  given  by  one  individual  to  another 
under  the  laws  of  a  State,  as  to  a  bank  bUl. 
Permit  me  to  inquire  of  that  gentleman  whether 
he  ever  saw  a  law  authorizing  one  man  to  give 
another  his  promissory  note  ?  He  may  search 
the  pandects  of  Justinian ;  he  may  turn  over 
the  leaves  of  the  musty  volumes  written  upon 
the  common  law,  from  the  days  of  Bracton  and 
Heta  down  to  the  present  day,  and  his  search 
will  be  in  vain.  For  the  right  to  make  con- 
tracts, the  right  to  give  promissory  notes,  is  an 
tecedent  to,  and  independent  of  all  municipal 
law.  The  gentleman  will  find  laws  and  deci- 
sions in  abundance,  regulating  the  efiect  of  en- 
dorsements and  other  collateral  circumstances, 
and  prescribing  the  manner  of  enforcing  the 
payment  of  promissory  notes,  but  he  wiH  never 
find  a  law  giving  the  right  to  execute  the  promis- 
sory note.  But  it  is  said  that  the  biUs  of  credit, 
which  the  States  are  prohibited  from  emitting, 
must  be  bills  of  credit  emitted  on  the  credit  of 
the  State.  K  this  distinction  should  be  weU 
founded,  many  of  the  State  banks  are  stiU  sub- 
ject to  the  charge  of  unconstitutionality,  be- 
cause in  many  of  them  the  States  are  directly 
interested,  and  wherever  that  is  the  case,  their 
bank  bills  are  bills  of  credit  emitted  on  the  credit 
of  the  State.  But  the  correctness  of  this  dis- 
tinction may  well  be  denied,  because  the  re- 
striction is  as  general  as  it  could  possibly  be 


made.  But  it  is  said  that  this  restriction  applies 
only  to  bills  of  credit  which  are  made  a  legal 
tender  in  the  payment  of  debts ;  that  bills  of 
credit,  designated  in  the  constitution,  are  ex  vi 
termini  a  legal  tender.  For  the  correctness  of 
this  exposition,  an  appeal  is  made  to  the  restric- 
tion which  immediately  follows  it,  which  re- 
strains the  right  of  the  States  to  make  any 
thing  but  gold  and  silver  a  legal  tender  in  the 
payment  of  debts.  It  appears  to  me  that  the 
latter  restriction  excludes  most  emphatically 
the  construction  dbntended  for.  If  the  States 
are  prohibited  from  emitting  bills  of  credit,  it 
would  have  been,  to  say  the  least  of  it,  wholly 
nugatory  to  say  they  should  not  make  them  a 
legal  tender.  If  the  bills  are  not  emitted,  it  is 
impossible  that  they  can  be  made  a  legal  tender. 
To  suppose  that  the  restriction  upon  the  right  of 
the  States  to  make  any  thing  but  gold  and  silver 
legal  tender  has  any  connection  with  or  influence 
upon  the  restriction  to  emit  bUls  of  credit,  is  as 
absurd  as  to  suppose  that  the  Decalogue,  after 
having  declared  that  "  thou  shalt  do  no  mur- 
der," should  have  added,  but,  if  you  wOl  mur- 
der, you  shall  not  rob  and  strike  the  dead. 
The  construction  of  the  restraint  upon  the 
right  to  make  any  thing  but  gold  or  silver  a  ten- 
der, is  that  they  shall  not  make  specific  articles, 
as  tobacco  or  cotton,  a  tender,  as  was  the  case 
in  some  of  the  States. 

But  it  is  said  that  the  history  of  the  States 
win  show  that  the  biUs  of  credit  specified  in  the 
constitution  were  those  only  which  were  a  legal 
tender  in  the  payment  of  debts.  Let  us  ex- 
amine this  point,  according  to  the  rule  of  con- 
struction applied  to  another  clause  in  the  con- 
stitution by  a  large  majority  of  both  Houses  of 
Congress  during  the  present  session.  Another 
clause  in  the  constitution  gives  Congress  the 
power  to  admit  new  States  into  the  Union 
under  two  limitations :  1st.  That  no  new  State 
shall  be  formed  within  the  limits  of  any  State 
without  the  consent  of  the  State;  and,  2d. 
That  no  new  State  should  be  formed  by  the 
junction  of  two  or  more  States  without  the 
consent  of  such  States,  and  also  of  Congress. 
These  limitations  prove  that  the  formation  of 
new  States,  within  the  limits  of  the  United 
States,  was  in  view  of  the  convention  at  the 
time  that  this  clause  was  adopted;  and  the 
subsequent  clause,  which  gives  Congress  the 
power  to  make  rules  for  the  government  of  its 
Territories,  proves  that  these  Territories  were 
at  that  moment  under  consideration.  In  ad- 
dition to  these  reasons  for  believing  that  the 
framers  of  the  constitution  had  no  idea  of  form- 
ing new  States,  beyond  the  limits  of  the  United 
States,  those  who  were  opposed  to  the  admission 
of  Orleans  as  a  State  contended  that  the  history 
of  the  United  States  proves  that  the  power  to 
erect  new  States  and  admit  them  into  the  Union 
was  intended  to  be  confined  to  new  States 
within  the  limits  of  the  United  States  at  the 
formation  of  the  constitution,  and  that  a  dif- 
ferent construction  would  disparage  the  rights 
of  the  original  States,  and,  of  course,  be  a  vio- 
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lation  of  the  oonstitntion.  "What  reply  did  the 
majority  of  Congress  give  to  this  train  of  rea- 
soning ?  They  said  that  the  right  to  admit  new 
States  cannot  be  subject  to  any  other  limitations 
or  restrictions  than  those  which  are  contained 
in  the  clanse  which  gives  the  right,  and  as  there 
is  no  restriction  npon  the  right  to  erect  new 
States  without  the  then  limits  of  the  United 
States,  Congress  have  an  unlimited  right  to 
erect  and  admit  them  into  the  Union.  Let  us 
apply  the  same  rule  of  construction  to  the  re- 
striction of  the  right  of  the  States  to  emit  bills 
of  credit.  The  restriction  is  a  general  one ;  it 
has  no  exceptions ;  and  every  attempt  to  make 
exceptions  ought  to  be  repelled  by  the  answer 
which  was  given  to  those  who  opposed  the  right 
of  Congress  to  admit  the  Territory  of  Orleans 
into  the  Union  as  a  State.  The  construction  I 
have  contended  for  gains  additional  weight 
when  we  consider  the  restriction  which  im- 
mediately precedes  that  under  consideration. 
No  State  shall  coin  money,  emit  hills  of  credit, 
&o.  Bills  of  credit  are  hut  the  representatives 
of  money.  The  constitution  gives  Congress  the 
right  to  coin  money,  and  to  regulate  its  value. 
It  takes  from  the  States  the  right  to  coin  money 
and  to  emit  bills  of  credit.  Why  give  to  Con- 
gress the  right  to  coin  money  and  regulate  its 
value  ?  Because  the  interest  of  the  nation  re- 
quires that  the  current  coin  of  the  nation  should 
be  uniform  both  as  to  its  species  and  value.  If 
this  is  the  true  reason  why  the  right  of  coining 
money  and  fixing  its  value  was  given  to  Con- 
gress, does  not  the  right  to  issue  that  which  is 
to  be  the  representative  of  this  coin ;  which,  in 
fact,  is  to  usurp  its  place ;  which  is  to  he  the 
real  currency  of  the  nation,  necessarily  belong 
to  Congress  ?  Does  not  the  right  to  create  a 
bank,  which  shall  issue  this  representative  of 
money,  come  within  the  same  reason  ?  I  think 
it  does. 

To  the  fervid  imagination  of  my  friend  from 
Kentucky,  (Mr.  CtiT,)  this  power  to  create  a 
bank  appears  to  be  more  terrific  than  was  the 
lever  of  Archimedes  to  the  frightened  imagina- 
tion of  the  Romans,  when  they  beheld  their 
galleys  suddenly  lift,ed  up  and  whirled  about  in 
the  air,  and  in  a  moment  plunged  into  the 
bosom  of  the  ocean.  Are  these  apprehensions 
founded  in  reason,  or  are  they  the  chimeras  of  a 
fervid  and  perturbed  imagination  ?  What  lim- 
itation does  the  constitution  contain  upon  the 
power  to  lay  and  collect  taxes,  imposts,  duties, 
and  excises  ?  None  but  that  they  shaU  be  uni- 
form; which  is  no  limitation  of  the  amount 
which  they  can  lay  and  collect.  What  limita- 
tion does  it  contain  upon  the  power  to  raise  and 
support  armies  ?  None  other  than  that  appro- 
priations shall  not  be  made  for  a  longer  term 
than  two  years.  What  restriction  is  to  be  found 
in  it  upon  the  right  to  provide  and  maintain  a 
navy?  None.  What  upon  the  right  to  declare 
war  and  make  peace  ?  None,  none.  Thus  the 
constitution  gives  to  the  Government  of  the 
United  States  unlimited  power  over  your  purses 
— unlimited  power  to  raise  armies  and  provide 


navies — unlimited  power  to  make  war  and 
peace,  and  you  are  alarmed ;  you  are  terrified 
at  the  power  to  create  a  bank  to  aid  it  in  the 
management  of  its  fiscal  operations.  Sir,  noth- 
ing short  of  my  most  profound  respect  for 
honorable  gentlemen,  who  have  frightened 
themselves  with  this  bugbear,  could  induce  me 
to  treat  the  subject  seriously.  Gentlemen  have 
said  that  they  are  alarmed  at  the  exercise  of  this 
power,  and  I  am  bound  to  believe  them.  Sir, 
after  giving  Congress  the  right  to  make  war 
and  peace ;  the  right  to  impose  taxes,  impostSj 
duties,  and  excises,  ad  libitum;  the  right  to 
raise  and  support  armies  without  restriction  as 
to  number  or  term  of  service  ;  the  right  to 
provide  and  maintain  a  navy  without  a  limita- 
tion, I  cannot  bring  myself  to  tremble  at  the 
exercise  of  a  power  incidental  to  only  one  of 
these  tremendous  grants  of  power.  The  gen- 
tleman from  Kentucky  (Mr.  Clat)  contends 
that  we  have  attempted  to  give  a  degree  of 
Weight  and  force  to  what  we  are  pleased  to  call 
precedents,  to  which  they  would  not  be  entitled 
in  those  tribunals  from  which  we  derive  all 
our  ideas  of  precedents.  I  am  happy  to  find 
that  my  friend  from  Virginia  (Mr.  Giles)  agrees 
vrith  me  in  opinion  upon  this  subject.  Indeed 
the  principal  difierence  between  that  gentleman 
and  myself  is  confined  to  the  question  of  ex- 
pedience. He  thinks  that  the  construction  which 
has  been  given  to  the  constitution  ought  to  he 
considered  as  conclusive;  and  that  great  in- 
convenience will  be  produced  by  unsettling 
What  ought  to  be  considered  as  finally  settled  and 
adjudged. 

Sir,  I  have  closed  the  observations  which  I 
thought  it  my  duty  to  make  in  reply  to  the 
comments  which  have  been  made  upon  the  re- 
marks which  I  had  previously  submitted  to  the 
consideration  of  this  honorable  body.  If,  sir, 
I  preferred  my  political  standing  in  the  State 
which  I  have  the  honor  to  represent  (and,  sir, 
I  do  not  profess  to  have  any  out  of  it)  to  the 
public  welfare,  I  should  rejoice  at  the  success 
of  the  motion  which  has  been  made  by  the 
honorable  gentleman  from  Tennessee,  (Mr.  An- 
DEESON.)  But,  sir,  as  I  believe  the  public  wel- 
fare infinitely  more  important  than  any  fleeting 
popularity  which  an  individual  like  mysehf  can 
expect  to  enjoy,  I  shall  most  sincerely  regret 
the  success  of  that  motion.  Sir,  I  have  said 
but  little  about  the  degree  of  distress  which 
wO  flow  from  the  dissolution  of  the  bank,  he- 
cause  I  have  not  that  kind  of  evidence  which 
would  enable  me  to  judge  of  it  with  any  degree 
of  accuracy.  The  convulsed  state  of  the  Euro- 
pean nations ;  the  immense  losses  which  our 
commerce  has  sustained  by  tiie  operation  of  the 
decrees  and  orders  of  the  tyrants  of  the  land 
and  the  ocean,  imperiously  admonish  us  to  be- 
ware of  making  untried  and  dangerous  experi- 
ments. By  supporting  this  institution,  the  tot- 
tering credit  of  the  commercial  class  of  your 
citizens  may  be  upheld,  until  the  storm  shall 
have  passed  j?ver.  By  overturning  this  great 
moneyed  institution  at  the  present  crisis,  you 
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may  draw  down  to  undistinguislied  ruin  thou- 
sands of  your  unfortunate  and  unoffending  fel- 
low-citizens. 

The  question  was  then  taken  on  striking  out 
the  first  section  of  the  bUl,  (equivalent  to  a  re- 
jection,) when  it  appeared  that  there  were  for 
the  motion  17,  against  it  17,  as  follows : 

Yeas.' — Messrs.  Anderson,  Campbell,  Clay,  Cutts, 
Franklin,  Gaillard,  German,  Giles,  Gregg,  Lambert, 
Leib,  Matbewson,  Eeed,  Robinson,  Smith,  of  Mary- 
land, Whiteside,  and  Worthington. 

Nats, — Messrs.  Bayard,  Bradley,  Brent,  Champlin, 
Condit,  Crawford,  Dana,  Gilman,  Goodrich,  Horsey, 
Lloyd,  Pickering,  Pope,  Smith  of  New  York,  Tait, 
Taylor,  and  Turner. 

The  Senate  being  equally  divided,  it  became 
the  duty  of  the  Vice  Peesident  to  decide  the 
question  by  his  vote ;  previously  to  which  he 
made  the  following  observations : 

Gentlemen  :  As  the  subject  on  which  I  am  called 
upon  to  decide  has  excited  great  sensibility,  I  must 
solicit  the  indulgence  of  the  Senate  while  I  briefly 
state  the  reasons  which  influence  my  judgment. 

Permit  me  to  observe,  that  the  question  to  be  de- 
cided does  not  depend  simply  upon  the  right  of  Con- 
gress to  establish  under  any  modification  a  bank,  but 
upon  their  power  to  establish  a  National  Bank,  as 
contemplated  by  this  bill.  In  other  words,  can  they 
create  a  body  politic  and  corporate,  not  constituting 
a  part  of  the  Government,  nor  otherwise  responsible 
to  it  but  by  forfeiture  of  charter,  and  bestow  on  its 
members  privileges,  immunities,  and  exemptions  not 
recognized  by  the  laws  of  the  States,  nor  enjoyed  by 
the  citizens  generally  ?  It  cannot  be  doubted  but 
that  Congress  may  pass  all  necessary  and  proper  laws 
for  carrying  into  execution  the  powers  specifically 
granted  to  the  Government,  or  to  any  department  or 
officer  thereof;  but,  in  doing  so,  the  means  must  be 
suited  and  subordinate  to  the  end.  The  power  to 
create  corporations  is  not  expressly  granted ;  it  is  a 
hich  attribute  of  sovereignty,  and  in  its  nature  not 
accessorial  or  derivative  by  implication,  but  primary 
and  independent. 

I  cannot  believe  that  this  interpretation  of  the 
constitution  wiH,  in  any  degree,  defeat  the  purposes 
for  which  it  was  formed.  On  the  contrary,  it  does 
appear  to  me,  that  the  opposite  exposition  has  an  in- 
evitable tendency  to  consolidation,  and  afibrds  just 
and  serious  cause  of  alarm. 

In  the  course  of  a  long  life  I  have  found  that  Gov- 
ernment is  not  to  be  strengthened  by  an  assumption 
of  doubtful  powers,  but  by  a  wise  and  energetic  exe- 
cution of  those  which  are  incontestible  ;  the  former 
never  fails  to  produce  suspicion  and  distrust,  while  the 
latter  inspires  respect  and  confidence. 

If  however,  after  a  fair  experiment,  the  powers 
vested  iu  the  Government  shaU  be  found  incompetent 
to  the  attainment  of  the  objects  for  which  it  was  in- 
stituted, the  constitution  happily  furnishes  the  means 
for  remedying  the  evil  by  amendment,  and  I  have  no 
doubt  that  in  such  event  on  an  appeal  to  the  patriot- 
ism and  good  sense  of  the  community  it  will  be  wisely 
applied. 

I  will  not  trespass  upon  the  patience  of  the  Senate 
any  longer  than  to  say,  from  the  best  examination  I 
have  been  able  to  give  the  subject,  I  am  constrained 
by  a  sense  of  duty  to  decide  in  the  affirmative— that 
is,  that  the  first  section  of  the  biU  be  stricken  out. 


Sattjedat,  March  2. 

BwnJc  of  the  United  States. 

Mr.  Clay,  from  the  committee  to  whom  was 
referred,  on  the  25th  February,  the  memorial  of 
the  stockholders  of  the  Bank  of  the  United 
States,  praying  that  an  act  of  Congress  might 
be  passed  to  continue  the  corporate  powers  of 
the  bank  for  a  further  period,  to  enable  it  to 
settle  such  of  its  concerns  as  may  be  depending 
on  the  3d  of  March,  1811,  made  the  following 
report :  » 

That  your  committee  have  duly  weighed  the  con- 
tents of  the  memorial,  and  deliberately  attended  to 
such  explanations  of  the  views  of  the  memorialists  as 
they  have  thought  proper  to  present  through  their 
agents.  That,  holding  the  opinion  (as  a  majority  of 
the  committee  do)  that  the  constitution  did  not  au- 
thorize Congress  originally  to  grant  the  charter,  it 
follows,  as  a  necessary  conseijuence  of  that  opinion, 
that  an  extension  of  it,  even  under  the  restrictions 
contemplated  by  the  stockholders,  is  equally  repug- 
nant to  the  constitution.  But,  if  it  were  possible  to 
surmount  this  fundamental  objection,  and  if  that  rule 
which  forbids,  during  the  same  session  of  the  Senate, 
the  re-agitation  of  a  proposition  once  decided,  were 
disregarded,  your  committee  would  still  be  at  a  loss 
to  find  any  sufficient  reasons  for  prolonging  the  polit- 
ical existence  of  the  corporation  for  the  purpose  of 
winding  up  its  affairs.  Tor,  as  it  respects  the  body 
itself,  it  is  believed  that  the  existing  laws,  through 
the  instrumentality  of  a  trust  properly  constituted, 
afford  as  ample  means  as  a  qualified  continuance  of 
the  charter  would,  for  the  liquidation  of  its  accounts, 
and  the  collection  and  final  distribution  of  its  funds. 
But  should  any  inconvenience  be  experienced  on  this 
subject,  the  committee  are  persuaded  it  will  be  very 
partial,  and  such  as  the  State  authorities,  upon  proper 
application,  would  not  fail  to  provide  a  competent 
remedy  for.  And,  in  relation  to  the  community,  if 
the  corporation,  stripped  of  its  banking  powers,  were 
to  fulfil  boTta  fide  the  duty  of  closing  its  affairs,  your 
committee  cannot  see  that  any  material  advantage 
would  be  derived.  Whilst,  on  the  contrary,  if  it  should 
not  so  act,  but  should  avail  itself  of  the  temporary 
prolongation,  in  order  to  effect  a  more  durable  exten- 
sion of  its  charter,  it  might  in  its  operations  become 
a  serious  scourge. 

Your  committee  are  happy  to  say  that  they  learn, 
from  a  satisfactory  source,  that  the  apprehensions 
which  were  indulged,  as  to  the  distress  resulting  froju 
a  non-renewal  of  the  chai-ter,  are  far  from  being  real- 
ized in  Philadelphia,  to  which  their  information  has 
been  confined.  It  was  long  since  obvious  that  the 
vacuum,  in  the  circulation  of  the  country,  which  was 
to  be  produced  by  the  withdrawal  of  the  paper  of  the 
Bank  of  the  United  States,  would  be  filled  by  paper 
issuing  from  other  banks.  This  operation  is  now  ac- 
tually going  on.  The  paper  of  the  Bank  of  the  Unit- 
ed States  is  rapidly  returning,  and  that  of  other  banks 
is  taking  its  place.  The  ability  to  enlarge  their  ac- 
commodations is  proportionately  enhanced ;  and  when 
it  shall  be  further  increased  by  a  removal  into  their 
vaults  of  those  deposits  which  are  in  the  possession 
of  the  Bank  of  the  United  Stated,  the  injurious  effects 
of  a  dissolution  of  the  corporation  will  be  found  to 
consist  in  an  accelerated  disclosure  of  the  actual  con- 
dition of  those  who  have  been  supported  by  the  cre- 
dit of  others,  but  whose  insolvent  or  tottering  situa- 
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tion,  known  to  the  banlt,  has  been  concealed  from  the 
pubUo  at  large. 

Your  committee  beg  leave  to  present  the  following 
reaolatlon : 

Resolved,  That  the  prayer  of  the  memorialists 
onght  not  to  be  granted. 

The  report  was  ordered  to  lie  on  the  table. 
Claim  of  General  Wilhinson. 

Mr.  Bradley,  from  the  committee  to  whom 
was  referred  the  memorial  of  General  James 
Wilkinson,  praying  to  be  remunerated  for  mon- 
eys disbursed  in  the  service  of  the  United  States, 
made  the  following  report : 

That  the  said  Wilkinson  has  exhibited  to  them 
claims  against  the  United  States,  to  the  amount  of 
eleven  thousand  eight  hundred  dollars  and  ninety- 
six  cents.  It  appears  to  your  committee,  from  the 
documents  and  proofs  produced  by  the  petitioner  to 
explain  and  support  his  claim  against  the  public,  that, 
of  the  above  sum,  $6,719  73  are  claimed  for  his  dis- 
bursements and  expenses  incurred  pending  Burr's 
conspiracy ;  |2,560  paid  for  a  tract  of  land  for  the 
public  service,  now  occupied  by  the  troops  on  the 
Missouri  river,  near  its  month ;  $450,  the  amount  of 
his  passage  from  Baltimore  to  Charleston,  when  or- 
dered on  extra  duty  by  the  President ;  and  $2,131  23, 
fbr  losses  of  property  sustained  by  his  sudden  trans- 
fer from  St.  Louis,  where  he  was  exercising  the  func- 
tions of  a  civil  magistrate,  to  the  Sabine,  for  the 
purpose  of  directing  the  arms  of  the  nation  against 
an  invading  force  of  the  Spaniards. 

Your  committee  have  no  hesitancy  in  sajong  that 
many  of  the  charges  appear  to  be  legal  and  founded 
in  justice,  and  may  furnish  a  proper  set  off  against 
the  balance  opposed  to  him  by  the  War  Department, 
and  that  the  residue  are  entitled  to  equitable  consid- 
eration ;  but,  from  the  shortness  of  the  time,  and  the 
pressure  of  business  before  the  expiration  of  the  ses- 
sion, your  committee  cannot  find  leisure  to  form  that 
deliberate  and  clear  judgment  on  the  merits  of  the 
several  items  which  justice  to  the  petitioner  and  to 
the  public  require ;  they,  therefore,  beg  leave  to  offer 
the  following  resolution : 


Resolved,  That  the  further  consideration  of  the 
petition  of  General  James  Wilkinson,  together  with 
the  accompanying  documents,  be  postponed  to  the 
next  meeting  of  Congress. 

The  report  and  accompanying  documents 
were  ordered  to  lie  on  the  table. 

The  Senate  adjourned  to  6  o'clock  this  even- 
ing. 


Sunday  Evening,  6  o'clock,  March  3. 
Adjournment. 

Besohed,  That  Messrs.  Tfenee  and  Condit 
be  a  committee  on  the  part  of  the  Senate,  with 
such  committee  as  the  House  of  Representatives 
may  join,  to  wait  on  the  President  of  the  United 
States  and  notify  him,  that,  unless  he  may  have 
any  further  communications  to  make  to  the  two 
Houses  of  Congress,  they  are  ready  to  ad- 
journ. 

Ordered,  That  the  Secretary  acquaint  the 
House  of  Representatives  therewith,  and  re- 
quest the  appointment  of  a  committee  on  their 
part. 

A  message  from  the  House  of  Representatives 
informed  the  Senate,  that  the  House  concur  in 
the  resolution  for  the  appointment  of  a  joint 
committee  to  wait  upon  the  President  of  the 
United  States,  and  notify  him  of  the  intended 
recess,  and  have  appointed  a  committee  on  their 
part. 

Mr.  TuENKB,  from  the  joint  committee,  re- 
ported that  they  had  waited  npon  the  President 
of  the  United  States,  who  informed  them  that 
he  had  no  further  communications  to  make  to 
the  two  Houses  of  Congress. 

Ordered,  That  the  Secretary  notify  the  House 
of  Representatives  that  the  Senate,  having  fin- 
ished the  business  before  them,  are  about  to 
adjourn.  Whereupon,  the  Peesident  adjourn- 
ed the  Senate  without  day. 


PROCEEDINGS  IN  THE  SENATE, 

IN  SECRET  SESSION,  AT  THE  THIED  SESSION  OF  THE  ELEVENTH  CONGRESS. 


Thuesdat,  January  3, 1811. 

The  following  confidential  Message  was  re- 
ceived from  the  Peesident  of  the  UiaiED 
States,  by  Mr.  Edward  Coles,  his  Secretary : 
719  the  Senate  and  House  of 

Representatives  of  the  United  States : 

I  communicate  to  Congress,  in  confidence,  a  letter 
of  the  2d  of  December,  from  Governor' Foloh,  of  West 
Florida,  to  the  Secretary  of  State ;  and  another,  of 
the  same  date,  from  the  same,  to  John  MoKee. 

I  communicate,  in  like  manner,  a  letter  from  the 
British  CliargS  d' Affaires  to  the  Secretary  of  State, 
with  the  answer  of  the  latter.  Although  the  letter 
cannot  have  been  written  in  consequence  of  any  in- 
struction from  the  British  Government,  founded  on 


the  late  order  for  taking  possession  of  the  portion  of 
West  Florida  well  known  to  be  claimed  by  the  United 
States ;  although  no  communication  has  ever  been 
made  by  that  Government  to  this  of  any  stipulation 
with  Spain,  contemplating  an  interposition  which 
might  so  materially  affect  the  United  States ;  and 
although  no  caU  can  have  been  made  by  Spain,  in 
the  present  instance,  for  the  fulfilment  of  any  such 
subsisting  engagement ;  yet  the  spirit  and  scope  of 
the  document,  with  the  accredited  source  from  which 
it  proceeds,  required  that  it  should  not  be  withheld 
from  the  consideration  of  Congress. 

Taking  into  view  the  tenor  of  these  several  com- 
munications, the  posture  of  things  with  which  they 
are  connected,  the  intimate  relation  of  the  country 
adjoining  the  United  States,  eastward  of  the  river 
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Perdido,  to  their  security  and  tranquillity,  and  the 
peculiar  interest  they  otherwise  have  in  its  destiny,  I 
recommend  to  the  consideration  of  Congress,  the  sea- 
Bonableness  of  a  declaration  that  the  United  States 
could  not  see,  without  serious  inquietude,  any  part 
of  a  neighboring  territory,  in  wHch  they  have,  in 
different  respects,  so  deep  and  so  just  a  concern,  pass 
from  the  hands  of  Spain  into  those  of  any  other 
foreign  power. 

I  recommend  to  their  consideration,  also,  the  ex- 
pediency of  authorizing  the  Executive  to  take  tem- 
porary possession  of  any  part  or  parts  of  the  said 
territory,  in  pursuance  of  arrangements  which  may 
be  desired  by  the  Spanish  authorities ;  and  for  mak- 
ing provision  for  the  government  of  the  same,  during 
such  possession. 

The  wisdom  of  Congress  will,  at  the  same  time,  de- 
termine how  far  it  may  be  expedient  to  provide  forthe 
event  of  a  subversion  of  the  Spanish  authorities  with- 
in the  territory  in  question,  and  an  apprehended  oc- 
cupancy thereof  by  any  other  foreign  power. 

JAMES  MADISON. 

Washihgton,  Jamtary  3,  1811. 

The  Message  was  read. 

On  motion  by  Mr.  Olat, 

Beaohed,  That  the  Message  from  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  United  States,  of  this  day,  which 
has  been  just  read,  be  referred  to  a  com- 
mittee,  with  leave  to  report  by  bill  or  other- 
wise. 

Mr.  Olat,  Mr.  Ceawpoed,  Mr.  Beadlet,  Mr. 
Smith  of  Maryland,  and  Mr.  Abdeeboit,  were 
appointed  the  committee. 


Monday,  January  7. 
Mr.  Clat,  from  the  committee,  appointed  the 
3d  instant,  on  the  confidential  Message  of  the 
President  of  the  United  States,  reported  a  de- 
claration and  bill  to  enable  the  President  of  the 
United  States  to  take  possession  of  the  country 
lying  east  of  the  Perdido,  and  south  of  the  State 
of  Georgia  and  the  Mississippi  Territory,  and 
for  other  purposes ;  which  were  read,  and  nass- 
ed  to  a  second  i-eading. 


Tuesday,  January  8. 

The  bill  to  enable  the  President  of  the  United 
States  to  take  possession  of  the  country  lying 
east  of  the  Perdido,  and  south  of  the  State  of 
Georgia  and  the  Mississippi  Territory,  and  for 
other  purposes,  was  read  the  second  time ;  and, 
on  motion  by  Mr.  Olat,  it  was  considered  as  in 
Committee  of  the  Whole. 

On  motion,  by  Mr.  Bataed,  to  amend  the 
bm,  by  striking  out  of  the  first  section  thereof 
the  words,  "In  the  event  of  such  arrangement 
for  that  purpose  as  shall  have  been  made  with 
the  local  authority  which  may  then  exist ;"  and, 
in  lien  thereof,  to  insert  the  words,  "  In  case  an 
arrangement  has  been  or  shall  be  made  with 
the  local  authority  of  the  said  territory  for  de- 
livering up  the  possession  of  the  same  to  the 
United  States :" 

On  motion,  by  Mr.  Gilman,  a  division  of  the 
question  was  called  for :  and  the  question  being 


put  on  striking  out,  it  was  determined  in  the 
afiirmative. 

The  question  was  then  taken  npon  inserting 
the  proposed  amendment,  and  determined  in 
the  aflBrmative — yeas  20,  nays  12,  as  follows  : 

Yeas. — ^Messrs.  Anderson,  Bayard,  Brent,  Camp- 
bell, Condit,  Crawford,  Franklin,  German,  Gregg, 
Lambert,  Lloyd,  Mathewson,  Pickering,  Pope,  Eeed, 
Smith  of  Maryland,  Smith  of  New  York,  Tait,  Taylor, 
and  Worthington. 

Nays. — Messrs.  Bradley,  Champliu,  Clay,  Cutts, 
Dana,  GaUlard,  •Gilman,  Goodrich,  Horsey,  Leib, 
Robinson,  and  Whiteside. 

On  motion,  by  Mr.  Bataed,  it  was  agreed  to 
amend  the  fourth  section  of  the  bUl,  by  insert- 
ing, after  the  word  "  enacted,"  the  words, 
"  That  in  case  possession  of  the  territory  afore- 
said shall  be  obtained  by  the  United  States,  as 
aforesaid." 


"Wbdnesdat,  January  9. 

The  Senate  resumed,  as  in  Committee  of  the 
Whole,  the  biU  to  enable  the  President  of  the 
United  States  to  take  possession  of  the  territory 
lying  east  of  the  Perdido,  and  south  of  the  State 
of  Georgia  and  the  Mississippi  Territory,  and  for 
other  purposes. 

On  motion,  by  Mr.  Clat,  it  was  agreed  further 
to  amend  the  bill,  by  adding  to  the  first  section 
the  remainder  of  the  original  second  section ; 
and  by  adopting  the  original  third  and  fourth 
sections,  as  the  second  and  third  sections  of  the 
bUl ;  and  having  gone  through  the  amendments, 
the  President  reported  the  biU  to  the  House  ac- 
cordingly. 

On  the  question,  "  Shall  this  biU  be  engrossed 
and  read  a  third  time,  as  amended?"  it  was 
determined  in  the  affirmative, 

Mr.  AiTDEESON  submitted  the  following  mo- 
tion: 

Mesohed,  That  the  subject-matter  of  the  bill,  enti- 
tled "  An  act  to  enable  the  President  of  the  tlnited 
States  to  take  possession  of  the  country  lying  east  of 
the  Perdido,  and  south  of  the  State  of  Georgia  and 
the  Mississippi  Territory,  and  for  other  purposes," 
be  kept  inviolably  secret  by  the  members  of  the  Sen- 
ate, until  the  Senate  shall,  by  their  resolution,  take 
off  the  injunction  of  secrecy. 

Which  was  read;  and  on  the  question  to 
agree  thereto,  it  was  determined  in  the  affirma- 
tive— yeas  20,  nays  6,  as  follows  : 

Yeas. — Messrs.  Anderson,  Bradley,  Brent,  Clay, 
Crawford,  Cutts,  Franklin,  Gaillard,  Gilman,  Gregg, 
Lambert,  Leib,  Pope,  Eeed,  Eobinson,  Smith  of 
Maryland,  Tait,  Taylor,  Whiteside,  and  Worthing- 
ton. 

Nays. — ^Messrs.  Bayard,  Champlin,  Dana,  Good- 
rich, Lloyd,  and  Pickering. 

Mr.  Cutis,  from  the  committee,  reported  the 
bUl  last  mentioned,  correctly  engrossed. 

A  confidential  message  was  received  from  the 
House  of  Eepresentatives,  by  Mr.  Montgomeet 
and  Mr.  Cutts,  two  members  of  that  body, 
with  the  following  resolution,  in  which  they 
ask  the  concurrence  of  the  Senate : 
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Congress  of  the  United  States, 
In  Some  of  Bepresentativea,  Jan.  8,  1811. 

Taking  into  view  the  present  state  of  the  world, 
the  pecuhar  situation  of  Spain  and  of  the  American 
provinces,  and  the  intimate  relation  of  the  territory 
eastward  of  the  river  Perdido,  adjoining  the  United 
States,  to  their  security  and  tranquillity  :  Therefore, 

Remhed,  by  the  Senate  and  House  af  Repreientatives 
nf  the  United  States  of  America  in  Congress  assembled, 
That  the  United  States  cannot  see,  with  indifference, 
any  part  of  the  Spanish  provinces,  adjoining  the  said 
States,  eastward  of  the  river  Perdido,  pass  from  the 
hands  of  Spain  into  those  of  any  other  foreign  power. 

The  resolntion  was  rea,cl,  and  passed  to  a 
second  reading. 

Thursday,  January  10. 

So  it  was  Sesolved,  That  this  bill  do  pass,  and 
that  the  title  thereof  be,  "  An  act  to  enable  the 
President  of  the  United  States,  under  certain 
contingencies,  to  take  possession  of  the  country 
lying  east  of  the  river  Perdido,  and  south  of  the 
State  of  Georgia  and  the  Mississippi  Territory, 
and  for  other  purposes." 

On  motion,  by  Mr.  Olat, 

Sesolved,  That  a  committee  of  two  be  ap- 
pointed to  carry  the  said  bill  to  the  House  of  Rep- 
resentatives, and  ask  their  concurrence  therein. 

Ordered,  That  Mr.  Clay  and  Mr.  Bataed  be 
the  committee. 

Mr.  Olay  reported  that  the  committee  had 
performed  the.  service  assigned  them. 


Feiday,  January  11. 
Mr.  Andbesow,  from  the  committee  appoint- 
ed on  the  subject,  reported  the  confidential  res- 
olution from    the  House  of   Eepresentatives, 
with  the  foUowing  amendment : 

Strike  out  all  the  words  after  the  word  "  the,"  first 
mentioned  in  the  first  line  of  the  resolntion,  to  the 
end  thereof,  and  in  lien  thereof  insert  "peculiar 
situation  of  Spain  and  of  her  American  provinces ; 
and  considering  the  infinence  which  the  destiny  of 
the  territory  adjoining  the  southern  border  of  the 
United  States  may  have  upon  their  security,  tran- 
quillity, and  commerce : "  Therefore, 

Resolved  by  the  Senate  and  Bouse  of  Representatives 
of  the  United  States  of  Anteriea  in  Congress  assembled, 
That  the  United  States,  under  the  peculiar  circum- 
stances of  the  existing  crisis,  cannot,  without  serious 
inquietude,  see  any  part  of  the  said  territory  pass 
into  the  hands  of  any  foreign  power ;  and  that  a  due 
regard  to  theii'  own  safety  compels  them  to  provide, 
under  certain  contingenoies,  for  the  temporary  occu- 
pation of  the  said  territory ;  they,  at  the  same  time, 
declare  that  the  said  territory  shall,  in  their  hands, 
remain  snhject  to  a  ftitnre  negotiation. 

Which  report  was  read,  and  considered  as  in 
Committee  of  the  Whole ;  and,  on  motion  to 
adopt  the  report,  a  division  of  the  question  was 
called  for  by  Mr.  Dana,  and  the  question  to 
strike  out  was  agreed  to,  and  the  amendment 
was  adopted ;  and  the  President  reported  the 
resolution  to  the  House  accordingly. 

Ordered,  That  the  resolution  pass  to  the  third 
reading,  as  amended. 
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ElEYENTH  CONGRESS -THIRD  SESSION. 


PROCEEDINGS  AND  DEBATES 


THE    HOUSE    OF    REPEESENTATIVES 


MoNBAT,  December  3,  1810. 
This  being  the  day  appointed  by  the  consti- 
tution for  the  meeting  of  Congress,  the  foUow- 
ing  members  of  the  House  of  Kepresentatives 
appeared  and  took  their  seats,  to  wit : 

From  New  Bampshire — James  Wilson. 

From  Ma4sachusetts — Ezekiel  Bacon,  William  Ely, 
and  Joseph  B.  Vamnm,  Speaker. 

Frma  Vermont — Samuel  Shaw. 

From  Connecticut — Epaphroditas  Champion,  John 
Davenport,  jr.,  Jonathan  0.  Mosely,  Timothy  Pitkin, 
jr.,  and  Benjamin  Tallmadge. 

From  New  YorTc — James  Emott,  Jonathan  Fisk, 
Robert  Le  Eoy  Livingston,  Erastus  Root,  Thomas 
Sammons,  John  Thompson,  TJri  Tracy,  and  KiBiau 
K.  Van  R«nsselaer. 

From  New  Jersey — ^Adam  Boyd,  Jacob  Hnfty,  and 
Henry  Sonthard. 

From  Pennsyhania — William  Anderson,  David 
Bard,  Rohert  Brown,  William  Crawford,  William 
Findlay,  Daniel  Heister,  Aaron  Lyle,  WiEiam  MUnor, 
John  Rea;,  Matthias  Richards,  Adain  Seybert,  John 
Smilie,  George  Smith,  Samnel  Smith,  and  Robert 
WhitehilL 

From  Maryland — Charles  Goldshorongh,  Alexan- 
der McKim,  Philip  B.  Key,  ArchibaldJ  Van  Home, 
John  Montgomery,  and  Nicholas  R.  Moore. 

From  Virginia— James  Breckinridge,  William  A. 
Bnrwell,  Matthew  Clay,  John  Dawson,  David  S. 
Garland,  Thomas  Gholson,  Pet«iBon,  Goodwyn,  Jo- 
seph Lewis,  jr.,  Thomas  Newton,  John  Roane,  and 
James  Stephenson. 

From  North  Carolina — Willis  Alston,  jr.,  James 
Cochran,  James  Holland,  Thomas  Kenan,  Nathaniel 
Macon,  Archibald  McBryde,  Joseph  Pearson,  Richard 
Stanford,  and  John  Stanley. 

From  South  Carolina — Lemuel  J.  Alston,  William 
Butler,  Joseph  Calhoun,  Thomas  Moore,  John  Tay- 
lor, and  Robert  Witherspoon, 

From  Georgia — William  W.  Bibb,  Howell  Cobb, 
and  George  M.  Troup. 

From  Kemtuch/ — Joseph  Desha,  Richard  M.  John- 
son, and  Samuel  McKee. 

From  Tennessee — Pleasant  M.  MiUer,  John  Rhea, 
and  Robert  Weakley. 

From  Ohio — Jeremiah  Morrow. 
Several  new  members,  to  wit :  from  Connec- 
ticut, Ebenezee  HninnNGTOir,  returned  to  serve 
in  the  place  of  Samuel  W.  Dana,  appointed  a  I 


Senator  of  the  United  States ;  from  New  Jer- 
sey, John  A.  Sctuddee,  in  the  place  of  James 
Cox,  deceased;  and  from  Maryland,  Eobeet 
Weight,  in  the  place  of  John  Brown,  resigned ; 
appeared,  produced  their  credentials,  were  quali- 
fied, and  took  their  seats. 

A  quorum,  consisting  of  a  majority  of  the 
whole  House,  being  present,  the  Clerk  of  the 
House  was  directed  to  acquaint  the  Senate 
therewith. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  DAWSoif,  a  committee  was 
appointed  on  the  part  of  the  House,  jointly 
with  the  committee  appointed  on  the  part  of 
the  Senate,  to  wait  on  the  President  of  the 
United  States,  and  inform  him  that  a  quorum  of 
the  two  Houses  is  assembled,  and  ready  to  re- 
ceive any  communications  he  may  be  pleased  to 
make  to  them.- 

The  Clerk  of  the  House  was  directed  to  pro- 
cure newspapers  from  any  number  of  offices 
that  the  members  may  elect,  provided  that  the 
expense  do  not  exceed  the  amount  of  three 
daily  papers. 

The  House  then  adjourned  until  to-morrow 
morning  eleven  o'clock. 


TxiESDAT,  December  4. 

Several  other  members,  to  wit :  from  Massa- 
chusetts, EiCHAED  Cutis,  EBEirazEE  Seaveb, 
and  Chaeles  Tuenee,  jr. ;  from  Ehode  Island, 
Elisha  E.  Pottee  ;  from  New  York,  Thomas 
E.  Gold  ;  from  Pennsylvania,  Eobeet  Jenxins  ; 
and  from  Virginia,  Buewell  Bassett  and  Jomr 
W.  Eppes,  appeared,  and  took  their  seats  in 
the  House. 

A  new  member,  to  wit,  from  New  York, 
Samuel  L.  Mitohill,  returned  to  serve  in  the 
place  of  WUliam  Denning,  resigned,  appeared, 
produced  his  credentials,  was  qualified,  and 
took  his  seat. 

Jonathan  Jeotjingb,  the  Delegate  from  the 
Indiana  Territory,  and  Jullan  Potdeas,  the 
Delegate  from  the  Territory  of  Orleans,  ap- 
peared, and  took  their  seats. 

A  message  from  the  Senate  informed  the 
House  that  a  quorum  of  the  Senate  is  assembled, 
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and  ready  to  prooood  to  businesa.  They  have 
appointed  a  committee  on  their  part,  jointly 
with  the  committee  appointed  on  the  part  of  this 
House,  to  inform  the  President  of  the  United 
States,  that  a  quorum  of  the  two  Houses  is  as- 
sembled, and  ready  to  receive  any  communi- 
cations that  he  may  be  pleased  to  make  to 
them. 

Mr.  Dawson,  from  the  joint  committee  ap- 
pointed to  wait  on  the  President  of  the  United 
States,  reported  that  the  committee  had  per- 
formed the  service  assigned  them,  and  that  the 
President  answered  that  he  would  make  a  com- 
munication to  the  two  Houses  of  Congress  to- 
morrow at  twelve  o'clock. 


Wednesday,  December  5. 

Several  other  members,  to  vrit:  from  New 
Hampshire,  Daniel  Blaisdbll  and  John  C. 
Ohambeelain  ;  from  Massachusetts,  J.  Quinot, 
Sajtobl  Taggart,  and  Laban  Wheaton  ;  from 
Vermont,  William  Ohambbelin,  Maetin  Chit- 
tenden, and  Jonathan  H.  Hubbaed  ;  from 
Connecticut,  Lewis  B.  Stwrgbs  ;  from  New 
York,  Vincent  Matthews,  Petee  B.  Poetee, 
and  Ebenezee  Sage  ;  and  from  Rhode  Island, 
Eiohaed  Jackson,  jr.,  appeared,  and  took  their 
seats  in  the  House. 

A  Message  was  received  from  the  President 
OF  THE  United  States,  which  was  read  at  the 
Clerk's  table. 

[For  this  Message  see  Senate  Proceedings  of 
this  date,  ante  page.] 

The  documents  accompanying  the  Message 
having  been  read,  in  part,  the  House  adjourned. 


Thuebdat,  December  6. 
The  Speaker  laid  before  the  House  certifi- 
cates of  the  election  of  Ebenezer  Huntington, 
of  Connecticut ;  John  A.  Souddee,  of  New  Jer- 
sey ;  Egbert  Wright,  of  Maryland ;  and  Wil- 
liam McKiNLET,  returned  to  supply  the  vacancy 
occasioned  by  the  resignation  of  John  Gr.  Jack- 
son, of  Virginia ;  which  were  referred  to  the 
Committee  of  Elections. 


Feidat,  December  7. 
Another  menlber,  to  wit,  from  New  Jersey, 
William  Helms,  appeared,  and  took  his  seat  in 
the  House ;  also,  a  new  member,  to  wit,  from 
Maryland,  Samttbl  Ringgold,  returned  to  serve 
in  the  place  of  Roger  Nelson,  resigned,  appeared, 
produced  his  credentials,  was  qualified,  and  took 
his  seat  in  the  House. 


Monday,  December  10. 

Several  other  members,  to  wit :  from  Massa- 
chusetts, Gideon  Gaednee  ;  from  New  York, 
GuRDON  S.  Mumtoed  ;  from  Pennsylvania,  John 
Poster  ;  from  Virginia,  John  Love  and  Daniel 
Sheffey;  and  from  North  Carolina,  Lemitbl 
Sawyer,  appeared,  and  took  their  seats. 

The  Speaker  laid  before  the  House  a  certifi- 


cate of  the  election  of  William  T.  Baeey, 
elected  to  supply  the  vacancy  occasioned  by  the 
resignation  of  Benjamin  Howard,  of  Kentucky  ; 
which  was  referred  to  the  Committee  of  Elec- 
tions. 


Tuesday,  December  11. 
Several  other  members,  to  wit:  from  New 
York,  Herman  Kniokeebaokee  ;  from  Virginia, 
Edwin  Gray  and  Jacob  Swoope  ;  and  from 
South  Carolina,  Richard  Wynn,  appeared,  and 
took  their  seats. 


Wednesday,  December  12. 
Two  other  members,   to  wit:    from  North 
Carolina,    Meshack  Feankxin  and    William 
Kennedy,  appeared,  and  took  their  seats. 


Thursday,  December  13. 
Another  member,  to  wit,  from  Georgia, 
Dennis  Smelt,  appeared,  and  took  his  seat ;  also 
two  other  new  members,  to  wit :  Joseph  Al- 
len, from  Massachusetts,  in  the  place  of  Jabez 
Upham,  resigned,  and  William  T.  Baeet,  from 
Kentucky,  in  the  place  of  Benjamin  Howard, 
resigned,  appeared,  were  qualified,  and  took 
their  seats. 

Apportionment  Bill. 

The  House  resolved  itself  into  a  Committee  of 
the  Whole,  on  the  bill  to  apportion  the  Repre- 
sentatives according  to  the  third  enumeration 
of  the  people  of  the  United  States. 

The  question  recurring  on  filling  the  blank 
with  the  number  of  sools  which  should  entitle 
to  a  Representative — 

Mr.  Macon  said  he  was  decidedly  of  opiuion 
that  the  ratio  ought  to  be  fixed,  before  the  re- 
sult of  the  census  was  known.  He  had  no  ob- 
jection to  a  moderate  increase  of  the  number  of 
members ;  if  they  amounted  to  so  many  that  one 
side  of  the  House  could  not  hear  the  other  side 
speak,  debate  was  at  end,  and  the  purposes  of 
deliberative  legislation  defeated.  He  should  have 
liked  the  bill  better,  he  said,  if  it  had  declared 
that  the  House  of  Representatives  should  here- 
after consist  of  a  certain  number  of  members, 
and  had  left  the  apportionment  then  to  be  made 
according  to  the  population.  On  the  subject  of 
electioneering,  he  said  it  became  him  at  least  to 
say,  that  that  portion  of  the  people  who  sent 
him  here,  had  not  been  concerned  in  it.  What- 
ever might  have  been  the  practice  elsewhere, 
so  far  as  concerned  his  constituents,  there  had 
been  no  going  about  or  haranguing.  And,  on 
the  subject  of  electioneering,  said  he,  wherever 
the  people  are  free,  there  will  be  electioneering. 
It  belongs  to  free  government.  Possibly  differ- 
ent parts  of  the  country  may  differ  as  to  the 
mode.  In  some,  men  go  themselves  about 
electioneering ;  in  others,  their  friends  do  it  for 
them.  In  some,  newspaper  publications  help 
an  election ;  in  others,  they  destroy  it.  In  some 
places,  I  have  heard,  the  sacred  pulpit  is  not 
free  from  it ;  in  others,  a  divine  would  be  de- 
stroyed that  would  attempt  it.    There  was  not 
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more  elentioneeriiig  South,  Mr.  M.  believed, 
than  elsewhere ;  certain  he  was  that  candi- 
dates could  not  there  spend  the  sums  of  money 
which  he  had  heard  of  being  spent  elsewhere  in 
an  election.  He  concluded  by  saying  he  was  in 
favor  of  a  moderate  increase  of  representatives. 
He  was  not  afraid  that,  from  a  multitude  of 
counsellors,  nothing  would  be  done ;  it  was 
quite  as  much  to  be  feared  from  too  few  that 
they  would  act  rashly. 


Feidat,  December  14. 
Another  member,   to  wit,   from  Massachu- 
*  setts,  Abijah  Biqelow,   elected  to  supply  the 
vacancy  occasioned  by  the  resignation  of  Wil- 
liam Stedman,  appeared,  was  qualified,  and  took 
his  seat. 

Apportionment  Bill. 
Mr.  Gold  considered  this  bill  as  a  very  im- 
portant one,  as  fixing  the  construction  to  be  put 
on  a  provision  of  the  constitution.  While,  on 
the  one  hand,  it  might  be  admitted  that  busi- 
ness would  be  in  general  better  done  by  a  small 
number  of  Representatives,  yet,  on  the  other 
hand,  there  were  important  considerations  in 
favor  of  a  large  number,  as  gentlemen  would 
find  by  referring  to  the  discussions  at  the  period 
of  the  adoption  of  the  constitution.  It  was 
then  feared  by  some  that  the  representation  of 
so  great  a  people  would  be  too  small.  If  gen- 
tlemen would  refer  to  a  number  of  papers, 
drawn  up  by  an  association  of  gentlemen,  at 
that  time,  and  published  under  the  title  of  "  The 
Federalist,"  they  would  find  various  arguments 
used  to  induce  the  Legislature  to  make  the  rep- 
resentation fuU ;  so  that,  at  that  period,  no  ap- 
prehensions had  existed  of  the  Eepresentatives 
becoming  too  numerous.  On  the  contrary,  it 
was  supposed  that  the  public  confidence  would 
be  impaired  by  having  a  small  delegation.  In 
adverting  to  the  relaxed  state  of  the  Union,  and 
how  much  it  was  exposed  to  be  shook  by  at- 
tempts to  weaken  it,  it  was  supposed  that  pub- 
lic confidence  would  be  inspired,  and  general 
satisfaction  given,  by  the  selection  of  a  large 
number.  It  was  true,  Mr.  Gr.  said,  that  rep- 
resentation might  swell  so  much  as  to  operate 
to  the  exclusion  of  legislation;  but  the  House 
of  Eepresentatives  would  not,  even  if  the  pres- 
ent ratio  were  retained,  be  so  numerous  as 
many  other  legislative  bodies  in  the  Union. 
He  had  no  objection  to  increasing  the  numbers 
of  the  House  of  Eepresentatives  to  such  an 
amount  as  would  permit  public  business  to  be 
done  with  faoUity.  Gentlemen  might  dififer  as 
tothe  precise  ratio;  but,  while  they  argued  m 
favor  of  a  smaU  number,  from  the  mconve- 
nience  of  a  large  delegation,  he  hoped  they  would 
conceive  with  him  that  weU-grounded  appre- 
hensions might  be  entertained  of  the  evils 
which  would  result  from  its  being  too  small. 

'Mr  MiTOHiLL  said  he  was  m  favor  of  the 
largest  number  proposed;  and,  not  having  been 
able  to  obtain  that,  he  should  vote  for  the  larg- 
est on  which  a  majority  could  agree.    In  the 


district  represented  by  hia  colleague  (Mr.  Mum- 
foed)  and  himself,  there  was  probably  one  hun- 
dred and  twenty  thousand  souls,  and  yet  he  had 
not  heard  any  murmuring  that  they  were  not 
adequately  represented. 

Congress,  Mr.  M.  said,  did  not  convene  here 
to  legislate  on  all  the  subjects  of  the  rights  of 
citizens.  Our  Government  is,  he  contended,  a 
peculiar  piece  of  machinery,  an  imperium  in  im- 
perio.  The  Eepresentatives  to  Congress  left 
behind  them  ^legislatures,  whose  province  it 
was  to  take  care  of  the  personal  rights  and  the 
rights  of  property  of  our  citizens.  With  these 
concerns,  said  Mr.  M.,  we  have  nothing  to  do. 
We  meet  here  under  a  constitution  expressly 
framed  and  devised  for  legislating  on  select  sub- 
jects, which,  on  account  of  the  generality  of 
their  nature,  could  not  be  confidfed  to  the  sev- 
eral States.  When,  then,  we  consider  the  nar- 
row grounds  we  have  to  legislate  on,  that  our 
great  privDeges  are  left  at  home,  we  shall  be 
convinced  that  there  is  no  occasion  that  this 
body  should  be  as  numerous  as  if  we  were  con- 
cerned in  the  great  questions  of  property  and 
right,  which  are  secured  by  the  constitution, 
under  the  guardianship  of  the  State  Legislatures, 
and  of  the  courts  for  the  furtheiing  of  justice. 
If  I  were  to  quote  a  precedent  of  a  Legislature 
for  commanding  influence,  and  for  wisdom  and 
sagacity  in  carrying  us  through  an  arduous  con- 
test-whUst  strugghng  for  our  hberties,  I  should 
quote  the  Old  Congress — ^limited  in  number,  but 
remarkable  for  the  honesty  and  fidelity  with 
which  they  performed  what  a  more  numerous 
body  could  not  have  accomplished.  And,  if  I 
wished  to  cite  an  instance  of  the  evils  to  be 
dreaded  from  a  numerous  assembly,  I  should 
quote  the  National  Convention  of  France,  where 
representatives,  assembling  in  great  number,  ex- 
hibited such  a  spectacle  of  disorder  as  I  hope  we 
shall  never,  by  a  multitude  of  counsellors,  run 
the  risk  of  imitating. 

Mr.  PiTKiif  said  that  he  had  not  expected  that 
a  bill  of  so  much  importance  would  have  pro- 
gressed so  far,  and  gone  through  the  Committee 
of  the  Whole  in  so  rapid  a  manner  as  this  had. 
What,  he  asked  of  the  House,  was  settled  by  the 
passage  of  this  bill  ?  Nothing  was,  or  could  be 
settled  by  the  present  Congress,  unless  the  re- 
turns were  made  from  the  difierent  States  of 
the  number  of  inhabitants  iu  each  State,  before 
the  bill  became  a  law  ;  for  Congress  alone  could 
designate  and  specify  the  number  of  Eepresent- 
atives which  each  State  should  send.  The 
laws  heretofore  passed,  designating  the  number 
of  Eepresentatives,  had,  at  the  same  tune,  de- 
clared the  ratio,  and  specified  the  number  of  Eep- 
resentatives of  each  State.  Congress  alone  were 
competent  to  decide  on  the  legality  of  the  re- 
turns and  on  their  act  alone  could  the  State 
Legislatures  proceed.  Mr.  P.  presumed  no  mem- 
ber would  say  that  it  should  he  left  to  the  Ex- 
ecutive, or  any  Department  of  the  Government, 
to  say  how  many  Eepresentatives  each  State 
should  send  to  Congress.  The  present  Con- 
gress might  fix  the  ratio  as  they  pleased,  but  it 
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would  not  be  obligatory  on  the  next  Congress, 
who  could,  and  undoubtedly  would,  modify  or 
reverse  it  as  they  should  think  proper.  This 
biU  was,  therefore,  premature,  and,  in  fact, 
would  not  settle  the  principle  which  it  propos- 
ed to  decide.  He  was,  therefore,  on  this  ground, 
opposed  to  the  passage  of  this  bill ;  and  he  be- 
lieved the  inconvenience  of  deciding  it  now 
would  be  greater  than  if  the  business  were  to 
rest  until  after  the  returns  were  made. 

Mr.  QtrnfOT  said  that  the  agitation  of  this 
question  at  the  present  moment  had  taken  him 
as  much  by  surprise  as  it  had  the  gentleman 
from  Connecticut.  He  had  no  idea  that  a  ques- 
tion so  pregnant  with  interest  would  be  hurried 
through  the  House  in  this  way.  His  object  in 
rising  was  to  obtain  a  postponement  of  the  ques- 
tion till  some  time  in  the  next  week,  for  the 
consideration  of  a  point,  which  to  his  mind  was 
important.  He  objected  to  the  biU  on  the 
principle  that  it  would  be  a  violation  of  the 
constitution  to  pass  it.  It  went  to  establish  a 
ratio  which,  in  its  eflfeot,  must  be  abortive.  The 
constitution  says : 

"  Representatives  and  direct  taxes  shall  be  appor- 
tioned among  the  several  States  which  may  be  included 
■within  this  Union,  according  to  their  respective  num- 
bers, which  shall  be  determined  by  adding  to  the 
■whole  number  of  free  persons,  including  those  bound 
to  service  for  a  term  of  years,  and,  excluding  Indians 
not  taxed,  three-fifths  of  all  other  persons.  The  ac- 
tual enumeration  shall  be  made  ■within  three  years 
after  the  first  meeting  of  the  Congress  of  the  United 
States,  and  ■within  every  subsequent  term  of  ten 
years,  in  such  manner  as  they  shall  by  law  direct. 
The  number  of  Representatives  shall  not  exceed  one 
for  every  thirty  thousand,  but  each  State  shall  have 
at  least  one  Representative." 

The  constitution  then  had  specifically  made 
it  the  duty  of  the  House  to  apportion  the  rep- 
resentation of  each  State  according  to  its 
respective  numbers.  "Was  it  not,  he  asked,  in- 
finitely absurd  and  a  direct  violation  of  the 
constitution,  to  apportion  the  representation 
before  these  numbers  wereknovni  ?  When  the 
constitution  had  made  it  a  duty  to  do  a  thing 
according  to  a  standard  prescribed,  would  they 
do  that  thing  before  that  standard  could  be  in 
possession  of  the  House  ?  Suppose  that  in  1791, 
before  the  numbers  of  the  States  were  known. 
Congress  had  undertaken  to  fix  the  ratio  of 
representation — would  not  the  Hall  have  rung 
with  the  exclamations  that  it  was  a  violation  of 
the  constitution?  And  how  would  this  bill, 
Mr.  Q.  asked,  less  violate  the  constitution  than 
such  an  act  would  have  done  ?  For,  as  to  the 
numbers  to  be  ascertained  by  the  present  cen- 
sus. Congress  were  as  little  competent  to  decide 
as  they  were  before  any  census  was  taken. 
This  was  the  ground  on  which  he  objected  to 
the  bill  as  unconstitutional,  and  which  he  wish- 
ed an  opportunity  thoroughly  to  examine.  He 
therefore  moved  that  the  bill  lie  on  the  table. 

Mr.  FisK  said  it  had  been  deemed  desirable 
to  fix  the  ratio  before  the  numbers  of  each  State 
were  ascertained,  so  as  to  avoid  the  difficulty 


which  would  arise  from  the  fractions,  and  to 
aflfbrd  an  accommodation  to  the  State  .Legisla- 
tures, which  would  be  in  session  before  the  next 
meeting  of  Congress.  It  would  indeed  be  ne- 
cessary to  pass  a  law  declaring  the  number  of 
Representatives  to  be  sent  by  each  State  ;  but 
that  would  be  a  mere  matter  of  form,  if  the 
ratio  were  previously  ascertained  by  law. 

Mr.  F.  treated  the  idea  of  this  bill's  being  un- 
constitutional, as  altogether  unwarranted  by 
fact ;  for  it  did  not  fix  the  apportionment,  but 
merely  the  ratio,  according  to  which  the  Rep- 
resentatives should  be  apportioned  among  the 
States  when  their  respective  numbers  were 
known. 

Mr.  "Weight  was  in  favor  of  postponing,  and 
decidedly  opposed  to  the  bill.  He  was  against 
it,  because  it  proposed  to  bestow  on  others  a 
power  residing  in  Congress.  If  this  law  were 
to  pass,  could  the  Secretary  of  State  be  author- 
ized to  declare  the  number  of  Representatives 
to  which  each  State  was  entitled  ?  Could  Con- 
gress transfer  to  him  legislative  power,  and  au- 
thorize him  to  declare  of  how  many  members 
this  body  should  consist?  He  presumed  not. 
The  power  was  vested  in  Congress,  and  not  in 
the  Secretary  of  State.  But  gentlemen  were 
desirous  now  to  fix  the  number  of  souls  which 
should  entitle  to  a  Representative — and  why  ? 
That  the  State  Legislatures,  understanding  the 
number  of  Representatives  to  which  they  are 
entitled  from  knowing  the  census,  may  proceed 
to  district  their  States,  in  anticipation  of  the 
law  to  be  passed  by  Congress.  But  their  acts 
would  not  be  conclusive,  because  Congress 
might  change  the  ratio,  and  they  would  have  to 
undo,  all  they  had  done.  Mr.  W.  hoped  that 
this  business  would  be  postponed,  until,  as  here- 
tofore, Congress  would  be  possessed  of  all  the 
information  of  which  the  nature  of  the  case 
would  admit.  When  the  census  was  received 
from  the  President  of  the  United  States  they 
would  be  much  better  able  to  act  than  now. 
In  this  case,  Mr.  W.  said  he  held  himself  im- 
periously bound  td  foUow  the  steps  of  his  pre- 
decessors. He  held  it  a  correct  maxim  in  gen- 
eral, that  the  practice  of  to-day  should  be  the 
precedent  for  to-morrow.  Why  need  they  de- 
cide this  business  immediately  ?  There  was  yet. 
some  months  in  the  session,  and  time  enough  to 
reflect  on  the  subject.  Why  legislate  by  halves  ? 
If  this  law  were  passed,  Mr.  W.  asked,  was  it 
perfect?  Did  it  declare  to  how  many  Repre- 
sentatives each  ^tate  should  be  entitled  ?  He 
said  he  could  refer  to  cases  in  which  errors  had 
occurred  in  the  census ;  and  it  was  in  the  pow- 
er of  the  House  alone  to  correct  any  errors 
which  might  have  escaped  the  Secretary  of 
State.  In  Maryland  a  mistake  had  occurred  in 
the  last  enumeration,  of  thirty  or  forty  thousand 
souls.  He  believed  that  a  great  portion  of  the 
district  comprising  Cecil  and  Hartford  counties 
had  been  omitted ;  and  he  recollected  perfectfy 
well  that  the  error  was  corrected ;  and,  by  turn- 
ing his  eye  to  the  proceedings  of  that  day,  he 
could  see  other  errors.    He  wished,  when  the 
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House  acted,  that  they  should  do  it  understand- 
ingly,  and  with  all  the  evidence  before  them  of 
which  the  case  was  susceptible.  He  hoped  the 
bill  would  be  postponed  until  the  returns  of  the 
census  were  received  in  the  usual  mode. 

Mr.  W.  Alston  opposed  the  postponement. 
He  was  as  loth  to  depart  from  old  practices  as 
the  gentleman  from  Maryland,  if  those  practices 
were  found  to  be  good.  But  when  they  proved 
inconvenient  or  useless,  it  was  certainly  right 
to  depart  from  them.  What,  then,  had  ex- 
perience taught  them  on  this  subject?  Wby, 
that  if  the  ratio  was  not  fixed  before  the  census 
was  known,  great  inconvenience  would  result 
to  many  States.  Congress,  at  their  last  session, 
being  apprised  of  the  circumstance,  bad  in  their 
law  directed  that  complete  returns  should  be 
made  to  the  Secretary  of  State  by  the  first  of 
March  next.  It  was  well  known  that,  if  they 
did  not  fix  the  ratio  before  the  first  of  Mai'ch, 
they  would  not  be  able  to  fix  it  after ;  when  the 
ratio  was  fixed,  however,  the  apportionment 
would  not  be  the  work  of  an  hour.  If  it  be- 
came necessary  to  deprive  a  State  of  a  Repre- 
sentative, he  asked  whether  it  would  not  be 
more  palatable  that  it  should  be  done  now  than 
after  the  census  was  known?  The  State  de- 
prived of  a  Representative  could  not  complain ; 
the  ratio  would  afiec^  it  in  the  same  proportion, 
whether  it  gave  or  took  a  member.  That  argu- 
ment, therefore,  was  entitled  to  no  considera- 
tion. Ml".  A.  expressed  his  surprise  that  the 
small  States  appeared  to  be  opposed  to  a  large 
ratio  ;  for,  if  it  would  be  an  advantage  on  any 
side,  it  would  be  decidedly  in  favor  of  the  small 
States.  He  thought,  indeed,  that  the  Repre- 
sentatives of  the  large  States,  in  voting  for  a 
large  ratio,  had  shown  great  magnanimity  and 
liberality. 

Mr.  GoLDSBOEOUGH  was  in  favor  of  postpone- 
ment, and  was  sorry  to  see  the  bill  attempted 
to  be  hm-ried  through.  Gentlemen  had  not  ma- 
turely considered  the  subject,  and,  on  reflection, 
would  be  convinced  that  their  votes  were,  if 
not  a  direct,  at  least  an  indirect,  violation  of 
the  constitution.  This  was  premature  legisla- 
tion on  what  properly  belonged  to  the  next 
Congress,  and  which,  act  on  it  as  they  might, 
would  unquestionably  come  before  Congress  at 
their  next  session.  If  it  should  be  found  that 
the  ratio  agreed  on  operated  unfavorably  on  the 
numbers  of  any  State  or  States,  they  would  be 
anxious  for  a  reconsideration  of  the  subject.  It 
would  be  immaterial  whether  the  subject  should 
be  brought  up  by  a  bill  de  novo,  or  by  a  bill  to 
repeal  this,  if  it  should  indeed  become  a  law  ; 
the  ardor  of  discussion  would  be  the  same  in 
either  case.  If  this  be  admitted,  the  only  argu- 
ment in  favor  of  the  bill  is  done  away.  The 
constitution  having  directed  that  apportionment 
should  be  made  accordingly  to  the  whole  cen- 
sus Mr.  G.  said  that  he  could  not  see  how  Con- 
gress could  fix  it  before  they  knew  what  that 
census  was.  He  did  not  know  that  every  gen- 
tleman on  the  floor  was  ignorant  of  any  of  the 
returns ;  some  might  be  akeady  apprised  of  the 


returns  of  their  own  State.  Each  one  made 
estimates  no  doubt,  in  his  own  mind,  as  to  the 
probable  result ;  and,  for  himself,  Mr.  G.  said  he 
had  been  endeavoring  to  make  some  sort  of  a 
calculation ;  and  if  the  biU  passed,  and  the  ratio 
should  prove  unfavorable  to  the  numbers  of  the 
State  which  he  had  the  honor  to  represent,  he 
should  feel  himself  bound  to  move  a  repeal  of 
the  law  ;  and  they  would  have  the  whole  dis- 
cussion over  again. 

The  questio%on  the  bill's  laying  on  the  table 
was  carried — 65  to  43. 

And  on  motion,  the  House  adjourned  until 
Monday. 


Moms  AT,  December  17. 
Another  member,  to  wit,  from  New  York, 
JoKs  NiOHOLSON,  appeared,  and  took  his  seat  in 
the  House. 


TtTESDAT,  December  18. 

Another  member,  to  wit,  from  Massachu- 
setts, Barztt.t.ai  Gasitbtt,  appeared,  and  took 
his  seat. 

Gboegb  Poindextbe,  the  delegate  from  the 
Mississippi  Territory,  also  appeared,  and  took 
his  seat. 


Feidat,  December  21. 
Two  other  members,  to  wit :  from  Virginia, 
John  Clopton,  and  Waltbe  Johes,  appeared 
and  took  their  seats ;  a  new  member,  to  wit, 
"William  MoKinlet,  also  from  Virginia,  ap- 
peared, was  qualifled,  and  took  his  seat. 


Moj\T3At,  December  24. 

Three  other  members,  to  wit :  "William  Hale, 

from  New  Hampshire ;  Benjamin  Pickman,  jr., 

from  Massachusetts;   and  Thomas  Fewbold, 

from  New  Jersey,  appeared,   and  took  their 


Olaims/or  Milita/ry  Services  in  the  Old  Frenck 
War. 

Mr.  Moeeow,  from  the  Committee  on  the 
Public  Lands,  made  a  report  on  the  several  pe- 
titions of  the  oflBcers  and  soldiers,  and  the  heirs 
of  officers  and  soldiers  who  served  in  the  Brit- 
ish army  in  America,  in  the  war  between  Great 
Britain  and  France ;  which  was  read,  and  the 
resolution  therein  contained  concurred  in  by 
the  House. 

The  report  is  as  follows : 

The  Committee  on  Public  Lands,  to  whom  was  re- 
ferred several  petitions,  claiming  lands  for 'military 
services,  performed  in  the  war  of  1755,  between 
Great  Britain  and  France,  report : 

That,  considering  the  subject-matter  of  the  said 
petitions  highly  important,  on  account  of  the  interest 
it  has  recently  excited,  and  the  speculation  it  has 
given  rise  to  in  various  parts  of  the  United  States, 
the  committee  have  carefully  examined  the  State 
papers  and  public  documents,  of  the  period  of  the 
above  war,  to  ascertain  the  original  foundation  of  tlia 
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supposed  claim.  In  pursuing  this  investigation,  the 
committee  have  not  been  able  to  discover  that  any 
engagement  or  contract  whatever  was  made  or  enter- 
ed Into  by  the  Government,  or  under  the  authority  of 
Great  Britain,  with  the  officers  and  soldiers  of  the 
pruvincial  troops,  serving  in  the  war  aforesaid,  for  a 
grant  of  lands,  either  as  an  encouragement  to  their 
entering  into  the  service,  or  as  a  compensation  for 
services.  All  that  the  committee  have  been  able  to 
find  on  the  subject  Is  In  a  proclamation  of  the  King 
of  Great  Britain,  of  the  7th  of  October,  1763,  (after 
the  closing  of  the  war  and  disbanding  of  the  troops,) 
and  in  the  following  words : 

"And  whereas  we  are  desirous,  upon  all  occasions, 
to  testify  our  royal  sense  and  approbation  of  the  con- 
duct and  bravery  of  the  officers  and  soldiers  of  our 
army,  and  to  reward  the  same,  we  do  hereby  com- 
mand and  empower  our  Governors  of  the  several 
provinces  on  the  Continent  of  North  America  to  grant, 
without  fee  or  reward,  to  such  reduced  officers  as 
have  served  in  North  America  during  the  late  war, 
and  are  actually  residing  there,  and  shall  personally 
apply  for  the  same,  the  following  quantities  of  land, 
subject,  at  the  expiration  of  ten  years,  to  the  same 
quit-rents  as  other  lands  are  subject  to,  In  the  prov- 
ince within  which  they  are  granted,  as  also  subject 
to  the  same  conditions  of  cultivation  and  improve- 
ment, viz : 

"  To  every  person  having  tie  ranlc  of  a  field  offi- 
cer, 5,000  acres. 

"  To  every  captain,  3,000  acres. 
"  To  every  subaltern  or  staflT  officer,  2,600  acres. 
"  To  every  non-commissioned  officer,  200  acres. 
"  To  every  private  man,  50  acres. 
"  We  do  likewise  authorize  and  require  the  Gov- 
ernors and  commanders-in-chief  of  all  our  said  colo- 
nies, upon  the  Continent  of  North  America,  to  grant 
the  like  quantities  of  land,  and  upon  the  same  condi- 
tions, to  such  reduced  officers  of  our  navy  of  like  rank, 
as  served  on  board  of  our  ships  of  war  in  North  Amer- 
ica, at  the  times  of  the  reduction  of  Lonlsbourg  and 
Quebec,  in  the  late  war,  and  who  shall  personally 
apply  to  our  respective  Governors  for  such  grants." 

In  this  State  paper,  the  committee  can  perceive  no 
foundation  whatever  for  the  present  claim  upon  the 
United  States.  Instead  of  a  contract  with  the  offi- 
cers and  soldiers  for  land,  the  proclamation  contains 
a  mere  instruction  to  the  provincial  Governors — an 
instruction  emanating  from  the  munificence  of  the 
Sovereign,  and  for  conferring  a  gratuity,  not  issued 
for  the  satisfaction  of  any  previous  claim  or  demand 
upon  Government.  That  the  grant  Intended  by  the 
above  proclamation  was  rather  a  testimony  of  respect 
and  approbation,  than  a  donation  of  value,  appears 
from  the  prescribed  terms  on  which  it  was  to  be 
made,  they  being  the  same  on  which  lands  were 
granted  to  others  in  the  provinces,  with  the  excep- 
tion, that  the  military  grants  were  to  be  made  free  of 
office  fees,  and  exempt  from  payment  of  quit-rents 
for  ten  years.  Had  application  been  made  to  the 
land  offices  of  the  provincial  governments,  as  was  the 
duty  of  all  the  claimants,  there  can  be  no  doubt  hut 
that  grants  would  have  been  readily  made  to  the  full 
extent  of  the  bounty  intended  by  the  proclamation,  sub- 
ject, however,  to  the  usual  condition  for  settlement 
and  improvement.  Forty-seven  years  have  now 
elapsed  since  the  foregoing  proclamation,  during 
which  period  the  above  claims  have  laid  dormant, 
and  the  committee  do  conceive,  that,  upon  fair  and 
just  principles,  those  claims  would  have  been  consid- 
ered derelict  and  abandoned  had  the   Government, 


under  which  they  arose,  continued ;  but  to  admit 
them  against  the  United  States,  placed  as  they  now 
are,  under  a  government  founded  on  a  revolution, 
which  has  intervened,  is  required  by  no  principle  of 
justice,  and  would,  in  the  opinion  of  the  committee, 
be  an  imanthorized  disposition  and  sacrifice  of  the 
public  property  of  the  United  States.  On  no  princi- 
ple of  national  law,  or  by  any  treaty  or  convention 
between  the  United  States  and  Great  Britain,  are  the 
United  States  hound  to  perform  the  engagements  of 
the  former  government  of  Great  Britain,  especial- 
ly for  mere  bounties;  nor  would  the  purposes  for 
which  the  several  States  have  ceded  land,  within 
their  respective,  jurisdictions,  to  the  United  States, 
warrant  the  appropriation  of  those  lands  for  the  satis- 
faction of  the  claims  in  question,  were  the  same  bet- 
ter founded  than  by  the  committee  they  are  conceived 
to  be.  The  committee,  therefore,  beg  leave  to  sub- 
mit the  following  resolution : 

Resolved,  That  the  prayer  of  the  petitioners  onght 
not  to  be  granted. 


Monday,  December  31. 
Anotlier  member,  to  wit,  from  Delaware, 
Nicholas  Vajs  Dyke,  appeared,  and  took  his 

seat. 


■Wednesday,  January  2,  1811. 
Two  other  new  members,  to  wit :  from  New 
Hampshire,  Nathaniel  A.  Haven;  and  from 
Maryland,  John  Campbell,  appeared,  and  tooh 
their  seats. 

Orleans  Territory. 

The  House  resolved  itself  into  a  Committet 
of  the  Whole,  on  the  bill  for  admitting  th« 
Territory  of  Orleans  as  a  8taf»  into  the 
Union. 

Mr.  Bibb  said  it  was  very  far  from  his  inten- 
tion to  oppose  the  passage  of  the  biU.  On  tha 
contrary,  he  was  favorably  disposed  to  it ;  bnt  a 
difficulty  had  occurred  to  him  which  he  would 
state  as  a  reason  for  delaying  a  decision  on  the 
bill  for  the  present.  The  bill  proposed  includ- 
ing in  the  State  all  that  part  of  the  Territory 
which  lay  west  of  the  Perdido,  &c.  The  Pres- 
ident, by  his  Proclamation,  although  he  had  re- 
quired its  occupation,  he  declared  that  the  right 
should  be  subject  to  negotiation.  Now,  if  it  be- 
came a  State,  would  not  all  right  of  negotia- 
tion on  the  subject  be  taken  from  the  Presi- 
dent? 

Mr.  Baeky  said  that  the  necessity  of  State 
government,  the  want  of  proper  control  by  the 
General  Government,  and  itsinability  to  attend 
to  the  municipal  concerns  of  the  Territory, 
imperiously  called  upon  Congress  to  erect  it 
into  a  State.  '  It  was  unimportant,  as  respected 
the  ratio,  that  the  bill  should  be  delayed  till 
that  was  ascertained.  Although  the  precise 
population  could  not  be  ascertained,  yet,  from 
what  had  fallen  from  the  gentlemen  from  Or- 
leans and  Mississippi  Territories,  it  was  prob- 
able that  the  Territory  had  already  a  right  to 
become  a  State.  Mr.  B.  said  it  was  important 
that  Congress  should  act  on  this  subject,  for  a 
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variety^  of  reasons.  It  was  a  point  of  the  Union 
particularly  important  to  the  country  which  he 
represented.  New  Orleans  commanded  the 
river  through  which  the  whole  productions  of 
the  Western  and  of  some  part  of  the  Southern 
country  were  C9.rried  to  market.  It  became  im- 
portant in  another  respect,  that  the  people  in 
that  country  should  have  the  power  of  self- 
government.  He  alluded  to  the  necessity,  in 
the  present  posture  of  affairs,  that  they  should 
have  the  power  of  self-preservation  to  protect 
themselves  in  the  enjoyment  of  their  rights,  and 
that  the  power  resulting  from  State  sovereignty 
ought  therefore  to  he  extended  to  them  at  this 
time.  The  objection  which  has  been  urged, 
respecting  the  question  of  title,  was  equally 
unimportant.  Admitted  in  its  full  force,  it 
would  only  require  -a  modification  of  the  bill, 
reserving  to  Congress  the  power  of  changing 
the  boundary  of  the  Territory  ;  and  this  would 
be  a  desirable  modification  "because  of  the  unde- 
fined limits  of  the  Territory.  This  objection  did 
not  meet  the  merits  of  the  bill,  but  merely  sug- 
gested a  modification.  It  was  important  now  to 
act  on  the  subject,  because  Congress  had  the 
power  to  impose  conditions  on  the  Territory.  If 
they  waited  until  it  had  attained  a  pophlation 
of  60,000,  they  could  not  say  no  to  the  demands 
of  these  people. 

Mr.  Sheffey  said  he  was  not  prepared  to  act 
on  the  subject,  because  the  materials  on  which 
to  decide  were  not  before  the  House.  Whilst 
he  was  disposed  to  treat  the  inhabitants  of  the 
Orleans  Territory  as  brothers,  and  not  as 
vassals,  he  was  not  ready  to  transfer  the  in- 
heritance purchased  by  the  blood  of  our  fathers 
to  foreigners.  While  he  looked  upon  these  peo- 
ple as  equals,  and  was  disposed  to  do  them 
justice,  he  thought  all  they  could  demand  at  his 
hands  was  to  be  placed  on  that  equality  to 
which  they  were  entitled.  It  had  been  said 
that  the  population  was  this  much  or  that  much. 
How  much? — Mr.  S.  asked.  Sixty  tiious^d ? 
Forty  thousand?  Thirty  thousand?  Would 
any  gentleman  who  regarded  his  honor  tell  the 
House  that  there  were  30,000  inhabitants  in 
the  undisputed  Territory?  He  believed  not. 
And  would  gentlemen  favor  this  French  popu- 
lation at  the  expense  of  their  own  interests  and 
rights?  It  was  true  indeed  that  Ohio  became 
a  State  before  she  had  60,000 ;  but  the  ratio  of 
representation  was  then  but  30,000.  If  he 
were  to  reason  on  this  subject,  Mr.  S.  said  he 
would  say,  under  the  fostering  hand  of  the 
General  Government,  let  them  become  accus- 
tomed to  our  Government,  before  those  were 
permitted  to  govern  themselves  who  had  so 
lately  emerged  from  despotism.  He  was  not, 
he  said,  directly  hostUe  to  the  admission  of  this 
Territory  into  the  Union ;  but  :he  made  these 
observations  in  answer  to  speculations  ushered 
in  to  lead  the  House  from  its  duty.  They  ought 
to  have  the  necessary  information. 

Mr.  Maoost  said  he  would  treat  these  people 
as  he  would  the  people  of  every  other  Territo- 
ry.    They  were  a  part  of  the  nation,  and  so 
Vol.  IV.— 21 


ought  to  he  considered.  There  ought  to  be  no 
question  as  to  what  stock  they  sprung  from; 
the  true  question  was,  ought  they  to  be  a  State? 
The  true  policy,  Mr.  M.  thought,  was,,  as  they 
were  to  become  a  part  of  the  United  States,  to 
make  them  one  and  indivisible.as  soon  as  possi- 
ble. They  had  already  served  a  sufficient  ap- 
prenticeship to  the  United  States,  but  not  un- 
der a  free  Government,  for  the  Territorial  gov- 
ernments were  not  free.  The  advantage  of  ex- 
acting of  them  the  condition  of  using  the  same 
language,  was  a^eat  one.  How  could  they  be 
made  one  with  the  United  States  unless  by  the 
use  of  the  same  language  ?  Mr.  M.  wished  to 
treat  this  Territoiy  as  well  as  the  others,  and 
no  better ;  he  would  not  treat  one  as  a  daughter 
and  the  other  as  a  step-daughter.  He  was  as 
willing  now  to  make  Orleans  a  State  as  he  had 
been  to  make  Ohio  a  State.  The  great  object 
is  to  make  us  one  people ;  to  make  this  nation 
one.  As  to  the  Mississippi  Territory,  it  had  not 
served  a  much  longer  apprenticeship  than  Or- 
leans, having  only  been  acquired  by  the  treaty 
with  Spain  in  1795.  The  people  of  Orleans 
possessed  certainly  as  strong  an  attachment  to 
the  nation  ^3  could  be  expected  from  the  time 
they  had  belonged  to  it.  When  the  Spaniards 
invaded  the  Territory,  they  stepped  forward 
promptly  to  repel  them ;  and  when  some  citi- 
zens of  the  old  States  forgot  the  love  every 
honest  heart  owes  to  his  country,  they  showed 
their  attachment  to  the  Union  by  the  readiness 
with  which  they  lent  their  aid  to  repel  them. 
To  make  them  a  State  would  make  that  attach- 
ment stm  greater,  and  it  was  therefore  advisa- 
ble to  act  on  the  subject. 

The  committee  now  rose,  reported  progress, 
and  asked  leave  to  sit  again ;  but  before  leave 
was  granted,  the  House  adjourned. 


Feidat,  January  4. 
Territory  of  Orleans. 

The  House  resolved  itself  into  a  Committee 
of  the  Whole  on  the  bill  for  admitting  the  Ter- 
ritory of  Orleans  into  the  Union  as  an  inde- 
pendent State,  &c. 

Mr.  Whbatost. — Whenever  a  biU  is  offered 
for  our  sanction,  in  order  that  it  may  become  a 
law,  it  is  proper,  before.we  give  it  such  sanc- 
tion, that  we  should  inquire  whether  the  sub- 
ject of  it  is  such  as  we  have  constitutional  au- 
thority to  legislate  upon ;  and  if  so,  whether, 
from  a  consideration  of  time  and  circumstances, 
it  be  expedient  so  to  do. 

It  appears  to  me  that  the  bill  now  before  us 
is  objectionable  on  both  these  grounds,  and,  if 
so,  there  is  a  double  reason  why  it  should  not 
pass.  A  few  moments  will  be  sufficient  for  the 
remarks  I  have  to  make  upon  either ;  and,  if 
they  shall  be  deemed  of  no  consequence,  there 
will  be  this  consolation,  that  they  wiU  have  oc- 
cupied but  very  little  time. 

The  subject  of  this  biU  is  the  Orleans  Terri- 
tory, and  the  object  of  it,  to  form  that  Territo- 
ry into  a  State,  the  people  of  which  are  to  be 
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subject  to  the  same  duties,  and  entitled  to  the 
same  privileges,  as  the -people  of.  the  United 
States  in  their  federative  capacity.  It  will  be 
observed  that  our  constitution,  by  its  enacting 
clause,  was  ordained  and  established  for  the 
then  United  States  of  America.  The  United 
States  being  thus  included,  implies  an  exclusion 
of  all-  others.  It  may,  therefore,  be  fairly  con- 
cluded that  those  that  framed  this  constitution, 
and  those  that  adopted  it,  never  intended  that 
its  immediate  operation  should  extend  to  any 
people  that  did  not  then,  or  that  should  not 
thereafter  be  included  within  the  limits  of  the 
United  States ;  that  they  did  not  intend  to  en- 
ter into  a  partnership  of  this  sort  without  some 
knowledge  of  those  that  should  compose  it, 
lest  the  improper  conduct  of  some  might  end 
in  the  ruin  of  all.  The  Territory  of  Orleans 
certainly  was  not  within  the  limits  of  the 
United  States  when  the  constitution  was  estab- 
lished.. It  was  known  to  be  otherwise.  The 
people  there  were  foreigners  to  us,  and  subjects 
of  another  Government.  That  it  could  not 
have  been  intended  that  the  constitution  should 
embrace  these  people  and  this  Territory,  may 
be  argued  from  the  extreme  danger  of  carrying 
the  principle  into  operation.  If  we  may  extend 
our  limits  at  all,  without  the  consent  of  the 
people,  further  than  what  is  expressed  in  the 
constitution,  who  can  tell  where  will  be  our  ul- 
timate bounds,  or  what  number  of  States  we 
may  have  in  the  Union  ?  Purchase  and  con- 
quest are  objects  of  ambition.  The  great  Na- 
poleon may  have  more  land  to  sell,  and  Spain 
now  possess  what  she  cannot  retain.  May  we 
not,  in  time,  have  the  whole  of  South  Ameri- 
ca, some  of  the  West  India  islands,  and,  possi- 
bly, Great  Britain  ?  And  if  so,  upon  the  same 
principle  that  we  form  the  Territory  of  Orleans 
into  a  State,  we  may  form  these  Territories  into 
as  many  separate  States  as' we  please,  and  ad- 
mit them  into  the  Union  with  all  the  powers 
and  privileges  that  any  of  our  States  now  pos- 
sess and  enjoy.  Then  what  will  become  of  the 
Old  United  States,  who  first  entered  into  the 
compact  contained  in  the  constitution,  and  for 
whose  benefit  alone  that  instrument  was  made 
and  executed.  Instead  of  thesd  new  States  be- 
ing annexed  to  us,  we  shall  be  annexed  to  them, 
lose  our  independence,  .and  become  altogether 
subject  to  their  control.  Besides,  it  may  be 
recollected,  that,  when  our  independence  and 
national  existence  was  acknowledged  by  the 
other  nations  of  the  world,  the  Territory  now 
proposed  to  be  received  into  the  Union  made 
no  part  of  the  United  States  so  acknowledged ; 
if,  therefore,  this  be  done,  a  jealousy  may  be 
created  in  those  other  nations,  and,  possibly, 
they  may  have  some  reason  to  complain  that, 
in  addition  to  the  immense  increase  of  popula- 
tion within  our  ancient  limits,  we  should  ex- 
tend our  bomidaries  so  far  as  to  include  other 
countries.  This,  however,  by  those  who  jus- 
tify the  Governments  of  other  nations  in  the 
pursuit  of  their  projects  for  universal  domina- 
tion, will  be  thought  deserving  of  very  little 


consideration.  But,  it  may  be  well  questioned 
how  far  the  taking  of  positions  that  may  lead 
to  war  comports  with  that  pacific  disposition 
which  the  people  of  the  United  States  have 
been  so  anxious  to  maintain ;  and,  whether  the 
obligation  they  have  placed  themselves  under, 
by  adopting  the  constitution,  to  guaranty  to 
every  State  in  the  Union  a  republican  fonn_  of 
government,  and  to  protect  each  of  them  against 
invasion,  can  be  made  to  extend  to  the  Orleans 
Territory  ;  or,  whether  the  President  can  have 
any  authority  to  send  our  militia  there  to  repel 
any  invasion  or  suppress  any  insurrection  that 
may  happen  there,  are  inquiries  worth  some 
attention  before  we  pass  this  act.  And  there 
will  be  found  another  difficulty  in  the  way  of 
carrying  the  object  of  it  into  full  effect.  If  the 
people  of  that  Territory  are  admitted  into  the 
Union  as  a  State,  on  an  equal  footing  with  any 
of  the  now  United  States,  they  will  have  a  right 
to  send  to  our  Legislature  not  only  R,epresenta- 
tives  in  proportion  to  their  numbers,  but,  also, 
two  Senators,  and  the .  constitution  makes  it  a 
necessary  qualification  for  a  Senator  that  he 
should  have  been  a  citizen  of  the  United  States 
at  least  nine  years,  a  period  further  back  than 
it  can  be  pretended  that  any  of  the  people  of 
that  Territory  ever  belonged  16  the  United 
States,  unless  they  be  emigrants,  and  have  not, 
thereby,  lost  their  citizenship.  And  a  Presi- 
dent of  the  United  States  they  never  can  have 
from  among  their  own  people,  unless  he  be  yet 
to  be  born,  for  no  person  except  a  natural  born 
citizen,  or  a  citizen  of  the  United  States  at  the 
time  of  the  adoption  of  the  constitution,  can 
be  eligible  to  the  office  of  President.  But,  it 
has  been  said  that  Congress  have  already  passed 
a  law,  wherein  they  have  stipulated  with  those 
people,  that  they  shall  be  formed  into  a  State 
when  they  shall  have  gained  a  certain  number 
of  inhabitants.  In  answer  to  this,  it  is  suffi- 
cient to  say  that,  if  it  be  incorrect  to  promise 
to  do  a  wrong  thing,  it  is  more  incorrect  stiU 
to  (i)  it.  If  this  bill  be  unconstitutional,  so 
was  that  law. 

But,  in  opposition  to  all  this,  it  will,  undoubt- 
edly, be  said  that  several  new  States  have  been 
formed  by  Congress  since  the  adoption  of  the 
constitution,  and  that  they  are  well  authorized 
by  that  instrument.  This  is  admitted.  "  New 
States  may  be  admitted  by  the  Congress  into 
this  Union."  But,  if  we  look  into  the  article 
where  this  authority  is  to  be  found,  we  shall 
find  it  applicable  to  the  territories  then  included 
within  the  limits  of  the  United  States,  or  to  a 
division  of  some  of  the  States  then  already 
formed ;  beyond  which,  it  is  believed,  this  au- 
thority has  never  been  exercised.  The  Old 
Confederation  did  expressly  authorize  the  ad- 
mission, of  Canada  into  the  Union,  but  the  pres- 
ent constitution  does  not.  If  such  an  authority 
had  been  proposed  to  have  "been  given  to  Con- 
gress by  it,  perhaps  it  had  never  been  adopted. 

If,  however,  it  should  be  believed  that  this 
bill  might  pass  into  a  law,  in  strict  conformity 
with  the  spirit  and  letter  of  the  constitution,  it 
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is  apprehended  that  th^  measure  ■would  be  ex- 
tremely impolitic  and  inexpedient  at  the  pres- 
ent moment.  "We  have  not  even  the  possession 
of  a  part  of  the  country  proposed  to  be  em- 
braced by  this  bill,  and  both  title  and  posses- 
sion have  been  disputed.  It  is  true  we  have 
bought  the  whole  country,  and  dearly  paid  for 
it,  but  stiU,  if  we  have  not  a  just  title,  we  ought 
not  to  expect  to  hold  it ;  and  it  is  now  admitted 
to  be  a  subject  of  negotiation ;  and,  even  if  our 
titles  shall  be  found  to  be  good,  and  we  gain  a 
peaceable  possession,  stUl,  if  we  have  a  right  to 
buy  a  thing,  I  know  not  why  we  may  not  sell 
it.  But,  as  the  expediency  of  this  measure  has 
been  considered  by  other  gentlemen,  I  forbear 
to  add  to  the  remarks  I  have  already  made. 

Mr.  MiLLEE  said  it  would  be  observed  that 
there  were  two  applications  to  this  House  for 
admission  into  the  Union  as  States ;  one  from 
the  Mississippi  Territory,  and  the  other  from 
the  Orleans  Territory.  Tlie  latter  only,  said 
he,  is  contemplated  by  the  bill  before  you. 
Neither  of  these  Territories  have  the  number 
of  inhabitants  required  by  law  to  enable  them 
to  demand  their  admission  into  the  Union  as  a 
matter  of  right.  It  may,  therefore,  be  said 
with  propriety  to  be  an  application  for  a  favor, 
going  directly  to  an  amicable  discussion,  and 
which  we  may  grant  or  refuse  without  running 
the  risk  of  breaking  any  legal  or  moral  obliga- 
tion. 

It  has  been  objected  against  this  bill  that  the 
population  of  the  State  proposed  wiU  not  be 
American.  Without  intimating  how  far  this 
consideration  may  have  influence  on  my  mind, 
under  the  circumstances  in  which  that  country 
has  been  lately  placed,  I  cannot,  however,  but 
remark  that  it  is  natural  for  man  to  carry  his 
feelings  and  prejudices  about  him.  I  was  born 
in  Virginia,  sir,  and  I  have  not  yet  lost  some 
of  my  Virginia  feelings,  notwithstanding  an  ab- 
sence of  fifteen  years,  and  I  cannot  see  why  we 
should  expect  the  people  of  Orleans  to  act  and 
feel  differently  from  other  people,  more  partic- 
ularly, when  the  French  nation  is  towering  so 
far  above  the  other  nations  of  the  earth ;  they 
will  have  a  secret  pride  in  their  glory,  they  will 
have  some  attachments,  to  what  extent  I  can- 
not say ;  but,  inasmuch  as  we  know  that  if  we 
send  Paddy  to  Paris,  that  Paddy  he  will  come 
back,  the  idea  is  certainly  not  unworthy  of  our 
consideration. 

The  bin  on  your  table  has  another  objection, 
of  some  weight  with  me,  in  relation  to  its  poli- 
cy. You  propose  to  do  them  a  favor  by  grant- 
ing them  an  admission  to  the  rank  of  other 
States  before  they  can  legally  demand  it,  and, 
at  the  same  time,  you  propose  terms  beyond 
which  they  cannot  go.  This,  sir,  resembles 
Very  much  a  polite  invitation  to  walk  in,  but 
under  an  injunction  to  see  that  your  feet  are 
well  cleaned,  and  your  toes  turned  out.  It  is  a 
niggardly  sort  of  policy  that  I  am  sorry  to  see 
engrafted  in  the  bill.  If  you  design  to  be  lib- 
eral, be  so ;  do  not  destroy  your  liberahty  by 
an  ungenerous  sentiment. 


Again,  sir,  there  are  objections  to  the  bill,  as 
presented,  that  renders  it  impossible  for  me  to 
give  it  my  sanction.  It  will  be  seen,  sir,  that 
the  bfll  proposes  to  annex  that  portion  of  "West 
Florida  in  dispute  between  this  and  the  Spanish 
Government  to  the  State  to  be  formed  out  of 
the  Territory  of  Orleans.  The  President  has 
declared  to  the  world  that  this  portion  of  the 
country,  in  our  hands,  shall  be  subject  to  mu- 
tual arrangements,  hereafter  to  be  entered  into 
between  the  two  Governments.  But,  once  an- 
nex it  to  a  State  and  the  power  to  negotiate 
ceases.  What  power  have  we  to  negotiate 
about  the  territory  of  any  of  the  States  ?  "We 
have  none. 

Again,  sir,  I  never  will  consent  that  the  bay 
of  Mobile  shall  be  annexed  to  any  State  which 
includes  New  Orleans  and  the  mouth  of  the 
Mississippi,  unless,  indeed,  they  are  both  in- 
cluded in  the  same  State  with  the  whole  coun- 
try north,  up  to  the  Tennessee  line. 

If  you  annex  "West  Florida  to  the  State  to  be 
composed  of  the  Orleans  Territory,  they  will 
then  possess  a  narrow  slip  of  the  country,  in- 
cluding nearly  the  whole  of  the  seacoast  of  Or- 
leans, (including  the  bay  of  Mobile,)  with  a 
most  extensive  up-country,  composed  of  a  great 
part  of  the  Mississippi  Territory,  and,  I  may 
say,  Tennessee,  wholly  dependent  on  them,  per- 
haps, for  leave  to  go  out  into  the  bay,  and,  cer- 
tainly, for  the  improvement  of  its  navigation. 
And  this,  sir,  is  rendered  more  probable,  as  we 
know  men  act  mostly  for  their  own  interest. 
And,  as  New  Orleans,  from  its  present  popula- 
tion, win  govern  the  councils  of  that  State,  let 
me  ask,  sir,  if  it  will  not  be  their  interest,  as 
much  as  possible,  to  divert  the  trade  and  capi- 
tal from  the  Mobile  to  the  Mississiji^i  ?  And 
what  security  have  we  that  she  will  not  do  so  ? 
None ;  and  from  the  nature  of  our  Government 
can  have  none. 

Upon  the  plan  I  propose,  from  the  extent  of 
the  country  proposed  to  be  annexed,  the  peo- 
ple who  inhabit  it,  in  time,  will  have  the  pre- 
ponderance, and  their  interest  will  dictate  the 
proper  course  to  be  pursued  in  relation  to  the 
free  passage  of  the  MobUe. 

"We  may,  also,  with  some  certainty,  pro- 
nounce that  the  population  of  the  Mississippi,  if 
it  is  not  now,  will,  in  a  few  years,  be  the  great- 
est slave  population,  in  proportion  to  the  whites, 
of  any  country  in  the  United  States.  Is  it,  then, 
of  no  consequence  to  have  those  settlements  so 
connected  with  others,  composed  of  whites,  as 
that  they  may,  at  all  times,  be  able,  within  the 
limits  of  their  jurisdiction,  to  suppress  insurrec- 
tions of  that  sort  ?  Is  not  this  a  consideration 
that  ought  to  be  taken  into  account  ?  I,  there- 
fore, move  you,  sir,  to  strike  out  the  whole  of 
the  bill,  from  the  words  "  a  bill,"  for  the  ptu-- 
pose  of  inserting  a  section  by  way  of  amend- 
ment, the  effect  of  which  will  be  to  consolidate 
both  the  Territories  into  a  single  State,  which 
will  include  the  whole  of  the  country  belong- 
ing to  the  United  States,  east  of  the  Mississippi, 
and  south  of  the  State  of  Tennessee.    This  plan 
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■will  avoid  tlie  objections  made  to  the  want  of 
numbers,  and  will  give,  also,  an  American  pop- 
ulation to  the  State,  if  that  should  be  desirable ; 
and  will,  also,  avoid  the  difficulty  occasioned 
from  the  situation  in  which  West  Florida  is  at 
this  time  placed.  To  this  plan  I  can  see  but 
one  objection  that  ought  to  have  any  sort  of  in- 
fluence, and  that,  sir,  exists  more  in  idea  than 
reality.  It  is  to  the  size  of  the  proposed  State. 
Divide  and  subdivide  this  country  as  you  will, 
their  interests,  in  a  political  point  of  view,  will 
be  the  same.  Their  representation  in  this  Ploute 
will  neither  be  increased  nor  diminished  by  a 
consolidation.  In  the  Senate,  the  plan  proposed  is 
greatly  to  the  advantage  of  the  old  States.  In 
that  House,  they  will  have  but  two  Senators 
instead  of  four  or  six,  according  to  the  number 
of  States  that  may  be  made. 

There  is,  also,  no  legal  objection  to  this- plan. 
The  Treaty  of  1803  with  the  French  Eepublic, 
only  provides  for  their  admission  into  the  Union, 
without  regard  to  their  territorial  limits,  and 
there  is  no  law  repugnant  to  the  plan. 

Mr.  Ghomon  said  that  the  observations  of 
the  gentleman  from  North  Carolina  ^r.  Macon) 
had  rendered  it  unnecessary  for  him  to  make 
many  of  the  remarks  to  the  committee  which 
he  had  intended.  In  no  point  of  view,  said  Mr. 
G.,  in  which  this  subject  has  been  considered, 
can  I  perceive  any  reason  for  adopting  the 
amendment  offered  by  the  gentleman  from  Ten- 
nessee, (Mr.  MiLLBE.)  If  that  gentleman  will 
only  advert  to  the  treaty  of  cession  between 
France  and  the  United  States,  and  to  the  act  of 
Congress  passed  pursuant  to  that  treaty,  he  will 
readily  discover  that  the  amendment  he  pro- 
poses cannot  be  sanctioned  without  a  manifest 
violation  5f  public  faith.  By  the  third  article 
of  the  treaty,  it  is  stipulated  that  "  the  inhab- 
itants of  the  ceded  territory  shall  be  incorpora- 
ted in  the  union  of  the  United  States,  and  ad- 
mitted as  soon  as  possible,  according  to  the 
principles  of  the  Federal  Constitution,  to  the  en- 
joyment of  all  the  rights,  advantages,  and  im- 
munities of  citizens  of  the  United  States."  On 
the  second  of  March,  1805,  Congress  proceeded 
by  an  act  of  legislation  to  fulftl  this  engagement 
with  France ;  and  accordingly,  by  the  7th  sec- 
tion of  that  act,  provided  "  that  whenever  it  shall 
be  ascertained  by  an  actual  census  or  enumera- 
tion of  the  inhabitants  of  the  Territory  of  Or- 
leans, taken  by  proper  authority,  that  the  num- 
ber of  free  inhabitants  included  therein  shall 
amount  to  sixty  thousand,  they  shall  thereupon 
be  authorized  to  form  for  themselves  a  consti- 
tution and  State  government,  and  be  admitted 
into  the  Union  upon  the  footing  of  the  original 
States,  in  all  respects  whatever,  conformably  to 
the  provisions  of  the  3d  article  of  the  treaty 
concluded  at  Paris  on  the  thirtieth  of  April,  one 
thousand  eight  hundred  and  three,  between  the 
United  States  and  the  French  Republic."  Now, 
if  to  the  Orleans  Territory  you  add  the  Missis- 
sippi Territory,  and  of  the  two  erect  one  State, 
you  evidently  will  not  comply  either  with  your 
stiptdations  with  the  French  Eepublic,  or  with 


your  covenant  to  the  Orleans  Territory.  For, 
by  these  you  have  agreed  that  Orleans  shall  be- 
come a  State  and  not  part  of  a  State  only ;  and 
there  is  a  wide  and  substantial  distinction  be- 
tween incorporating  that  Territory,  together 
with  other  Territories  into  a  single  State,  as  but 
a  fractional  part  thereof,  and  authorizing  the 
people  of  that  Territory  "  to  form  for  themselves 
a  constitution  and  State  government,  and  to  be 
admitted  into  the  Union  upon  the  footing  of  the 
original  States."  In  the  former  case  they  may 
possibly  have  no  influence  whatever  in  appoint- 
ments to  the  other  branch  of  the  Legislature, 
and  all  their  interior  regulations  may  also,  by 
possibility,  be  dictated  to  them  by  an  ascendant 
population  in  the  remainder  of  the  State.  In 
the  latter  case  they  will,  of  course,  have  the  en- 
tire direction  in  regard  to  their  system  of  police 
and  their  State  institutions,  and  will  moreover 
have  a  right,  not  participated  in  by  any  other 
persons,  of  sending  two  Senators  to  Congress. 
In  fact  they  will  be  a  distinct  State  sovereignty. 
Surely,  then,  there  is  a  great  and  obvious  differ- 
ence between  what  we  have  so  often  promised 
these  people,  and  what  is  now  proposed  for 
them. 

Mr.  Bibb  conceived  that  the  House  could  not 
adopt  such  an  amendment  as  that  proposed, 
without  the  consent  of  Georgia;  for  without 
her  consent  they  could  not  make  an  addition  to 
or  division  of  the  Mississippi  Temtory.  It  was 
true,  he  said,  that  he  had  on  a  former  day  pro- 
posed to  make  an  addition  of  territory  to  the 
Mississippi  Territory,  but  it  was  only  during 
such  time  as  it  should  remain  a  Territory.  To' 
this  there  could  be  no  objection,  as  there  was 
no  prohibition  to  it  in  the  compact.  It  had 
been  his  intention,  if  the  House  had  thought 
proper  to  sanction  his  motion,  to  have  made  a 
proposition  to  the  State  of  Georgia  to  admit 
that  territory  to  be  incorporated  with  the  Mis- 
sissippi. The  amendment  now  offered  evident- 
ly proposed  a  violation  of  the  compact  with 
Georgia. 

Mr.  Maoon  said  this  biU  had  taken  rather  a 
curious  course.  The  principle  and  detail  had 
both  been  attacked ;  and  yet  no  proposal  had 
been  made  to  try  whether  the  House  would 
legislate  on  the  subject.  He  had  j^roposed  an 
amendment  to  do  away  some  of  the  objections 
to  th.e  detail ;  but  instead  of  being  allowed  to 
amend  the  bill,  the  House  were  met  by  a  con- 
stitutional objection,  from  the  gentleman  from 
Massachusetts  (Mr.  Wheaton)  to  the  power  of 
Congress  to  make  a  State.  If  this  objection 
was  good,  Mr.  M.  said,  he  admitted  the  bill 
ought  not  to  pass;  for,  Mr.  M.  said,  on  this 
point  he  could  not  agree  with  the  gentleman 
from  Tennessee,  that  because  a  treaty  had  been 
made  in  relation  to  itj  it  was  too  lale-to  object 
to  the  constitutionality.  Mr.  M.  said  no;  it 
was  never  too  late  to  return  to  the  constitution. 
If  the  article  of  the  constitution,  however,  did 
not  mean  that  Congress  might  take  States  out 
of  new  Territories,  what  did  it  mean  ?  There 
was  no  occasion  for  it  in  relation  to  the  old  Ter- 
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ritories ;  for  the  ordinance  of  the  Old  Congress 
had  secured  to  them  the  right ;  and  these  ordi- 
nances were  as  binding  as  the  treaties  which 
Congress  had  entered  into.  The  change  of  the 
form  of  Government  did  not  affect  national 
obligations.  The  right  to  become  States  was 
one  which  Congress  could  not  take  from  the 
old  Territories.  The  right  of  creating  States 
out  of  acquired  Territories,  was  one  which  he 
had  always  contended  for;  and  it  had  been 
stated  by  at  least  one  of  those  who  formed  the 
constitution,  that  this  article  had  reference  to 
Canada.  "  New  States  may  be  admitted  by  the 
Congress  into  the  Union."  At  the  time  this 
provision  was  made,  Florida  and  Louisiana 
were  not  thought  of.  Canada  was  the  Territory 
kept  in  view.  Much,  sir,  said  Mr.  M.,  as  the 
United  States  wanted  the  southern  country, 
and  great  as  is  the  convenience  of  possessing  it, 
I  never  would  have  consented  to  have  taken  it 
to  have  kept  them  in  Territorial  government 
forever.  I  do  not  want  provinces.  I  am  ex- 
tremely sorry,  sir,  that  whenever  this  subject 
is  agitated,  we  are  met  by  the  objection  that 
these  people  are  of  French  descent.  I  have 
before  expressed  my  opinion  on  this  subject, 
and  it  is  needless  to  repeat  it ;  but  if  gentlemen 
wish  them  to  become  our  brethren  in  reality, 
make  them  our  equals  ;  act  just  towards  them. 
Do  unto  them  as  you  would  they  should  do 
unto  you,  aid  make  them  your  friends.  I 
know  an  opinion  is  entertained  that  only  those 
who  are  of  the  favored  race  can  be  free.  I 
know,  sir,  that  the  English  nation  has  been 
freer  than  any  other ;  but  the  time  has  been 
that  Holland,  Sweden,  and  others,  have  been 
free — ^power,  however,  overcame  right,  and  the 
people  lost  their  liberties. 

I  cannot  consider  it  any  question  for  our  con- 
sideration, who  shall  be  their  Senators  and  who 
their  Representatives.  They  have  had  some 
time  a  delegate,  and  will  find  delegates  in  the 
Senate  as  well  as  the  House  of  Eepresentatives. 
It  seems  to  me,  sir,  that  the  gentleman  from 
Tennessee  need  not  to  have  referred  to  the  dis- 
pute between  the  Potomac  and  the  Delaware, 
because  the  constitution  has  put  an  end  to  these 
sources  of  strife.  It  is  true,  sir,  that  the  Orleans 
Territory  is  a  slave  country,  and  I  would  be 
glad  if  they  could  get  clear  of  them ;  but  that 
does  not  at  all  affect  this  question. 

The  present  situation  of  Mobile  and  Orleans 
is  the  reason  why  I  want  some  alteration  in  the 
bill.  I  would  rather  not  have  them  under  the 
same  Govei-nment.  I  have  endeavored  to  ascer- 
tain the  present  popnlation  of  the  Orleans  Ter- 
ritory, so  called.  There  is  a  difference  of 
opinion  among  those  well  informed  on  the  sub- 
ject,from  45,000  to  55,000.  He  wished  gentlemen 
would  permit  them  to  try  the  question  on  the 
principle  of  the  bill,  and  ascertain  whether  the 
House  would  do  any  thing  with  it  or  not. 

Mr.  PoErofxTEE  observed  that  the  proposi- 
tion of  the  gentleman  from  Tennessee  for  incor- 
porating the  present  Mississippi  Territory  with 
West  Florida  and  the  Island  of  Orleans,  to  the 


sea,  with  a  view  to  form  of  the  whole  one  State, 
did  not  meet  his  approbation.  From  the  Ten- 
nessee line,  which  would  be  the  northern  boun- 
dary of  the  State,  to  the  confluence  of  the  Mis- 
sissippi with  the  bay  of  Mexico,  is  a  distance  of 
from  eight  hundred  to  a  thousand  miles,  in  the 
nearest  direction,  and  following  the  meanders  of 
the  river,  not  less  in  my  opinion  than  twelve 
hundred  miles.  Taking  the  distance  generally 
from  the  Mississippi  to  the  Georgia  Une,  I  should 
judge  it  to  be  j|bout  five  hundred  miles,  and 
from  the  northernmost  point  of  the  State  of 
Georgia  to  the  junction  of  the  Chatahoochee 
with  the  sea,  cannot  be  far  short  of  a  thousand 
miles.  This  vast  tract  of  country,  in  my  hum- 
ble conception,  is  too  extensive  for  the  purpose 
of  local  State  government.  Indeed,  sir,  it  could 
hardly  be  expected,  over  such  an  immense 
territory,  interspersed  with  numerous  tribes  of 
Indians,  that  even  the  Executive  functionaries 
of  Government  could  be  able  to  perform  their 
duty  in  the  execution  of  their  laws. 

That  geographical  limits,  other  than  those 
which  now  divide  the  Orleans  and  Mississippi 
Territories,  miglit  be  designated,  to  comport 
more  with  the  future  convenience  and  prosperi- 
ty of  the  country,  cannot  be  denied.  I  would 
suggest  for  the  reflection  of  gentlemen  who  have 
to  act  on  this  subject,  the  expediency  of  making 
the  great  river  Mississippi  the  high  road  be- 
tween the  Eastern  and  Western  States,  to  be 
formed  on  its  waters ;  that  no  one  State  should 
possess  both  banks  of  that  river.  In  that  event, 
to  commence  on  the  eastern  shore  at  the  mouth 
of  the  Yazoo,  in  latitude  32  30 ;  thence  in  a  direct 
line  to  the  head-waters  of  the  Ohatahoocliee, 
thence  to  the  sea,  and  along  the  coast,  in  a 
southwestern  direction,  to  Lake  Barrataria, 
thence  up  the  Chafalaga  to  its  junction  with  the 
Mississippi,  and  thence,  up  that  river  to  the 
mouth  of  the  Yazoo.  This  tract  of  country 
would  include  about  three  degrees  of  latitude ; 
it  would  combine  ■  all  the  settlements  on  the 
Eastern  side  of  the  Mississippi,  except  the  county 
of  Madison,  which  could  be  disposed  of  as  the 
wisdom  of  Congress  might  hereafter  direct. 
There  are  various  political  considerations  which 
operate  in  favor  of  the  formation  of  such  a 
State.  The  people  of  the  Territory  of  Orleans 
are  petitioning  to  become  an  independent  State, 
and  I  for  one  hope  the  prayer  of  their  petition 
will  in  substance  be  granted.  It  is  said  that  the 
French  population  of  the  city  of  New  Orleans 
are  unfriendly  to  the  American  Government. 
That  they  have  strong  prejudices  in  favor  of 
France.  Although,  sir,  I  do  not  attach  so 
much  importance  to  that  circumstance  as  some 
gentlemen  do,  I  am  wilUng  to  admit  that  French 
emigrants  in  Louisiana  feel  an  attachment  to 
their  native  country.  I  do  not  blush  to  say 
that  were  I  in  France,  or  any  other  foreign 
country,  I  could  never  forget  that  I  was  born 
an  American  citizen.  I  could  never  relinquish 
my  attachments  to  the  land  of  freedom,  in 
which  I  inhaled  my  first  breath.  Judging  there- 
fore, of  the  feelings  of  others,  by  my  own,  I 
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cannot  doubt  that  many  influential  French  in- 
habitants of  New  OrleanB  entertain  a  predilec- 
tion for  the  country  which  gave  them  birth. 
But,  sir,  within  the  limits  which  I  have  submit- 
ted to  the  consideration  of  the  committee,  there 
is  an  American  population  at  least  sufficient  to 
neutralize  every  exotic  prejudice  vphich  may 
exist  in  New  Orleans.  A  people  whose  origin, 
whose  feelings  and  principles  are  American,  and 
who  are  prepared  to  rally  around  the  standard 
of  the  constitution,  in  every  scene  of  difficulty 
and  of  danger. 
Mr.  Millke's  amendment  was  not  agreed  to. 


Monday,  January  14. 
Orleans  Territory. 
The  House  resumed  the  consideration  of  the 
engrossed  bUl  to  enable  the  people  of  the  Terri- 
tory of  Orleans  to  form  a  constitution  and  State 
government,  and  for  the  admission  of  such  State 
into  the  Union  on  an  equal  footing  with  the  ori- 
ginal States,  and  for  other  purposes. 
The  bill  being  on  its  final  passage — 
Mr.  Pitkin  said  he  had  heretofore  stated  that 
he  had  some  objections  to  the  bill,  which  he  had 
intended  to  have  stated  to  the  House  when  the 
bUl  was  capable  of  amendment,  but  that  he  had 
not  an  opportunity  so  to  do.  I  have  stated,  said 
Mr.  P.,  that  it  was  probable  there  would  be 
some  difficulty  between  Orleans,  when  it  be- 
comes a  State,  and  the  United  States,  respecting 
the  extent  of  the  State  westward.  I  stated  that 
the  United  States,  in  consequence  of  the  pur- 
chase of  Louisiana  with  the  same  extent  that  it 
had  when  Spain  and  France  possessed  it,  had 
claimed  the  territory  as  far  as  the  river  called 
Kio  Bravo  ;  that  the  negotiations  on  this  sub- 
ject between  the  Governments  of  the  United 
States  and  Spain  were  probably  unknown  to 
many  members  of  the  House,  and  that  it  re- 
quired a  pretty  accurate  knowledge  of  them,  of 
the  extent  of  the  claim,  and  of  the  geography 
of  the  country,  to  understand  precisely  what  I 
meant.  I  stated  that  there  was  an  extent  of 
country  between  a  meridional  line  passing 
through  Nacogdoches  and  Pvio  Bravo,  of  four  or 
five  hundred  miles  in  width,  which  the  United 
States  had  claimed  as  being  their  property.  In 
the  negotiations  between  the'  two  conntries,  the 
United  States  offered  to  cede  all  the  country 
between  the  Eio  Bravo  and  the  Colorado  run- 
ning east  of  it  to  Spain,  on  the  condition  that 
Spain  would  cede  to  the  United  States  all  the 
territory  west  of  the  Perdido.  This  proposition 
was  rejected.  Our  Commissioners  were  in- 
structed to  assert  our  title  As  far-  as  the  Eio 
Bravo,  or  at  least  to  the  Bay  of  St.  Bernard. 
It  is  so  stated  by  the  President  of  the  United 
States  in  the  introduction  to  the  compilation  of 
the  land  laws,  in  which  he  states  that  we  un- 
questionably have  a  right  to  the  country  as  far 
west  as  the  sources  of  the  rivers  which  fall  into 
the  Mississippi,  to  the  sources  of  the  Red  River, 
Arkansas,  and  Missouri ;  that  with  respect  to 
the  territory  immediately  bounding  on  the  Gulf 


of  Mexico,  we  have  claims  to  the  "  province  of 
Texas,"  which  it  is  well  known  is  a  very  large 
province.  By  the  bill  before  us,  according  to 
this  construction,  jurisdiction  is  extended  over 
this  very  province  ;  and  it  may  be,  and  in  fact 
will  be,  in  the  power  of  the  State  of  Orleans  tp 
say  that  our  limits  extend  so  far,  and  therefore 
to  extend  their  jurisdiction  in  like  manner.  In 
my  apprehension,  therefore,  it  is  important, 
while  we  are  making  this  Territory. a  State, 
where  the  boundaries  are  disputed,  to  retain  in 
our  own  hands  the  power  of  settling  them.  It 
is  known  that,  by  the  law  which  passed  provid- 
ing for  the  government  of  the  Territory  of  Or- 
leans, we  had  liberty  to  alter  the  boundary  be- 
fore we  made  them  a  State,  but  not  after.  Will 
it  not  be  in  the  power  of  the  new  State  to  insist 
on  their  right  to  jurisdiction  over  the  territory, 
at  least  as  far  west  as  the  Colorado,  and  to  pre- 
vent the  United  States  from  ceding  any  part  of 
it?  For  instance,  sir,  the  United  States  may 
wish,  as  we  have  taken  Florida  as  far  as  the 
Perdido,  subject  to  future  negotiation,  to  make 
this  arrangement :  to  cede  to  Spain  a  certain 
proportion  west  for  East  Florida.  Now,  su-,  I 
ask  when  we  have  made  this  country  a  State  if 
we  can  do  this  ?  I  believe  it  will  be  said  by 
eveiy  person  that  we  cannot,  after  she  becomes 
a  State,  alter  the  boundaries  without  her  con- 
sent. I  do  apprehend,  therefore,  there  wiU  be 
difficulties  on  the  subject  hereafter,  if  the  Unit- 
ed States  should  attempt  to  settle  the  boundary 
in  a  manner  disagreeable  to  the  State ;  because, 
if  they  cannot  extend  their  jurisdiction  west  of 
a  meridional  line  passing  through  Nacogdoches, 
the  territory  will  be  in  extent  east  and  west  but 
about  one  hundred  miles,  and  north  and  south 
about  one  hundred  and  twenty,  and  this  wiE 
make  them  comparatively  a  small  State. 

As  the  United  States  have  settled  a  provi- 
sional line,  to  wit  :  a  meridional  line  through 
Nacogdoches,  it  should  not  be  in  the  power  of 
the  new  State  to  extend  its  jurisdiction  beyond 
that  line.  Provision  might,  be  made  in  this 
way:  The  western  boundary  might  be  made 
to  conform  to  the  provisional  line ;  and  a  pro- 
vision might  then  be  made  that  there  should  be 
reserved  to  the  United  States  the  privilege  of 
adding  to  it  whatever  land  it  should  acquire 
westwardly.  Such  a  provision  would  leave  us 
at  liberty  to  settle  the  limits  without  the  inter- 
ference of  that  State,  and  without,  I  apprehend, 
much  difficulty.  This  was  done  in  relation  to 
the  State  of  Ohio.  Unless  the  right  had  been 
reserved,  the  consent  of  the  State  would  have 
been  necessary  to  a  cession,  or  other  alteration 
of  its  boundary.  Such  a  course  in  this  case  will 
be  perfectly  safe  for  the  United  States,  as  well 
as  for  the  new  State.  I  wish  we  may  so  regu- 
late the  Territory  as  there  may  not  in  future  be 
any  collision  between  the  State  and  the  United 
States.  The  province  of  Texas  is  in  the  vice- 
royalty  of  New  Spain.  We  kilbw  that  tlie 
V  iceroy  sent  his  troops  to  oppose  the  passage 
of  our  troops,  and  a  provisional  line  was  festab- 
lished.     New  Spain  is  very  powerful,  and  I 
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should  bo  very  soiTy  that  the  new  State  should 
have  power  to  embroil  the  United  States  with 
it.  I  would  ask  the  chairman  of  the  committee 
who  reported  this  hih,  what  were  his  views  re- 
specting the  western  boundary,  and  how  far  it 
was  his  idea  that  the  new  State  should  extend, 
and  whether  it  would  not  comport  with  his 
ideas  that  the  change  which  I  have  suggested 
should  be  made  ?  I  could  have  wished  that  the 
bUl  was  in  such  a  state  of  its  progress  that  I 
could  have  moved  an  amendment ;  but,  as  it  is, 
unless  I  am  satisfied  that  we  shall  not  he  in- 
volved in  diiHculty  by  the  consequences  I  have 
stated,  I  shall  he  unwilling  to  pass  the  bill,  and 
must  vote  against  it. 

Mr.  QuiNOT. — ^Mr.  Speaker,  I  address  you,  sir, 
with  an  anxiety  and  distress  of  mind  with  me 
wholly  unp:recedented.'  The  friends  of  this  hill 
seem  to  consider  it  as  the  exercise  of  a  common 
power ;  as  an  ordinary  affair ;  a  mere  mimioipal 
regulation  which  they  expect  to  see  pass  with- 
out other  questions  than  those  concerning  de- 
tails. But,  sir,  the  principle  of  this  hill  ma- 
terially affects  the  liberties  and  rights  of  the 
whole  people  of  the  United  States.  To  me,  it 
appears  that  it  would  justify  a  revolution  in  this 
country ;  and  that,  in  no  great  length  of  time, 
may  produce  it.  When  I  see  the  zeal  and  per- 
severance with  which  this  biU  has  been  urged 
along  its  Parliamentary  path,  when  I  know  the 
local  interests  and  associated  projects,  which 
combine  to  promote  its  success,  all  opposition 
to  it  seems  manifestly  unavailing.  I  am  almost 
tempted  to  leave,  without  a  struggle,  my  coun- 
try to  its  fate.  But,  sir,  while  there  is  life, 
there  is  hope.  So  long  as  the  fatal  shaft  has 
not  yet  sped,  if  Heaven  so  will  it,  the  bow  may 
be  broken,  and  the  vigor  of  the  mischief-medi- 
tating arm  withered.  If  there  be  a  man  in  this 
house,  or  nation,  who  cherishes  the  constitution 
under  which  we  are  assembled,  as  the  chief  stay 
of  his  hope,  as  the  light  which  is  destined  to 
gladden  his  own  (Jay,  and  to  soften  even  the 
gloom  of  the  grave,  by  the  prospect  it  sheds 
over  his  children,  I  fall  not  behind  him  in  such 
sentiments.  I  wiU  yield  to  no  man  in  attach- 
ment to  this  constitution,  in  veneration  for  the 
sages  who  laid  its  foundations,  in  devotion  to 
those  principles  which  form  its  cement  and  con- 
stitute its  proportions.  What,  then,  must  be 
my  feelings ;  what  ought  to  be  the  feehngs  of 
a  man  cherishing  such  sentiments,  when  he  sees 
an  act  con^mplated  which  lays  ruin  at  the  root 
of  all  these  hopes  ?  When  he  sees  a  principle 
of  action  about  to  be  usurped,  before  the  opera- 
tion of  which  the  bands  of  this  constitution  are 
no  more  than  flax  before  the  fire,  or  stubble  before 
the  whirlwind  8  When  this  bill  passes,  such  an 
act  is  done,  and  such  a  principle  usurped. 

Mr.  Speaker,  there  is  a  great  rale  of  human 
conduct,  which  he  who  honestly  observes  cannot 
err  widely  from  the  path  of  his  sought  duty. 
It  is,  to  be  very  scrupnlous  concernmg  the  prin- 
ciples you  select  as  the  test  of  your  rights  and 
obligations ;  to  be  very  faithful  in  noticing  the 
result  of  their  application;  and  to  he  very  fear- 


less in  tracing  and  exposing  their  immediate 
effects  and  distant  consequences.  Under  the 
sanction  of  this  rule  of  conduct,  I  am  compelled 
to  declare  it  as  my  deliberate  opinion,  that,  if 
this  bill  passes,  the  bonds  of  this  Union  are  vir- 
tually dissolved ;  that  the  States  which  compose 
it  are  free  from  their  moral  obligations,  and 
that,  as  it  will  be  the  right  of  all,  so  it  will  be 
the  duty  of  some,  to  prepare  definitely  for  a 
separation — amicably  if  they  can,  violently  if 
they  must. 
Mr.  QuiNOT  %as  here  called  to  order  by  Mr. 

PoUfDEXTEE. 

Mr.  QunroT  repeated,  and  justified  the  reipark 
he  had  made,  which,  to  save  all  misapprehension, 
he  committed  to  writing,  in  the  following 
words :  '"  If  this  biU  passes,  it  is  my  deliberate 
opinion  that  it  is  virtually  a  dissolution  of  this 
Union ;  that  it  will  free  the  States  from  their 
moral  obligation,  and,  as  it  wiU  be  the  right  of 
all,  so  it  wiU  be  the  duty  of  some,  definitely  to 
prepare  for  a  separation,  amicably  if  they  can, 
violently  if  they  must." 

After  some  little  confusion, 

Mr.  PoiNDBXTEE  required  the  decision  of  the 
Speaker  whether  it  was  consistent  with  the 
propriety  of  debate,  to  use  such  an  expression. 
He  said  it  was  radically  wrong  for  any  member 
to  use  arguments  going  to  dissolve  the  Govern- 
ment, and  tumble  this  body  itself  to  dust  and 
ashes.  It  would  he  found,  from  the  gentleman's 
statement  of  his  language,  that  he  had  declared 
the  right  of  any  portion  of  the  people  to  sepa- 
rate  

Mr.  Qthnoy  wished  the  Speaker  to  decide, 
for  if  the  gentleman  was  permitted  to  debate 
the  question,  he  should  lose  one-half  of  his 
speech. 

The  Speaker  decided  that  great  latitude  in 
debate  was  generally  allowed ;  and  that,  by  way 
of  argument  against  a  biQ,  the  first  part  of  the 
gentleman's  observations  was  admissible  ;  hut 
the  latter  member  of  the  sentence,  viz. :  "  That 
it  would  be  the  duty  of  some  States  to  prepare 
for  a  separation,  amicably  if  they  can,  violently 
if  they  must,"  was  contrary  to  the  order  of 
debate. 

Mr.  QtnNOY  appealed  from  his  decision,  and 
required  the  yeas  and  nays  on  the  appeal. 

The  question  -fvas  stated  thus :  "  Is  the  deci- 
sion of  the  Speakee  correct?"  And  decided — 
53  yeas ;  56  nays. 

So  the  decision  of  the  speaker  was  reversed ; 
Mr.  Qtjincy's  observations  were  declared  to  be 
in  order ;  and  he  proceeded. 

I  rejoice,  Mr.  Speaker,  at  the  result  of  this 
appeal.  Not  from  any  personal  consideration, 
but  from  the  respect  paid  to  the  essential  rights 
of  the  people,  in  one  of  their  representatives. 
When  I  spoke,  of  a  separation  of  the  States  as 
resulting  from  the  violation  of  the  constitution, 
contemplated  in  this  biU,  I  spoke  of  it  as  of  a 
necessity,  deeply  to  be  deprecated ;  but  as  result- 
ing from  causes  so  certain  and  obvious,  as  to  be 
absolutely  inevitable  when  the  effect  of  the 
principle  is  practically  experienced.     It  is  to 
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preserve,  to  guard  the  constitution  of  my  coun- 
try, that  I  denounce  this  attempt.  I  would 
rouse  the  attention  of  gentlemen  from  the  apa- 
thy with  which  they  seem  beset.  These  ob- 
servations are  not  made  in  a  corner;  there  is 
no  low  intrigue ;  no  secret  machinations.  I  am 
on  the  people's  own  ground — to  them  I  appeal, 
concerning  their  own  rights,  their  own  liberties, 
their  own  intent  in  adopting  this  constitution. 
The  voice  I  have  uttered,  at  which  gentlemen 
startle  with  such  agitation,  is  no  unfriendly 
voice.  I  intended  it  as  a  voice  of  warning.  By 
this  people,  and  by  the  event,  if  this  bill  passes, 
I  am  willing  to  be  judged,  whether  it  be  not  a 
voice  of  wisdom. 

The  bill,  which  is  now  proposed  to  be  passed, 
has  this  assumed  principle  for  its  basis — that  the 
three  branches  of  this  National  Government, 
without  recurrence  to  conventions  of  the  people, 
in  the  States,  or  to  the  Legislatures  of  the  States, 
are  authorized  to  admit  new  partners  to  a  share 
of  the  political  power,  in  countries  out  of  the 
original  limits  of  the  United  States.  Now,  this 
assumed  pwnoiple  I  maintain  to  he  altogether 
without  any  sanction  in  the  constitution.  I 
declare  it  to  be  a  manifest  and  atrocious  usurpa- 
tion of  power ;  of  a  nature,  dissolving,  according 
to  undeniable  principles  of  moral  law,  the  obli- 
gations of  our  national  compact ;  and  leading  to 
all  the  awful  consequences  which  flow  from 
such  a  state  of  things. 

Concerning  this  assumed  principle,  which  is 
the  basis  of  this  bill,  this  is  the  general  position 
on  which  I  rest  my  argument — that  if  the  au- 
thority, now  proposed  to  be  exercised,  be  dele- 
gated to  the  three  branches  of  the  Government, 
by  virtue  of  the  constitution,  it  results  either 
from  its  general  nature,  or  from  its  particular 
provisions.  I  shall  consider  distinctly  both  these 
sources,  in  relation  to  this  pretended  power. 

Touching  the  general  nature  of  the  instrument 
called  the  Constitution  of  the  United  States, 
there  is  no  obscurity — it  has  no  fabled  descent, 
like  the  palladium  of  ancient  Troy,  from  the 
heavens.  Its  origin  is  not  confused  by  the  mists 
of  time,  or  hidden  by  the  darkness  of  past,  un- 
explored ages ;  it  is  the  fabric  of  our  day.  Some 
now  living,  had  a  share  in  its  construction — alj 
of  us  stood  by,  and  saw  the  rising  of  the  edifice. 
There  can  be  no  doubt  about  its  nature.  It  is 
a  political  compact.  By  whom?  And  about 
what?  The  preamble  to  the  instrument  will 
answer  these  questions : 

"  We,  the  people  of  the  United  States,  in  order  to 
fonu  a  more  perfect  nmon,  establish  justice,  insure 
domestic  tranquillity,  provide  for  the  common  de- 
fence, promote  the  general  welfare,  and  secure  the 
blessings  of  liJ)erty  to  ourselves  and  our  posterity,  do 
ordain  and  establish  this  constitution,  for  the  United 
States  of  America." 

It  is,  "  we,  the  people  of  the  United  States, 
for  ourselves  and  our  posterity;"  not  for  the 
people  of  Louisiana ;  nor  for  the  people  of  New 
Orleans,  or  of  Canada.  None  of  these  enter 
into  the  scope  of  the  instrument ;  it  embraces 
only  "the  United  States  of  America."    Who 


those  are,  it  may  seem  strange,  in  this  place,  to 
inquire.  But  truly,  sir,  our  imaginations  have, 
of  late,  been  so  accustomed  to  wander  after  new 
settlements  to  the  very  end  of  the  earth,  that  it 
will  not  be  time  iU-spent  to  inquire  what  this 
phrase  means,  and  what  it  includes.  These  are 
not  terms  adopted  at  hazard ;  they  have  refer- 
ence to  a  state  of  things  existing  anterior  to  the 
constitution.  When  the  people  of  the  present 
United  States  began  to  contemplate  a  severance 
from  their  parent  State,  it  was  a  long  time 
before  they  fixed  definitely  the  name  by  which 
they  would  be  designated.  In  1774,  they  called 
themselves  "the  Colonies  and  Provinces  of 
North  America."  In  1775,  "the  Representa- 
tives of  the  United  Colonies  of  North  Amer- 
ica." In  the  Declaration  of  Independence, 
"  the  Kepresentatives  of  the  United  States 
of  America."  And  finally,  in  the  Articles  of 
Confederation,  the  style  of  the  confederacy  is 
declared  to  be  "  the  United  States  of  America." 
It  was  with  reference  to  the  old  articles  of  con- 
federation, and  to  preserve  the  identity  and  es- 
tablished individuality  of  their  character,  that 
the  preamble  to  this  constitution,  not  content, 
simply,  with  declaring  that  it  is  "  we,  the  people 
of  the  United  States,"  who  enter  into  this  com- 
pact, adds  that  it  is  for  "the  United  States  of 
America."  Concerning  the  territory  contem- 
plated by  the"  people  of  the  United  "States,  in 
these  general  terms,  there  can  be  no  dispute ; 
it  is  settled, by  the  treaty  of  peace,  and  included 
within  the  Atlantic  Ocean,  and  St.  Croix,  the 
lakes,  and  more  precisely,  so  far  as  relates  to 
the  frontier,  having  relation  to  the  present 
argument,  within  "  a  line  to  be  drawn  through 
the  middle  of  the  river  Mississippi,  until  it  inter- 
sect the  northernmost  part  of  the  thirty-first  de- 
gree of  north  latitude  to  the  river  ApaJachicola, 
thence  along  the  middle  of  this  river  to  its  junc- 
tion with  the  Flint  Eiver,  thence  straight  to  the 
head  of  the  St.  Mary's  Eiver,  and  thence  down 
the  St.  Mary's  to  the  Atlantic  Ocean." 

I  have  been  thus  particular  to  draw  the 
minds  of  gentlemen,  distinctly,  to  the  meaning 
of  the  terms  used  in  the  preamble ;  to  the  ex- 
tent which  "  the  United  States  "  then  included ; 
and  to  the  fact  that  neither  New  Orleans  nor 
Louisiana  were  vrithin  the  comprehension  of 
the  terms  of  this  instrument.  It  is  sufficient  for 
the  present  branch  of  my  argument  to  say,  that 
there  is  nothing  in  the  general  nature  of  this 
compact  from  which  the  power  contemplated 
to  be  exercised  in  this  bill  results.  On  the  con- 
trai-y,  as  the  introduction  of  a  new  associate,  in 
political  power  implies,  necessarily,  a  new  di- 
vision of  power,  and  consequent  diminution  of 
the  relative  proportion  of  the  former  proprietors 
of  it ;  there  can,  certainly,  be  nothing  more  ob- 
vious, than  that  from  the  general  nature  of  the 
instrument  no  power  can  result  to  diminish  and 
give  away  to  strangers  any  proportion  of  the 
rights  of  the  original  partners.  If  such  a  power 
exists,  it  must  be  found,  then,  in  the  particular 
provisions  in  the  constitution.  The  question 
now  arising  is,  in  which  of  these  provisions  is 
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given  the  power  to  admit  new  States,  to  be 
created  in  territories,  beyond  tlie  limits  of  the 
old  United  States.  If  it  exists  anywhere,  it  is 
either  in  the  third  section  of  the  fourth  article 
of  the  constitution,  or  in  the  treaty-making 
power.  If  it  result  from  neither  of  these,  it  is 
not  pretended  to  be  found  anywhere  else. 

That  part  of  the  third  section  of  the  fourth 
article,  on  which  the  advocates  of  this  bill  rely, 
is  the  following :  "  New  States  may  be  admit- 
ted, by  the  Congress,  into  this  Union ;  but  no 
new  States  shall  be  formed  or  erected  within 
the  jurisdiction  of  any  other  State,  nor  any 
State  be  formed  by  the  junction  of  two  or  more 
States,  or  parts  of  States,  without  the  consent 
of  the  Legislatures  of  the  States  concerned,  as 
well  as  of  the  Congress."  I  know,  Mr.  Speaker, 
that  the  first  clause  of  this  paragraph  has  been 
read,  with  all  the  superciliousness  of  a  gramma- 
rian's triumph.  "  New  States  may  be  admitted, 
by  the  Congress,  into  this  Union."  Accompa- 
nied with  this  most  consequential  inquiry :  "  Is 
not  this  a  new  State  to  be  admitted  ?  And  is 
not  here  an  express  authority?"  I  have  no 
doubt  this  is  a  full  and  satisfactory  argument 
to  every  one,  who  is  content  with  the  mere 
colors  and  superficies  of  things.  And  if  we 
were  now  at  the  bar  of  some  stall-fed  justice, 
the  inquiry  would  insure  victory  to  the  maker 
of  it,  to  the  manifest  delight  of  the  constables 
and  suitors  of  his  court.  But,  sir,  we  are  now 
before  the  tribunal  of  the  whole  American  peo- 
ple ;  reasoning  concerning  their  liberties,  their 
rights,  their  constitution.  These  are  not  to  be 
made  the  victims  of  the  inevitable  obscurity  of 
general  terms ;  nor  the  sport  of  verbal  criticism. 
The  question  is  concerning  the  intent  of  the 
American  people,  the  proprietors  of  the  old 
United  States,  when  they  agreed  to  this  article. 
Dictionaries  and  speUing-books  are,  here,  of  no 
authority.  Neither  Johnson,  nor  Walker,  nor 
Webster  nor  DUworth,  has  any  voice  in  this 
matter.  Sir,  the  question  concerns  the  propor- 
tion of  power,  reserved  by  this  constitution,  to 
every  State  in  the  Union.  Have  the  three 
branches  of  this  Government  a  right,  at  will,  to 
weaken  and  outweigh  the  influence,  respective- 
ly secured  to  each  State,  in  this  compact,  by 
introducing,  at  pleasure,  new  partners,  situate 
beyond  the  old  limits'  of  the  United  States? 
The  question  has  not  relation  merely  to  New 
Orleans.  The  great  objection  is  to  the  princi- 
ple of  the  bill.  If  this  biU  be  admitted,  the 
whole  space  of  Louisiana,  greater,  it  is  said, 
than  the  entire  extent  of  the  old  United  States, 
will  be  a  mighty  theatre,  in  which  this  Govern- 
ment assumes  the  right  of  exercising  this  unpar- 
alleled power.  And  it  will  be ;  there  is  no  con- 
cealment, it  is  intended  to  be  exercised.  Nor 
will  it  stop,  until  the  very  name  and  nature  of 
the  old  partners  be  overwhelmed  by  new  com- 
ers into  the  Confederacy.  Sir,  the  question  goes 
to  the  very  root  of  the  power  and  influence  of 
the  present  members  of  this  Union.  The  real 
intent  of  this  article  is,  therefore,  an  inquiry  of 
most  serious  import ;  and  is  to  be  settled  only , 


by  a  recurrence  to  the  known  history  and 
known  relations  of  this  people  and  their  con- 
stitution. These,  I  maintain,- support  this  posi- 
tion :  that  the  terms  ''  new  States,"  in  this  ar- 
ticle, do  intend  new  political  sovereignties,to  be 
formed  within  the  original  limits  of  the  United 
States;  and  do  not  intend  new  political  sov- 
ereignties with  territorial  annexations,  to  be 
erected  without  the  original  limits  of  the  Unit- 
ed States.  I  undertake  to  support  both  branches 
of  this  position  to  the  satisfaction  of  the  people 
of  these  Unitedl^tates.  As  to  any  expectation  of 
conviction  on  this -floor,  I  know  the  nature  of  the 
ground  ;  and  how  hopeless  any  arguments  are, 
which  thwart  a  concerted  course  of  measures. 

I  recur,  in  the  first  place,  to  the  evidence  of 
history.  This  furnishes  the  following  leading 
fact :  that  before,  and  at  the  time  of  the  adop- 
tion of  this  constitution,  the  creation  of  new 
political  sovereignties  within  the  limits'  of  the 
old  United  States  was  contemplated.  Among 
the  records  of  the  old  Congress  will  be  found  a 
resolution,  passed  as  long  ago  as  the  10th  day 
of  October,  1780,  contemplating  the  cession  of 
unappropriated  lands  to  the  United  States,  ac- 
companied by  a  provision  that  "  they  shall  be 
disposed  of  for  the  common  benefit  of  the  Unit- 
ed States,  an^  be  settled  and  formed  into  dis- 
tinct Republican  States,  which  shall  become 
members  of  the  Federal  Union,  and  have  the 
same  rights  of  sovereignty,  freedom,  and  inde- 
pendence, as  the  other  States."  Afterward,  on 
the  7th  of  July,  1786,  the  subject  of  "  laying 
out  and  forming  into  States  "  the  country  lying 
northwest  of  the  river  Ohio,  came  under  the 
consideration  of  the  same  body,  and  another 
resolution  was  passed  recommending  to  the 
Legislature  of  Virginia  to  revise  their  act  of 
cession,  so  as  to  permit  a  more  eligible  division 
of  that  portion  of  territory  derived  from  her ; 
"which  States,"  it  proceeds  to  declare,  "shall 
hereafter  become  members  of  the  Federal 
Union,  and  have  the  same  rights  of  sovereignty, 
freedom,  and  independence,  as  the  original 
States,  in  conformity  with  the  resolution  of 
Congress  of  the  10th  of  October,  1780."  All 
the  Territories  to  which  these  resolutions  had 
reference,  were  undeniably  within  the  ancient 
limits  of  the  United  States. 

Here,  then,  is  a  leading  fact,  thaf  the  article 
in  the  constitution  had  a  condition  of  things, 
notorious  at  the  time  when  it  was  adopted, 
upon,  which  it  was  to  act,  and  to  meet  the  exi- 
gency resulting  from  which,  such  an  article  was 
requisite.  That  is  to  say :  new  States,  within 
the  limits  of  the  United  States,  were  contem- 
plated at  the  time  when  the  foundations  of  the 
constitution  were  laid.  But  we  have  another 
authority  upon  this  point,  which  is,  in  truth,  a 
cotemporaneons  exposition  of  this  article  of  the 
constitution.  I  allude  to  the  resolution,  passed  on 
the  3d  of  July,  1788,  in  the  words  following: 

[Here  the  resolution  was  read.] 

In  this  resolution  of  the  old  Congress,  it  is 
expressly  declared,  that  the  Constitution  of  the 
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United  States  having  been  adopted  by  nine 
States,  an  act  of  tiie  old  Congress  could  have  no 
effect  to  make  Kentucky  a  separate  member  of 
the  Union,  and  that,  although  they  thought  it 
expedient  that  it  should  be  so  admitted,  yet  that 
this  could  only  be  done  under  the  provisions 
made  in  the  new  constitution.  It  is  impossible 
to  have  a  more  direct  contemporaneous  evi- 
dence that  the  case  contemplated  in  this  article 
■was  that  of  the  Territories  within  the  limits  of 
the  United  States;  yet  the  gentleman  from 
North  Carolina,  (Mr.  Maoon,)  for  whose  integ- 
rity and  independence  I  have  very  great  respect, 
told  us  the  other  day,  that  "  if  this  article  had 
not  territories  within  the  limits  of  the  old 
United  States  to  act  upon,  it  would  be  wholly 
without  meaning.  Because  the  ordinance  of 
the  old  Congress  had  secured  the  right  to  the 
States  within  the  old  United  States,  and  a  pro- 
vision for  that  object,  in  the  new  constitution, 
was  wholly  unnecessary."  Now,  I  will  appeal 
to  the  gentleman's  own  candor,  if  the  very  re- 
verse of  the  conclusion  he  draws  is  not  the  true 
one,  after  he  has  considered  the  following  fact : 
That,  by  this  ordinance  of  the  old  Congress,  it 
was  declared,  that  the  boundaries  of  the  con- 
templated States,  and  the  terms  of  their  admis- 
sion, should  be,  in  certain  particulars,  specified 
in  the  ordinance,  subject  to  the  control  of  Con- 
gress. Now,  as  by  the  new  constitution  the 
old  Congress  was  about  to  be  annihilated,  it  was 
absolutely  necessary  fof  the  very  fulfilment  of 
this  ordinance,  that  the  new  constitution  should 
have  this  power  for  the  admission  of  new  States 
within  the  ancient  limits,  so  that  the  ordinance 
of  the  old  Congress,  far  from  showing  the  inu- 
tility of  such  a  provision  for  the  Territories 
within  the  ancient  Umits,  expressly  proves  the 
reverse,  and  is  an  evidence  of  its  necessity  to 
effect  the  object  of  the  ordinance  itself. 

I  think  there  can  be  no  more  satisfactory  evi- 
dence adduced  or  required  of  the  first  part  of 
the  position,  that  the  terms  "  new  States  "  did 
intend  new  political  sovereignties  within  the 
limits  of  the  old  United  States.  For  it  is  here 
shown,  that  the  creation  of  such  States,  within 
the  territorial  limits  fixed  by  the  treaty  of  1783, 
had  been  contemplated ;  that  the  old  Congress 
itself  expressly  asserts  that  the  new  constitution 
gave  the  pOTver  for  that  object ;  that  the  nature 
of  the  old  ordinance  required  such  a  power,  for 
the  purpose  of  carrying  its  provisions  into  effect, 
and  that  it  has  been  from  the  time  of  the  .adop- 
tion of  the  federal  constitution,  unto  this  hour, 
applied  exclusively  to  the  admission  of  States, 
within  the  limits  of  the  old  United  States,  and 
was  never  attempted  to  be  extended  to  any 
other  object. 

Now,  having  shown  a  purpose,  at  the  time  of 
the  adoption  of  the  Constitution  of  the  United 
States,  sniHoient  to  occupy  the  whole  scope  of 
the  terras  of  the  article,  ought  not  the  evidence 
be  very  strong  to  satisfy  the  mind,  that  the 
terms  really  intended  somsthing  else,  besides 
this  obvious  purpose ;  that  it  may  be  fairly  ex- 
tended to  the  entire  circle  of  the  globe,  wherever 


title  can  be  obtained  by  purchase,  or  conquest, 
and  the  new  partners  in  the  political  power  may 
be  admitted  at  the  mere  discretion  of  this  Le- 
gislature, any  where  that  it  wills.  A  principle 
thus  mon'Strous  is  asserted  in  this  bill. 

But  I  think  it  may  be  made  satisfactorily  to 
appear  not  only  that  the  terms  "  new  States  " 
in  this  article  did  mean  political  sovereignties  to 
be  formed  within  the  original  limits  of  the 
United  States,  as  has  just  been  shown,  but,  also, 
negatively,  that  it  did  not  intend  new  political 
sovereignties,  with  territorial  annexations,  to 
be  created  without  those  original  limits.  This 
appears  first  from  the  very  tenor  of  the  article. 
All  its  limitations  have  respect  to  the  creation 
of  States  within  the  original  limits.  Two 
States  shall  not  be  joined ;  no  new  State  shall 
be  erected  within  the  jurisdiction  of  any  other 
State,  without  the  consent  of  the  Legislatures 
of  the  States  concerned  as  well  as  of  Congress. 
Now,  had  foreign  territories  been  contemplated, 
had  the  new  habits,  customs,  manners,  and  lan- 
guage of  other  nations  been  in  the  idea  of  the 
framers  of  this  constitution,  would  not  some 
limitation  have  been  devised,  to  guard  against 
the  abuse  of  a  power,  in  its  nature  so  enormous, 
and  so  obviously,  when  it  occnrred,  calculated 
to  excite  just  jealousy  among  the  States,  whose 
relative  weight  would  be  so  essentially  affected, 
by  such  an  infusion  at  once  of  a  mass  of  for- 
eigners into  their  Councils,  and  into  all  the 
rights  of  the  country  ?  The  want  of  all  limita- 
tion of  such  power  would  be  a  strong  evidence, 
were  others  wanting,  that  the  powers,  now 
about  to  be  exercised,  never  entered  into  the 
imagination  of  those  thoughtful  and  prescient 
men,  who  constracted  the  fabric.  But  there  is 
another  most  powerful  argument  against  the 
extension  of  this  article  to  embrace  the  right  to 
create  States  without  the  original  limits  of  the 
United  States,  deducible  from  the  utter  silence 
of  all  debates  at  the  period  of  the  adoption  of 
the  Federal  Constitution,  touching  the  power 
here  proposed  to  be  usurped.  If  ever  there 
was  a  time  in  which  the  ingenuity  of  the  great- 
est men  of  an  age  was  taxed  to  find  arguments 
in  favor  of  and  against  any  political  measure,  it 
was  at  the  time  of  the  adoption  of  this  consti- 
tution. All  the  faculties  of  the  human  mind 
w^re,  on  the  one  side  and  the  other,  put  upon 
their  utmost  stretch,  to  find  the  real  and  imag- 
inary blessings  or  evils,  likely  to  result  from 
the  proposed  measure.  Now  I  call  upon  the 
advocates  of  this  bill  to  point  out,  in  all  the  de- 
bates of  that  period  in  any  one  publication,  in 
any  one  newspaper  of  those  time?,  a  single  in- 
timation, by  friend  or  foe  to  the  constitution, 
approving  or  censuring  it  for  containing  the 
power  here  proposed  to  be  usurped,  or  a  single 
suggestion  that  it  might  be  extended  to  such  an 
object  as  is  now  proposed.  I  do  not  say  that 
no  such  suggestion  was  ever  made.  But  this  I 
wUl  say  that  I  do  not  believe  there  is  such  a 
one  any  where  to  be  found.  Certain  I  am,  I 
have  never  been  able  to  meet  the  shadow  of 
such  a  suggestion,  and  I  have  made  no  incon- 
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siderable  research,  upon  the  point.  Such  may- 
exist — but  until  it  be  produced,  we  have  a  right 
to  reason  aa  though  it  had  no  existence.  No, 
sir.  The  people  of  this-  country  at  that  day  had 
no  idea  of  the  territorial  avidity  of  their  suc- 
cessors. It  -was,  on  the  contrary,  an  argument, 
urged  against  the  success  of  the  project,  that  the 
territory  was  too  extensive  for  a  republican 
form  of  government.  But,  now  there  is  no 
limits  to  our  ambitious  hop6s.  "We  are  about  to 
cross  the  Mississippi.  The  Missouri  and  Bed 
Kiver  are  but  roads,  on  which  our  imagination 
travels  to  new  lands  and  new  States  to  be  raised 
and  admitted  (under  the  power,  now  first  usurp- 
ed) into  this  Union,  among  undiscovered  lands 
in  the  west.  But  it  has  been  suggested  that  the 
Convention  had  Canada  in  view,  in  this  article, 
and  the  gentleman  from  North  Carolina  told 
this  House,  that  a  member  of  the  Convention, 
as  I  understood  him,  either  now,  or  lately  a 
member  of  the  Senate,  informed  him  that  the 
article  had  that  reference.  Sir,  I  have  no  doubt 
the  gentleman  from  North  Carolina  has  had  a 
communication  such  as  he  intimates.  But,  for 
myself,  I  have  no  sort  of  faith  in  these  conve- 
nient recollections,  suited  to  serve  a  turn,  to  fur- 
nish an  apology  for  a  party,  or  give  color  'to  a 
project.  I  do  not  deny,  on  the  contrary  I  be- 
lieve it  very  probable,  that  among  the  eoursings 
of  some  discursive  and  craving  fancy,  such 
thoughts  might  be  started ;  but  that  is  not  the 
question.  Was  this  an  avowed  object  in  the 
Convention  when  it  formed  this  article  ?  Did 
it  enter  into  the  conception  of  the  people  when 
its  principles  were  discussed  ?  Sir,  it  did  not,  it 
could  not.  The  very  intention  would  have  been 
a  disgrace  both  to  this  people  and  the  Conven- 
tion. What,  sir !  Shall  it  be  intimated ;  shall 
it)»for  a  moment  be  admitted,  that  the  noblest 
and  purest  band  of  patriots  this  or  any  other 
countiy  ever  could  boast,  were  engaged  in 
machinating  means  for  the  dismemberment  of 
the  territories  of  a  power  to  which  they  had 
pledged  friendship,  and  the  observance  of  all 
the  obligations  which  grow  out  of  a  strict  and 
perfect  amity  ?  The  honor  of  our  country  for- 
bids and  disdains  such  a  suggestion. 

But  there  is  an  argument  stronger,  even,  than 
all  those  which  have  been  produced,  to  be  drawn 
from  the  nature  of  the  power  here  proposed  to  be 
exercised.  Is  it  possible  that  such  a  power,  if 
it  had  been  intended  to  be  given  by  the  people, 

'  should  be  left  dependent  upon  the  efi'ect  of  gen- 
eral expressions ;  and  such  too,  as  were  obvi- 
ously applicahle  to  another  subject;  to  a  par- 
ticular exigency  contemplated  at  the  time  ?  Sir, 
what  is  this  power  we  propose  now  to  usurp  ? 
Nothing  less  than  a  power,  changing  all  the  pro- 
portion pf  the  weight  and  influence  possessed  by 
the  potent  sovereignties  composing  this  Union. 
A  stranger  is  *o  be  mtroduced  to  an  equal 
share,  without  their  consent.  U  pon  a  principle, 
pretended  to  be  deduced  from  the  constitution 

^this  Government,  after  this  bill  passes,  may 

and  will  multiply  foreign  partners  in  power,  at 
its  own  mere  motion ;  at  its  u-resp'onsible  pleas- 


ure; in  other  words,  as  local  interests,  party 
passions,  or  ambitious  views  may  suggest.  It  is 
a  power  that,  from  its  nature,  never  could  be 
delegated;  never  was  delegated;  and  as  it 
breaks  down  all  the  proportions  of  power  guar- 
antied by  the  constitution  to  the  States,  upon 
Tvhich  their  essential  security  depends,  utterly 
annihilates  the  moral  force  of  this  political  con- 
tract. Would  this  people,  so  wisely  vigilant 
concerning  their  rights,  have  transferred  to 
Congress  a  power  to  balance,' at  its  will,  the  po- 
litical weight  of  any  one  State,  much  more  of 
all  the  States,  by  authoriring  it  to  create  new 
States  at  its  pleasure,  in  foreign  countries,  not 
pretended  to  be  within  the  scope  of  the  consti- 
tution or  the  conception  of  the  people,  at  the 
time  of  passing  it  ? 

This  is  not  so  much  a  question  concerning 
the  exercise  of  sovereignty,  as  it  is  who  shall  be 
sovereign.  Whether  the  proprietors  of  the  good 
old  United  States  shall  manage  their  own  affairs 
in  their  own  way ;  or  whether  they,  and  their 
constitution,  and  their  political  rights,  shall  l)e 
trampled  under  foot  by  foreigners  introduced 
through  a  breach  of  the  constitution.  The  pro- 
portion of  the  political  weight  of  each  sovereign 
State,  constituting  this  Union,  depends  upon  the 
number  of  the  States  which  have  a  voice  under 
the 'compact.  This  number  the  constitution 
permits  us  to  multiply  at  pleasure,  within  the 
limits  of  the  original  United  States ;  observing 
only  the  expressed  limitations  in  the  constitu- 
tion. But  when  in  order  to  increase  your 
power  of  augmenting  this  number  you  pass  the 
old  limits,  you  are  guilty  of  a  violation  of  the 
constitution  in  a  fundamental  point ;  and  in  one, 
also,  which  is  totally  inconsistent  with  the  in- 
tent of  the  contract,  and  the  safety  of  the  States 
which  established  the  association.  What  is  the 
practical  difference  to  the  old  partners,  whether 
they  hold  their  liberties  at  the  wiH  of  a  master, 
or  whether,  by  admitting  exterior  States  on  an 
equal  footing  with  the  original  States,  arbiters 
are  constituted,  who  by  availing  themselves  pf 
the  contrariety  of  interests  and  views  which  in 
such  a  confederacy  necessarily  will  arise,  hold 
the  balance  among  the  parties  which  exist  and 
govern  us,  by  throwing  themselves  into  the  scale  ■ 
most  conformable  to  their  pni-poses?  In  both 
cases  there  is  an  effective  despotism.  But  the 
last  is  the  more  galling,  as  we  carry  the  chain 
in  the  name  and  gait  of  freemen. 

I  have  thus  shown,  and  whether  fairly,  I  am 
willing  to  be  judged  by  the. sound  discretion  of 
the  American  people,  that  the  power,  proposed 
to  be  usurped,  in  this  bill,  results  neither  from 
the  generainature,  nor  the  particular  provisions, 
of  the  Federal  Constitution ;  and  that  it  is  apal- 
pable  violation  of  it  in  a  fundamental  point ; 
"whence  flow  aU  the  consequences  I  have  inti- 
mated. 

The  present  President  of  the  United  States, 
when  a  member  of  the  Virginia  Convention  for 
adopting  the  constitution,  expressly  declares 
that  the  treaty-making  power  has  limitations ; 
and  he  states  this  as  one,  "  that  it  cannot  alien- 
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ate  any  essential  right."  Now,  is  not  here  an 
essential  right  to  be  alienated?  The  right  to 
that  proportion  of  political  power  which  the 
constitution  has  secured  to  every  State,  modified 
only  by  such  internal  increase  of  States  as  the 
existing  limits  of  the  Territories  at  the  time  of 
the  adoption  of  the  constitution  permitted.  The 
debates  of  that  period  chiefly  turned  upon  the 
competency  of  this  power  to  bargain  away  any 
of  the  old  States.  It  was  agreed,  at  that  time, 
that  by  this  power  old  States  within  the  ancient 
limits  could  not  be  sold  from  us.  And  I  main- 
tain that,  by  it,  new  States  without  the  ancient 
limits  cannot  be  saddled  upon  us.  It  was 
agreed,  at  that  time,  that  the  treaty-making 
power  "  could  not  cut  off  a  limb."  And  I  main- 
tain, that  neither  has  it  the  competency  to  clap 
a  hump  upon  our  shoulders.  The  fair  propor- 
tions devised  by  the  constitution  are  in  both 
cases  marred,  and  the  fate  and  felicity  of  the 
political  being,  in  material  particulars,  related 
to  the  essence  of  his  constitution,  affected.  It 
was  never  pretended,  by  the  most  enthusiastic 
advocates  for  the  extent  of  the  treaty-making 
power,  that  it  exceeded  that  of  the  King  of 
Great  Britain.  Yet,  I  ask,  suppose  that  mon- 
arch should  make  a  treaty,  stipulating  that 
Hanover  or  Hindostan  should  have  a  right  of 
representation  on  the  floor  of  Parliament,  vi^ould 
such  a  treaty  be  binding?  No,  sir;  not,  as  I 
believe,  if  a  House  of  Commons  and  of  Lords 
could  be  found  venal  enough  to  agree  to  it. 
But  although  in  that  country  the  three  branches 
of  its  legislature  are  called  omnipotent,  and  the 
people  might  not  deem  themselves  justifled  in 
resistance,  yet  here  there  is  no  apology  of  this 
kind;  the  limits  of  our  power  are  distinctly 
marked ;  and  when  the  three  branches  of  this 
Government  usurp  upon  this  constitution  in  par- 
ticulars vital  to  the  liberties  of  this  people,  the 
deed  is  at  their  peril. 

I  have  done  with  the  constitutional  argument. 
Whether  I  have  been  able  to  convince  any  mem- 
ber of  this  House,  I  am  ignorant — ^I  had  almost 
said  indifferent.  But  this  I  will  not  say,  be- 
cause I  am,  indeed,  deeply  anxious  to  prevent 
the  passage  of  this  bill.  Of  this  I  am  certain, 
however,  that  when  the  dissension  of  this  day 
is  passed  away,  when  party  spirit  shall  no  long- 
er prevent  the  people  of  the  United  States  from 
looking  at  the  principle  assumed  in  it,  inde- 
pendent of  gross  and  deceptive  attachments  and 
antipathies,  that  the  ground  here  defended  will 
be  acknowledged  as  a  high  constitutional  bul- 
wark, and  that  the  principles  here  advanced 
will  be  appreciated. 

I  will  add  one  word,  touching  the  situation 
of  New  Orleans.  The  provision  of  the  treaty 
of  1803,  which  stipulates  that  it  shall  be  "  ad- 
mitted as  soon  as  possjble,"  does  not  therefore" 
imply  a  violation  of  the  constitution.  There 
are  ways  in  which  this  may  constitutionally  be 
effected — ^by  an  amendment  of  the  constitution, 
or  by  reference  to  conventions  of  the  people  in 
the  States.  And  I  do  suppose,  that,  in  relation 
to  the  objects  of  the  present  bill,  (with  the  peo- . 


pie  of  New  Orleans,)  no  great  difficulty  would 
arise.  Considered  as  an  important  accommoda- 
tion to  the  Western  States,  there  would  be  no 
violent  objection  to  the  measure.  But  this 
would  not  answer  all  the  projects  to  which  the 
principle  of  this  bill,  when  once  admitted,  leads, 
and  is  intended  to  be  applied.  The  whole  ex- 
tent of  Louisiana  is  to  be  cut  up  into  independ- 
ent States,  to  counterbalance  and  to  paralyze 
whatever  there  is  of  influence  in  other  quarters 
of  the  Union.  Such  a  power,  I  am  well  aware 
that  the  people  of  the  States  would  never  grant 
you.  And  therefore,  if  you  get  it,  the  only 
way  is  by  the  mode  adopted  in  this  bUl — ^by 
usurpation. 

The  objection  here  urged  is  not  a  new  one. 
I  refer  with  great  delicacy  to  the  course  pur- 
sued by  any  member  of  the  other  branch  of  the 
Legislature ;  yet  I  have  it  from  such  authority 
that  I  have  an  entire  belief  of  the  fact,  that  our 
present  Minister  in  Russia,  then  a  member  of 
that  body,  when  the  Louisiana  treaty  was  un- 
der the  consideration  of  the  Senate,  although 
he  was  in  favor  of  the  treaty,  yet  expressed 
great  doubts  on  the  ground  of  constitutionality, 
in  relation  to  our  control  over  the  destinies  of 
that  people,  and  the  manner  and  the  principles 
on  which  they  could  be  admitted  into  the  Union. 
And  it  does  appear  that  he  made  two  several 
motions  in  that  body,  having  for  their  object, 
as  avowed,  and  as  gathered  from  their  nature, 
an  alteration  in  the  constitution',  to  enable  us 
to  comply  with  the  stipulations  of  that  conven- 
tion. 

I  will  add  only  a  few  words  in  relation  to  the 
moral  and  political  consequences  of  usurping 
this  power.  I  have  said,  that  it  would  be  a 
virtual  dissolution  of  the  Union ;  and  gentlemen 
express  great  sensibility  at  the  expression.  But 
the  true  source  of  terror  is  not  the  declaration 
I  have  made,  but  the  deed  you  propose.  Is 
there  a  moral  principle  of  public  law  better  set- 
tled, or  more  conformable  to  the  plainest  sug- 
gestions of  reason,  than  that  the  violation  of  a 
contract  by  one  of  the  parties  may  be  consider- 
ed as  exempting  the  other  from  its  obligations  ? 
Suppose,  in  private  life,  thirteen  form  a  partner- 
ship, and  ten  of  them  undertake  to  admit  a  new 
partner  without  the  concurrence  of  the  other 
three,  would  it  not  be  at  their  option  to  aban- 
don the  partnership,  after  so  palpable  an  infringe- 
ment of  their  rights  ?  How  much  more,  in  3ie 
political  partnership,  where  the  admission  of 
new  associates,  without  previous  authority,  is 
so  pregnant  with  obvious  dangers  and  evils! 
Again :  it  is  settled  as  a  principle  of  morality, 
among  writers  on  public  law,  that  no  person 
can  be  obliged,  beyond  his  intent  at  the  time  of 
the  contract.  Now,  who  believes,  who  dare 
assert,  that  it  was  the  intention  of  the  people, 
when  they  adopted  this  constitution,  to  assign, ' 
eventually,  to  New  Orleans  and  Louisiana,  a 
portion  of  their  political  power,  and  to  invest 
all  the  people  those  extensive  regions  might 
hereafter  contain  with  an  authority  over  them- 
selves and  their  descendants  ?    When  you  throw 
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the  weight  of  Louisiana  into  the  scale,  you  de- 
stroy the  political  equipoise  contemplated  at  the 
time  of  forming  the  contract.  Can  any  man 
venture  to  aflBrm  that  the  people  did  intend 
such  a  comprehension  as  you  now,  by  construc- 
tion, give  it;  or  can  it  he  concealed  that,  be- 
yond its  fair  and  acknowledged  intent,  such  a 
compact  has  no  moral  force  ?  If  gentlemen  are 
so  alarmed  at  the  bare  mention  of  the  conse- 
quences, let  them  abandon  a  measure  which 
sooner  or  later  will  produce  them.  How  long 
before  the  seeds  of  discontent  will  ripen,  no 
man  can  foretell;  but  it  is  the  part  of  wisdom 
not  to  multiply  or  scatter  them.  Do  you  sup- 
pose the  people  of  the  Northern  and  Atlantic 
States  wUl,  or  ought  to,  look  on  with  patience 
and  see  Representatives  and  Senators  from  the 
Red  river  and  Missouri  pouring  themselves  upon 
this  and  the  other  floor,  managing  the  concerns 
of  a  seaboard  fifteen  hundred  miles  at  least 
from  their  residence,  and  having  a  preponder- 
ancy  in  councils,  into  which,  constitutionally, 
they  could  never  have  been  admitted  ?  I  have 
no  hesitation  upon  this  point.  They  neither 
will  see  it,  nor  ought  to  see  it,  with  content. 
It  is  the  part  of  a  wise  man  to  foresee  danger, 
and  to  hide  himself.  This  great  usurpation, 
which  creeps  into  this  House  under  the  plausi- 
ble appearance  of  giving  content  to  that  impor- 
tant point,  New  Orleans,  starts  up  a  gigantic 
power  to  control  the  nation.  Upon  the  actual 
condition  of  things,  there  is,  there  can  be,  no 
need  of  concealment.  It  is  apparent  to  the 
blindest  vision.  By  the  course  of  nature,  and 
conformable  to  the  acknowledged  principles  of 
the  constitution,  the  sceptre  of  power  in  this 
country  is  passing  towards  the  North-west.  Sir, 
there  is  to  this  no  objection.  The  right  belongs 
to  that  quarter  of  the  country ;  enjoy  it ;  it  is 
yours.  Use  the  powers  granted  as  you  please ; 
but  take  care,  in  your  haste  after  effectual  do- 
minion, not  to  overload  the  scales  by  heaping 
it  with  these  new  acquisitions.  Grasp  not  too 
eagerly  at  your  purpose.  In  your  speed  after 
uncontrolled  sway,  trample  not  down  this  con- 
stitution. Already  the  old  States  sink  in  the 
estimation  of  members,  when  brought  into  com- 
parison with  these  new  coimtries.  We  have 
been  told  that  "  New  Orleans  was  the  most  im- 
portant point  in  the  Union."  A  place  out  of 
the  Union  the  most  important  place  within  it ! 
We  have  been  asked,  "  What  are  some  of  the 
small  States  when  compared  with  the  Missis- 
sippi Territory?"  The  gentleman  from  that 
Territory  (Mr.  Poindextbe)  spoke  the  other 
day  of  the  Mississippi  as  "of  a  high  road  be- 
tween"  .     Good  heavens,   between  what, 

Mr.  Speaker  ?  Why,  "  the  Eastern  and  West- 
ern States."  So  that  all  the  North-western 
Territories,  all  the  countries  once  the  extreme 
western  boundary  of  our  Union,  are  hereafter 
to  be  denominated  Eastern  States. 

[Mr.  PoiNDEXTEE  explained.  He  said  that 
he  had  not  said  that  the  Mississippi  was  to  be 
the  boundarv  between  the  Eastern  and  Western 
States.    He  had  merely  thrown  out  a  hint,  that, 


in  erecting  new  States,  it  might  be  a  good  high- 
road between  the  States  on  its  waters.  His 
idea  had  not  extended  beyond  the  new  States, 
on  the  waters  of  the  Mississippi.] 

I  make  no  great  point  of  this  matter.  The 
gentleman  will  find,  in  the  National  Intelli- 
gencer, the  terms  to  which  I  refer.  There  will 
be  seen,  I  presume,  what  he  has  said,  and  what 
he  has  not  said.  The  argument  is  not  affected 
by  the  explanation.  New  States  are  intended 
to  be  formed  beyond  the  Mississippi.  There  is 
no  limit  to  men's  imaginations,  on  this  subject, 
short  of  California  and  Columbia  river.  When 
I  said  that  the  biU  would  justify  a  revolution, 
and  would  produce  it,  I  spoke  of  its  principle 
and  its  practical  consequences.  To  this  princi- 
ple and  those  consequences,  I  would  call  the 
attention  of  this  House  and  nation.  If  it  be 
about  to  introduce  a  condition  of  things  abso- 
lutely insupportable,  it  becomes  wise  and  hon- 
est men  to  anticipate  the  evil,  and  to  warn  and 
prepare  the  people  against  the  event.  I  have 
no  hesitation  on  the  subject.  The  extension  of 
this  principle  to  the  States,  contemplated  be- 
yond the  Mississippi,  cannot,  will  not,  and  ought ' 
not  to  be  borne.  And  the  sooner  the  people 
contemplate  the  unavoidable  result,  the  better ; 
the  more  likely  that  convuls^ions  may  be  pre- 
vented ;  the  more  hope  that  the  evils  may  be 
palliated  or  removed. 

Mr.  Speaker :  What  is  this  hberty  of  which 
so  much  is 'said  ?  Is  it  to  walk  about  this  earth, 
to  breathe  this  air,  and  to  partake  the  common 
blessings  of  God's  providence  ?  The  beasts  of  the 
field  and  the  birds  of  the  air  unite  with  us  in 
such  privileges  as  these.  But  man  boasts  a 
purer  and  more  ethereal  temperature;  His 
mind  grasps  in  its  view  the  past  and  the  future, 
as  well  as  the  present.  We  live  not  for  our- 
selves alone.  That  which  we  call  liberty,  is 
that  principle  on  which  the  essential  security  of 
our  political  condition  depends.  It  results  fi'om 
the  limitatioils  of  our  political  system,  prescrib- 
ed in  the  constitution.  These  limitations,  so 
long  as  they  are  faithfully  observed,  maintain 
order,  peace,  and  safety.  When  they  are  vio- 
lated in  essential  particulars,  all  the  concurrent 
spheres  of  authority  rush  against  each  other, 
and  disorder,  derangement,  and  convulsion  are, 
sooner  or  later,  the  necessary  consequences. 

With  respect  to  this  love  of  our  Union,  con- 
cerning which  so  much  sensibility  is  expressed, 
I  have  no  fear  about  analyzing  its  nature.  There 
is  in  it  nothing  of  mystery.  It  depends  upon 
the  qualities  of  that  Union,  and  it  results  from 
its  effects  upon  our  and  our  country's  happiness. 
It  is  valued  for  "  that  sober  certainty  of  waking 
bliss"  which  it  enables  us  to  realize.  It  gi-ows 
out  of  the  affections,  and  has  not,  and  cannot 
be  made  to  have,  any  thing  universal  in  its  na- 
ture. iSir,  I  confess  it,  the  first  public  love  of 
my  heart  is  the  commonwealth  of  Massachu- 
setts. There  is  my  fireside ;  there  are  the  tombs 
of  my  ancestors — 

"  Low  lies  that  land,  yet  blest  wifli  fnutful  stores, 

Strong  are  her  sons,  tiiough  rocky  are  her  shores ; 
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And  none,  ah  I  none,  so  lovely  to  my  sight. 
Of  all  the  lands  which  heaven  o'erspreads  with  light." 
The  love  of  this  Union  grows  out  of  this  at- 
tachment to  my  native  soil,  and  is  rooted  in  it. 
I  cherish  it,  because  it  affords  the  best  external 
hope  of  her  peace,  her  prosperity,  her  independ- 
ence. I  oppose  this  bill  from  no  animosity  to 
the  people  of  New  Orleans,  but  from  the  deep 
conviction  that  it  contains  a  principle  incom- 
patible with  the  liberties  and  safety  of  my 
country  I  hive  no  concealment  of  my  opinion. 
The  bill,  if  it  passes,  is  a  death-blow  to  the  con- 
stitution. It  may,  afterwards,  linger;  but  lin- 
gering, its  fate  will,  at  no  very  distant  period, 
be  consummated. 


Tuesday,  January  15. 
Orleans  Territory. 

The  House  resumed  the  consideration  of  the 
bill  authorizing  the  people  of  Orleans  Territory 
to  elect  a  convention  to  form  a  constitution  pre- 
paratory to  its  admission  into  the  Union  as  a  free 
and  independent  State — Mr.  QtmiOT's  motion  for 
indefinite  postponement  still  under  consideration. 

Ml'.  Weight. — Sir,  this  bill  is  not,  in  my 
judgment,  a  violation  of  the  constitution,  nor 
have  I  a  fear  that  it  is  fraught  with  those  dire- 
ful consequences  with  which  the  gentleman  from 
Massachusetts  (Mr.  Qtjinot)  threatens  us.  It 
wiU  neither  justify  a  dissolution  of  the  Union, 
nor  lead  any  citizen  attached  to  it,  even  amica- 
bly, much  less  forcibly,  to  the  contemplation  of 
it,  notwithstanding  the  predictions  of  that  gen- 
tleman. That  we  are  authorized  to  erect  new 
States,  I  will  prove  both  by  theory  and  prac- 
tice, and  for  that  purpose  I  will  first  invite  your 
attention  to  the  articles  of  Confederation.  By 
one  section  it  is  expressly  declared  that  Canada 
may  be  permitted  to  enjoy  all  the  benefits  of 
the  Confederation  on  the  same  terms  with  the 
other  States  of  the  Union.  The  thirteen  States 
under  this  Confederation  conducted  themselves 
safely  through  the  war ;  but  finding,  in  1787, 
that  their  requisitions  had  not  been  duly  re- 
spected, and  that  New  York  had  rejected  some 
necessary  commercial  regulations,  whereby  their 
fiscal  affairs  were  deranged.  Congress,  by  a  res- 
olution, resolved  that  a  convention  of  States 
should  be  held  for  the  express  purpose  of 
amending  the  articles  of  Confederation.  Under 
this  resolution  the  Convention  met,  and  pro- 
ceeded to  form  the  present  constitution.  Thus 
it  will  appear  that  they  were  to  form  the  new 
constitution  not  ecu  pa/ri  materia,  but  out  of  the 
very  materials  of  the  Confederation. 

As  a  conclusive  evidence,  you  will  find  a  num- 
ber of  the  articles  in  each  instrument  literally 
or  substantially  the  same,  and  thereby  be  justi- 
fied in  giving  a  construction  of  the  letter  of  the 
constitution,  so  as  to  respect  the  spirit  'of  the 
Confederation.  By  the  third  section  of  4th  article 
of  the  constitution,  "  New  States  may  be  ad- 
mitted by  Congress  into  the  Union ;  "  and  by 
the  next  member  of  the  same  section,  "  the 
Congress  shall  have  power  to  dispose  of  and 


make  all  needful  rules  and  regulations  respect- 
ing the  territory  or  other  property  belonging  to 
the  United  Stateg" — hence  I  can  have  no  doubt 
that  Congress  have  the  power  to  admit  new 
States  into  the  Union,  that  power  being  ex- 
pressly given.  It  is  however  contended,  that 
that  power  is  limited  to  the  admission  only  of 
those'States  that  may  be  established  within  the 
liinits  of  the  United  States,  as  demarcated  by 
the  Treaty  of  Peace.  And  the  preamble  to  the 
constitution  is  relied  on  to  establish  that  doc- 
trine. "  We,  .the  people  of  the  United  States, 
&c.,  do  establish  this  constitution  for  the  United 
States  of  America."  If  this  preamble  is  so  im- 
perious as  to  limit  the  positive  provisions  of 
the  constitution,  it  will  certainly  limit  itself  to 
the  States  that  formed  the  constitution— the  neg- 
ative of  which  has  been  determined.  To  prove 
which,  here  let  me  call  your  attention  to  the 
fact,  that  Vermont  was  not  a  member  of  the 
Confederation,  nor  was  she  a  member  of  the 
convention  that  formed  the  constitution;  she 
therefore  was  not  one  of  the  United  States — 
was  foreign  as  to  them,  and  as  distinctly  gov- 
erned as  any  other  foreign  power ;  she  in  1791 
was  admitted  into  the  Union,  and  the  laws  of 
the  United  States  extended  to  her.  She  was 
not'  one  of  the  old  States,  and  was  correctly 
admitted  under  the  power  to  admit  new  States. 
Vermont  was  so  repulsive  to  a  confederacy  with 
the  United  States,  as  not  to  be  mentioned  in  the 
articles  of  Confederation.  Can  it  be  for  a  mo- 
ment doubted  that  Canada,  expressly  mentioned, 
might  be  now  received  as  a  new  State,  by  be- 
coming independent,  or  by  purchase,  when  Ver- 
mont has  been  admitted,  who  was  not  mention- 
ed in  the  Confederation?  Can  there  be  an 
opinion  that  the  framers  of  the  constitution  in- 
tended Canada  should  be  excluded  from  the 
benefits  of  the  constitution,  when  before  invited 
into  it  ?  When,  by  the  express  letter  of  the 
instrument,  "new  States  may  be  admitted," 
and  when  Vermont,  not  mentioned  in  the  Con- 
federation, has  been  admitted?  Such  a  con- 
clusion can  never  be  the  rational  result  of  such 
premises.  But  it  is  objected,  that,  as  this 
Territory  was  obtained  by  treaty,  and  after  the 
formation  of  the  constitution,  it  cannot  be  ad- 
mitted into  the  Union  as  a  State. 

I  have  shown  that  new  States  may  be  admit- 
ted, that  Vermont  As  been  admitted,  and  that 
Canada  was  expressly  entitled  under  the  Con- 
federation, and  by  the  terms  of  the  constitution 
may  be  q,dmitted  as  a  new  State.  "  Congress 
may  admit  new  States  into  the  Union,  and  make 
all  needful  rules  and  regulations  with  respect  to 
the  territory  or  other  property  of  the  United 
States."  This  is  certainly  a  territory,  the  prop- 
erty of  the  United  States,  and  Congress  as  cer- 
tainly may,  if  needful,  that  is,  expedient,  admit 
it  into  the  Union.  We  are  told,  I  presume  to 
retard  this  measure,  that  the  limits  are  in  dis- 
pute, and  that,  if  made  a  State,  they  cannot 
afterwards  be  settled  by  the  United  States.  That 
this  is  not  the  case,  I  will  prove  by  theory  and 
by  practice.      By  the    treaty-making  power 
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vested  ia  the  President  and  the  Senate^  they 
may  treat  on  all  subjects  within  the  treaty-mak- 
ing power,  with  foreign  nations ;  and  where  the 
limits  of  any  foreign  power  adjoining  the  ter- 
ritory of  the  United  States  are  not  ascertained 
to  their  mutual  satisfaction,  they  certainly  may 
settle  them  by  a  treaty  of  limits.  This  is  the 
practice  and  usage  of  all  nations,  and  the  ¥nited 
States  by  a  treaty  of  limits  with  Great  Britain, 
did  settle  the  beginning  of  their  northeastern 
limits,  at  the  river  St.  Oroix,  whereby  they 
gave  up  seven  miles  to  Great  Britain,  which 
was  taken  from  a  State — hence  I  presume  no 
difficulty  can  arise  on  the  subject. 

The  question  was  then  taken  on  the  motion 
for  indefinite  postponement,  and  lost :  yeas  28, 
nays  78. 

The  main  question  was  then  taken  that  the 
said  bill  do  pass,  and  resolved  in  the  affirmative 
— yeas  77,  nays  36. 


"Wednesday,  January  16. 
Sanh  of  the  United  States. 

The  House  resolved  itself  into  a  Committee 
of  the  Whole  on  the  bill  to  renew  the  charter 
of  the  Bank  of  the  United  States. 

Mr.  BuEWBLL  moved  to  strike  out  the  first 
section. 

I  have  made  this  motion,  sir,  said  Mr.  B.,  be- 
cause it  allows  the  greatest  latitude  of  discus- 
sion upon  the  important  points  which  are  pre- 
liminary to  the  examination  of  the  details.  It 
tries  the  principle  of  the  bill,  and  may  save 
much  tedious  and  useless  labor.  Should  a  ma- 
jority decide  in  favor  of  the  Bank  of  the  United 
States,  as  an  honest  man  I  will  aid  in  forming  a 
system  best  adapted  to  the  state  of  the  country, 
and  most  subservient  to  the  purposes  of  such 
an  institution.  The  gentleman  from  Connecti- 
cut (Mr.  Mosblt)  has  done  justice  to  my  con- 
duct, and  the  fairness  with  which  the  subject 
has  been  treated.  I  have  been  anxious  to  pre- 
sent the  question  fairly,  not  from  any  doubt  or 
indecision  as  to  the  course  I  should  pursue,  but 
from  its  magnitude,  and  the  sensibility  it  has 
excited.  It  will  be  recollected  by  the  com- 
mittee, when  the  gentleman  from  Pennsylvania 
presented  the  memorial  upon  which  the  Secre- 
tary of  the  Treasury  founded  Ms  report,  on  that, 
as  on  £ul  subsequent  occasions,  my  opposition 
was  manifested ;  and  I  will  add  that  the  par- 
ticular attention  which  my  duty  has  compelled 
me  to  bestow  on  the  bank,  has  confirmed  more 
strongly  former  impressions. 

The  remarks  I  shall  make  are,  intended  to 
show  that  Congress  possesses  no  power  to  in- 
corporate a  bank;  to  show  its  effect  On  the 
gpvernment,  and  to  satisfy  the  committee  that 
the  exercise  of  the  power,  even  if  possessed,  is 
inexpedient.  Wbile,  sir,  I  feel  the  "most  ardent 
desire  to  consult  the  convenience  of  the  govern- 
ment and  promote  the  prosperity  of  the  com- 
munity in  general,  I  have  not  lost  sight  of  the 
limits  within  which  I  am  restrained  by  the 
Constitution  of  the  United  States  and  consider- 


ations of  sound  policy.  It  is  my  most  deliberate 
conviction  that  the  constitution  of  the  country 
gives  no  authority  to  Congress  to  incorporate  a 
bank  and  endow  the  stockholders  with  char- 
tered immunities;  and  even  if  its  dissolution 
should  produce  ruin  to  the  merchants,  and, 
what  is  of  equal  importance,  embarrassment  to 
the  government,  they  would  not  be  paramount 
to  tlie  sacred  obligation  of  supporting  the  con- 
stitution ;  though  I  am  persuaded  the  dreadful 
evils  which  have  been  predicted  from  the  anni- 
hilation of  the*bank  will  soon  vanish,  and  that 
no  material  shock  wiU  be  produced  by  that 
cause.  The  construction  which  the  constitu- 
tion has  received  by  the  various  persons  who 
have  at  different  times  administered  it,  has  been 
rigid  or  liberal  according  to  the  confidence  in 
the  General  or  State  Governments.  The  un- 
qualified extent  given  to  its  general  powers, 
and  the  inclusion  of  incidental  powers,  as  flow- 
ing from  and  belongkig  to  particular  enumerated 
grants,  have  constituted  the  essential  points  of 
difference  among  those  who  have  divided  upon 
the  principles  of  the  constitution.  This  has 
been  the  case  not  only  in  the  exercise  of  au- 
thority where  the  right  was  questionable,  but 
in  cases  where  the  right  was  undeniable,  tend- 
ing by  its  operation  to  increase  the  weight  of 
the  General  Government.  In  giving  to  the 
constitution  that  construction  which  sound 
policy  requires,  and  a  just  regard  to  the  har- 
mony of  the  States  and  the  perpetuation  of 
their  Union  dictates,  I  cannot  find  any  part  of 
it  authorizing  the  exercise  of  a  power  which, 
from  its  nature,  is  obnoxious,  its  tendency  alarm- 
ing, and  its  influence  in  the  hands  of  those  who 
manage  its  concerns  irresistible.  The  power  to 
establish  a  bank  cannot  be  deduced  irom  the 
general  phrases  "to  provide  for  the  common 
defence  and  general  welfare,"  because  they 
merely  announce  the  object  for  which  the 
General  Government  was  instituted.  The  only 
means  by  which  this  object  is  to  be  attained 
are  specifically  enumerated  in  the  constitution, 
and  if  they  are  not  ample,  it  is  a  defect  which 
Congress  are  not  competent  to  supply.  '  I  think 
this  inference  the  stronger,  inasmuch  as  those 
means  were  granted  to  us  by  those  who  had 
acted  under  the  confederation  and  experienced 
its  defects,  and  knew  precisely  to  what  extent 
power  was  requisite  to  provide  for  the  common 
defence  and  general  welfare.  In  relation  to 
this  particular  subject,  the  proceedings  of  the 
convention  itself  furnish  the  plainest  evidence, 
by  rejecting  the  proposition  to  vest  in  Congress 
the  right  to  grant  incorporations.  I  readily- 
admit  the  motive  of  deliberative  bodies  cannot 
always  be  known.  Various  considerations 
might  have  operated.  They  might  have_  sup- 
posed the  power  already  vested.  But,  it  is  in- 
cumbent on  those  who  can  place  faith  in  an 
interpretation  so  repugnant  to  the  cautious  and 
guarded  phraseology  of  the  instrument,  to  de- 
monstrate it.  If  the  right  to  incorporate  exists, 
it  is  a  general  grant  of  power,  equally  applica- 
ble to  all  the  objects  of  incorporation,  and  can- 
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not  be  assumed  as  a  means  to  carry  into  effect 
any  particular  grant  of  autliority.  To  my  mind, 
it  is  raucli  more  natural  to  suppose  a  power  to 
create  monopolies  had  been  surrendered,  to 
quiet  the  fears  of  those  who  saw  in  the  consti- 
tution the  germ  which  would  sooner  or  later 
palsy  the  vitals  of  the  State  authority.  If  the 
general  phrases  are  not  explained  in  the  manner 
just  mentioned,  and  powers  so 'extensive  and 
important  are  derived  from  them,  it  would  be 
ridiculous  to  consider  the  jurisdiction  of  Con- 
gress restricted;  they  would  confer  equal  au- 
thority to  establish  monopolies  in  all  the  vari- 
ous branches  of  individual  industry  and  com- 
mercial enterprise.  Sir,  I  will  conclude  this 
part  of  the  subject  by  reminding  you  how  es- 
sential it  is,  when  we  are  giving  an  interpreta- 
tion to  the  constitution,  to  which  the  States  are 
parties,  to  assume  only  what  clearly  belongs  to 
us.  Moderation  will  inspire  confidence,  selfish- 
ness wOl  excite  disgust  and  suspicion. 

The -parts  of  the  constitution  which  bear  any 
analogy  to  this  subject,  are 

1st.  Congress  shall  have  power  to  lay  and 
collect  taxes,  duties,  imposts,  and  excises,  to 
pay  the  debts,  and  provide  for  the  common  de- 
fence and  general  welfare,  &o. 

2d.'  To  borrow  money  on  the  credit  of  the 
United  States. 

3d.  To  regulate  commerce  with  foreign  na- 
tions, and  among  the  several  States,  and  with 
Indian  tribes.    And 

4th.  To  make  all  laws  which  shall  be  neces- 
sary and  proper  to  carry  the  foregoing  powers, 
and  all  other  powers  vested  by  the  constitution 
in  the  General  Government,  into  eflTect. 

It  wiU  not  be  denied  that,  if  the  establish- 
ment of  a  bank  comes  within  the  meaning  of 
the  power  to  lay  and  collect  taxes,  to  pay  the 
debts  of  the  United  States,  and  to  regulate 
commerce,  or  is  necessary  and  proper  to  carry 
the  foregoing  powers  into  effect,  it  would  be  a 
fair  subject  for  legislation  by  Congress.  But 
can  any  one  pretend  that  a  bank  would  be  a 
mode  contemplated  by  the  constitution  to  lay 
and  collect  taxes  on  the  people  for  the  purpose 
of  raising  revenue  ?  Would  it  comport  with 
that  wise  principle  of  uniformity,  and  those 
guarded  restrictions  against  unequal  burdens  on 
the  people,  which  constitute  the  most  valuable 
safeguard  to  the  citizen  ?  To  understand  these 
terms  we  must  give  them  a  meaning  which  has 
been  aflSxed  by  their  usual  import.  When  we 
speak  of  the  power  to  lay  taxes,  we  understand 
by  it  a  demand  of  money  from  the  community, 
<  regulated  by  fixed  and  equitable  principles,  in- 
discriminate as  to  persons,  and  the  species  of 
pi-opei-ty  taxed.  To  suppose  that  every  law 
which  imposed  burdens  or  brought  money  into 
the  Treasury  was  constitutional,  would  destroy 
our  equa,l  system  of  government,  and  substitute 
a  capricious  despotism.  It  would  revive  the 
exploded  doctrine  of  free  gifts,  benevolences, 
and  that  shameful  train  of  extortions  practised 
by  the  old  governments  of  Europe.  ,Does  it 
fall  within  the  power  to  pay  the  debts  of  the 


United  States  ?  This  clause  relates  entirely  to 
the  application  of  the  funds  after  they  have 
been  accumulated;  it  is  in  conformity  with 
that  article  which  pledges  the  public  faith  for 
debts  which  had  been  contracted,  as  well  as 
those  which  might  be  created  in  pursuance  of 
the  authority  to  borrow  money  upon  the  faith 
of  the  United  States.  If  the  power  to  incor- 
porate a  bank  grew  out  of  the  obligation  to  pay 
the  debts  of  the  United  States,  its  charter  should 
be  so  worded  as  to  cease  whenever  they  were 
extinguished;  and  it  would  be  no  longer  for 
Congress  to  fix  a  definite  period  for  its  expira- 
tion. If  the  right  of  incorporation  was  ever 
meant  to  be  given,  it  would  most  naturally 
follow  from  the  regulation  of  commerce ;  yet, 
no  one  has  contended  Congress  could  create 
insurance  companies  within  the  States.  Those 
who  contend  the  bank  is  constitutional,  con- 
sider it  as  necessary  and  proper  in  collecting 
the  revenue.  That  it  may  be  an  useful  instru- 
ment, I  do  not  deny.  It  forms  depositories 
convenient  to  the  government :  but,  you  should 
recollect,  depositories  equally  safe  and  conve- 
nient can  be  procured  without  being  purchased 
at  the  expense  of  exorbitant  and  invidious  privi- 
leges to  a  particular  class  in  the  community. 
I  apprehend  the  constitution  means  something 
extremely  different  when  it  empowers  the  Gen- 
eral Government  to  collect  taxes ;  it  relates  ex- 
clusively to  the  authority  thus  given  to  Con- 
gress of  employing  compulsory  process  in  co- 
ercing the  payment  of  taxes;  it  enables  Congi-ess 
to  create,  within  the  jurisdiction  of  the  States, 
officers  of  the  revenue,  and,  through  them,  to 
exercise  over  the  property  of  the  citizens  a  con- 
current jurisdiction,  from  which  they  otherwise 
would  be  precluded,  and  from  which  they  had 
been  precluded  before  the  adoption  of  the  con- 
stitution; it  enables  them  to  impose  penalties 
and  forfeitures,  and -to  inflict  punishment  for 
resistance  to  their  authority.  But,  sir,  admit 
for  a  moment  the  bank  may  be  formed  to  col- 
lect the  revenue,  ought  it  not  to  be  exclusively 
used  for  that  object?  Whence  the  power  to 
make  it  an  insti-ument  of  commerce  ?  Why  in- 
vest it  with  a  capital  immense  in  amount,  and 
sovereign  in  its  control. over  the  external  and 
internal  commerce  of  the  country  ?  Sir,  I  must 
again  caU  your  attention  to  the  limited  nature 
of  our  Government ;  we  must  administer  it  as 
we  find  it,  and  not  as  we  think  it  ought  to  be. 
Under  this  view  of  the  subject,  so  long  as  I 
understand  the  right  to  "lay  taxes"  to  consist 
in  drawing  supplies  from  the  people  for  public 
purposes,  and  not  to  tax  one  portion  of  the 
community  for  the  benefit  of  another,  and  "  to 
collect  them,"  the  right  to  enforce  payment,  I 
cannot  construe  them  to  authorize  the  establish- 
ment of  a  bank.  Sir,  a  bank  has  been  improp- 
erly considered  a  means  of  executing  some 
power  exclusively  given  to  Congress.  The 
nature  of  incorporations  is  so  clearly  a  distinct 
class  of  political  power,  that,  before  they  can 
be  converted  into  means  i^icidental  to  an  object 
without  the  jurisdiction  of  the  General  Govern- 
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ment,  they  must  be  shown  to  he  absolutely  ne- 
cessary. Permit  me  to  ask,  how  has  it  been 
ascertained  that  a  hank  is  necessary  to  the  op- 
erations of  the  Government  ?  Has  the  experi- 
ment been  tried  ?  Upon  a  question  involving  a 
breach  of  the  constitution,  it  would  be  safer  to 
he  guided  by  experience  than  conjecture. 

Sir,  I  am  well  aware  that  I  can  add  nothing 
new  upon  the  constitutional  points.  The  sub- 
ject was  more  thoroughly  examined  in  1791, 
and  more  ably  elucidated  than  any  other  since 
the  adoption  of  the  Government.  The  cele- 
brated speech  of  Mr.  Madison,  to  which  I  as- 
cribe my  conviction,  has  been  recently  pre- 
sented to  us  in  the  newspapers,  and  gentlemen 
must  be  familiar  with  it.  I  cannot  give  addi- 
tional weight  to  the  arguments,  but  I  thought 
it  proper  to  call  the  attention  of  the  committee 
to  that  part  of  the  subject  by  the  remarks  I 
have  made. 

I  said,  sir,  it  must  be  shown  that  the  bank  is 
necessary  to  the  operations  of  the  Government 
— without  its  aid  our  fiscal  concerns  cannot  be 
managed.  So  far  from  subscribing  to  the  ne- 
cessity of  the  bank,  I  believe  the  revenue  would 
he  equally  safe  in  the  State  banks,  and  could  be 
distributed  with  inconsiderable  difficulty.  The 
revenue  received  in  most  of  the  States  is  nearly 
equal  to  the  expenditure  within  them,  and  when 
a  deficiency  occurred  in  any  one,  it  could  be 
supplied  by  arrangements  with  the  different 
banks,  by  transportation,  or  inland  hills  of  ex- 
change, in  the  manner  that  the  public  engage- 
ments are  fulfilled  abroad.  I  wiU  venture  to 
assert  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  will  find 
no  difficulty  in  contracting  with  individuals  and 
corporate  institutions,  upon  the  most  ample 
security,  to  transfer  the  public  revenue  upon 
terms  equally  advantageous  to  the  United  States. 
Among  the  several  States  commercial  inter- 
course is  great,  and  daily  increasing ;  the  con- 
stant traffic  which  the  different  portions  of  the 
country  maintain  with  one  another,  will  give 
facility  to  the  operations  of  the  Government, 
and  obviate  the  obstacles  which  are  anticipated ; 
the  very  commerce  which  enables  the  Treasury 
to  remit  with  ease  immense  sums  to  every  part 
of  Europe  is  the  result  of  this  interchange  among 
the  States,  and  insures  equal  facility  at  home. 
Where,  then,  is  the  necessity  for  this  bank? 
The  accommodation  of  the  bank  to  the  Govern- 
ment in  times  of  emergency,  and  the  use  of  its 
resources  to  support  public  credit,  have  been 
urged  as  motives  for  its  establishment;  how  far 
such  considerations  weaken  constitutional  ob- 
jections, it  is  needless  to  state.  If,  sir,  the  bank 
becomes  a  source  of  supply  to  the  Government 
to  an  adequate  extent,  it  ceases  to  he  one  to  the 
merchants.  It  therefore  cannot  answer  in  both 
capacities.  The  same  necessity  which  throws 
the  Government  upon  the  charity  of  the  banks 
renders  it  incapable  of  discharging  the  obliga- 
tion, and  while  the  funds  of  the  institution  are 
locked  up  in  the  Government,  its  commercial 
functions  must  cease.  The  relief  which  sudden 
and  temporary  embarrassments  require,  can,  at 
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all  times,  be  administered  by  the  State  banks, 
and,  therefore,  supersedes  the  necessity  of  aid 
from  this  bank.  Whenever,  by  disasters,  the 
ordinary  sources  of  supply  are  exhausted,  or  the 
unavoidable  objects  of  expenditure  exceed  the 
revenue,  a  more  copious  and  permanent  aliment 
will  be  found  in  the  wealth  and  capital  of  the 
citizens  than  by  loans  from  banks.  Instead  of 
diverting  the  active  and  productive  capital  from 
useful  channels,  the  sluggish  and  inert  mass 
will  he  drawn  fjrth  in  its  aid,  to  support  public 
credit  and  cheriSi  private  enterprise.  But,  sir, 
is  it  prudent  to  rely  upon  an  institution  that 
may  refuse  you  assistance  ?  What  will  be  the 
influence  of  such  an  institution  on  the  Govern- 
ment, and  the  country  at  large  ?  It  cannot  es- 
cape your  recollection  that  the  establishment  of 
the  Bank  of  the  United  States  was  the  origin  of 
a  system  which  assumed  as  its  basis  the  enlarge- 
ment of  the  national -jurisdiction.  Whether  the 
principles  of  expediency  to  which  it  owes  its 
birth  be  regarded,  or  the  overweening  influence 
it  established  over  the  moneyed  institutions  and 
merchants  of  the  States,  the  charge,  to  say  the 
least,  is  plausible.  The  close  and  intimate  con- 
nection between  the  Government  and  bank — ^the 
dependence  of  the  former  for  loans,  and  the  lat- 
ter for  public  deposits,  have  given  the  Execu- 
tive branch  its  full  share  of  influence  and  odium 
— shows  incontestably  it  was  created  to  aug- 
ment the  power  of  the  General  Government, 
and  the  Executive  in  particular.  Yes,  sir,  it 
was  the  commencement  of  those  political  ani- 
mosities which  have  poisoned  the  sources  of 
social  intercourse ;  it  was  the  origin  of  that 
doctrine  of  constructive  power  which  abrogates 
the  constitution  and  nullifies  the  restrictions 
imposed  upon  Congress.  So  long  as  it  exists, 
the  body  politic  wiU  experience  the  agitations 
and  convulsive  throes  of  well-grounded  jealousy 
in  the  States. 

Sir,  in  the  administration  of  this  Government 
two  things  alone  are  necessary  to  insure  its  dura- 
bility. Ton  must  first  avoid  every  measure 
which  will  produce  uneasiness  among  the  States, 
or,  second,  that  will  extend  the  jurisdiction  of 
the  United  States  Government  to  subjects  pure- 
ly local.  I  do  not  mean  that  the  rightful 
authority  of  Congress  is  to  he  abandoned  for 
fear  of  giving  offence,  hut,  whenever  called  on 
to  take  a  step  which  will  produce  uneasiness, 
you  should  he  perfectly  satisfied  the  letter  and 
spirit  of  the  constitution  bear  you  out.  Do  not 
gentlemen  perceive  the  tendency  of  this  meas- 
ure to  involve  us  with  the  States  upon  delicate 
points?  Has  not  the  United  States'  Bank  pro- 
duced serious  alarm  ?  Will  not  the  alarm  he 
increased  by  its  continuance  at  this  time  ?  Yes, 
sir,  some  of  the  States  have  already  taxed  this 
institution,  others  have  waited  under  the  ex- 
pectation we  shall  render  a  collision  unneces- 
sary. Suppose  the  charter  renewed,  and  the 
stockholders  should  be  taxed  in  such  a  manner 
as  to  destroy,  virtually,  the  privileges  you  have 
guarantied  to  them.  Are  you  to  leave  them 
unprotected,  or  will  you  draw  the  sword  in  their 
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behalf?  While  you  have  time,  avoid  a  situa- 
tion not  less  perilous  than  the  most  serious 
foreign  war.  Since  the  establishment  of  the 
bank,  the  States  have  created  banks— their 
people  have  accumulated  capital,  and  they 
will  not  tamely  witness  the  pei-petaation  of  an 
institution  whose  strength  can  at  any  moment 
overthrow  whatever  State  bank  they  may  mark 
for  destruction.  However  paradoxical  it  may 
appear,  I  consider  the  General  Government 
strengthened  by  narrowing  its  jurisdiction ;  it 
will  produce  disunion  whenever  they  interfere 
with  local  concerns.  The  habits,  local  interest, 
and  passions  of  this  country  vaiy,  and  no  one 
is  a  competent  judge  of  what  will  suit  the  feel- 
ings of  the  State  out  of  which  he  lives.  But, 
sir,  there  are  general  principles  in  which  our 
feelings  and  interests  are  identified ;  there  are 
subjects  upon  which  we  may  safely  act,  and 
trust  to  the  co-operation  of  .every  man  and  State 
in  the  Union.  Does  the  bank  affect  the  people 
locally?  The  answer  is  obvious:  it  not  only 
undertakes  to  fix  the  amount  of  capital,  but  in- 
terferes with  the  rights  of  property  most  essen- 
tially— ^it  may  change  the  fundamental  principles 
of  State  law  as  to  the  liability  of  property  for 
debts,  and  the  mode  of  recovering  them.  Let 
me  caution  you  against  the  renew^  of  the  char- 
ter ;  it  is  pregnant  with  the  most  baneful  con- 
sequences to  the  tranquillity  of  the  country. 
Is  it  not  better  to  sacrifice  this  golden  calf  upon 
the  altar  of  concord,  restore  confidence  and  har- 
mony among  individuals  as  well  as  States,  and 
to  reunite  the  lovers  of  the  constitution? 

In  the  report  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury, 
the  convenience  of  obtaining  loans  from  the 
bank  is  mentioned  as  an  inducement  to  establish 
a  National  Bank.  To  me  the  abuse  of  this  con- 
venience is  more  dreaded  than  any  other  evil 
which  will  follow  from  the  measure.  Where 
have  you  seen  a  National  Bank,  connected  with 
the  Government,  which  has  not  ultimately 
ruined  the  circulating  medium  of  the  nation? 
It  is  a  notorious  fact  that  money  has  depreciated 
seriously,  from  the  unhmited  circulation  of 
paper,  and  if  the  Government  should  be  com- 
pelled, by  necessity,  to  use  the  funds  of  the  bank, 
they  must  permit  the  increased  circulation  of 
its  paper,  although  its  money  capital  remains 
stationary.  In  this  situation  the  Government 
must  tolerate  an  operation  which  will  increase 
the  evil  of  which  we  complain.  The  example 
of  England  is  a  salutary  monition  to  us,  and  we 
ought  to  profit  from  it.  In  that  country  there 
was  a  time  when  the  stability  of  the  bank  was 
a  national  phrase,  "As  good  as  the  Bank 
of  England."  How  is  it  now  ?  The  funds  of 
the  bank  have  been  bori'owed  by  the  Govern- 
ment— its  paper  circulation  increased,  and  Par- 


ruin  will  pervade  the  continent.  At  this  time 
the  country  is  inundated  with  paper  bottomed 
upon  the  whole  fioating  and  real  property  of 
the  community :  should  an  alarm  exist,  can 
fihese  funds  be  converted  into  money  to  redeem 
its  credit  ?  Certainly  not.  Will  it  not  be  pru- 
dent to  diminish  the  extent  of  this  evil  by  put- 
ting down  this  bank  which  is  the  fountain  from 
which  the  whole  system  flows?  It  is  of  little 
importance,  as  it  regards  the  internal  trade  of  a 
country,  what  constitutes  the  representation  of 
property.  Paper,  iron,  or  any  thing  else,  which 
passes  current,  will  answer  every  purpose  of 
barter  and  trade;  but,  in  its  commerce  abroad, 
it  is  indispensable  that  the  circulating  medium 
should  be  equally  valuable  and  readily  acknowl- 
edged among  all  commercial  nations;  other- 
wisej  all  the  operations  of  commerce,  carried  on 
with  money,  will  be  abandoned  or  prosecuted 
under  disadvantages  equal  to  the  difierence  in 
the  value  of  the  currency  at  home  and  abroad. 
In  countries  actively  engaged  in  business,  this 
branch  of  trade  is  not  only  great  in  amount, 
but  by  far  the  most  profitable.  How  unwise, 
therefore,  not  only  to  substitute  for  the  precious 
metals  paper  currency,  whose  value  is  confined 
to  the  United  States,  but  to  augment  the  quan- 
tity until  it  depreciates  even  among  ourselves. 

Thuesdat,  January  17. 
Bank  of  the  United  States. 

The  House  resolved  itself  into  a  Committee 
of  the  Whole  on  the  bill  for  renewing  the  char- 
ter of  the  Bank  of  the  United  States — ^the  mo- 
tion for  striking  out  the  first  section  stiU  under 
consideration. 

Mr.  FisK. — ^Mr.  Chairman :  I  regret  that  we 
are  called  upon  to  vote  for  or  against  striking 
out  the  first  section  of  this  bill,  at  this  time.  I 
could  have  wished  that,  upon  a  bill  of  so  much 
interest  and  importance,  we  could  have  pro- 
ceeded to  have  fflled  the  blanks,  and  made  such 
amendments  as  would  have  obviated  many  ob- 
jections which  may  be  urged  against  it  in  itE 
present  form.  I  am  not  prepared  to  give  my 
vote  in  favor  of  a  renewal  of  the  charter  of  the 
Bank  of  the  United  States,  either  upon  the 
terms  upon  which  it  was  originally  granted,  oi 
in  the  manner  contemplated  by  this  bill;  yet, 
upon  conditions  less  objectionable,  I  should  feel 
myself  bound  to  vote  in  favor  of  a  renewal.  Bui 
the  question  presented  upon  this  motion,  is  nol 
upon  what  terms  this  charter  shall  be  renewed, 
but  whether  it  shall  be  renewed  upon  any  terms, 
subject  to  any  conditions  Congress  may  impose, 

In  this  view,  I  consider  it  the  most  importani 
subject  upon  which  this  Congress  will  be  re- 
quired to  act.  It  is  determining  a  questioi 
which  is  connected  with  our  finances,  with  the 
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mer  depends  greatly  upon  the  merchant  and  the 
shipper.  And  the  price  and  demand  of  every 
article  of  produce  are  in  a  great  degree  regulated 
by  the  difficulties  or  facilities  of  payment.  Let 
the  difficulty  of  paying  be  increased,  and  the 
price  of  produce  immediately  faUs ;  for  the  de- 
mand for  exportation  becomes  very  limited,  the 
markets  are  overstocked,  and  prices  reduced. 
Any  sudden  check  to  our  commerce,  whether 
produced  by  our  own  municipal  regulations,  or 
the  outrages  of  foreign  powers,  checks  the  mar- 
ket and  the  price  of  produce ;  so  that  not  only 
the  merchants,  but  the  farmers  feel  its  effects. 
I  scarcely  need  recur  to  the  history  of  the  times 
when  trade  was  principally  suspended  in  this 
country,  to  show  how  severely  the  suspension 
operated  upon  every  class  of  our  citizens,  and 
in  every  part  of  the  country.  This  period  in 
our  political  annals  will  be  long  remembered. 
So  great  was  the  distress  in  some  States,  and 
agricultural  States,  too,  that  their  Legislatures 
deemed  it  necessary,  for  the  protection  of  the 
debtor  from  the  power  of  his  creditor,  to  stay 
the  administration  of  justice,  and  prohibit  by 
statute  the  issuing  of  an  execution  for  the  col- 
lection of  any  debt. 

This  proves  the  connection  which  subsists  be- 
tween the  two  great  agricultural  and  commer- 
cial interests  of  this  country.  Agriculture, 
commerce,  and  manufactures  constitute  the 
source  of  our  wealth,  revenue,  and  prosperity. 
To  foster  and  cherish  the  principles  upon  which 
rest  our  existing  hopes  and  future  prospects, 
can  never  be  a  question  of  doubtful  policy  with 
a  wise  and  patriotic  legislature. 

We  have  seen  that  commerce  is  essential  to 
our  interests ;  but  commerce  wiU  not  flourish 
without  credit.  It  never  has  prospered  inde- 
pendent of  credit.  As  credit  is  essential  to 
trade,  so  is  punctuality  to  support  credit.  Look 
at  the  business  of  any  commercial  people,  and 
see  how  much  of  it  is  done  upon  credit ;  and  see 
the  integrity  and  fidelity  with  which  punctuality 
is  maintained  in  order  to  support  their  credit. 

For  several  centuries  past,  banks  have  been 
the  successful  medium  through  which  credit 
has  not  only  been  preserved,  but  great  wealth 
acquired.  This  assertion  is  warranted  by  the 
history  of  these  institutions,  and  of  the  coun- 
tries where  they  have  been  patronized.  The 
first  bank  established  in  Europe,  was  at  Genoa, 
in  1407 — four  hundred  and  four  years  ago ;  this 
was  soon  followed  by  one  at  Venice. 

The  Bank  of  Amsterdam  was  established  in 
1609,  and  shortly  after  those  of  Hamburg  and 
Eotterdam ;  and  the  Bank  of  England  in  1694 ; 
the  Royal  Bank  at  Paris  in  1718 ;  the  Bank  of 
North  America  in  1784 — ^a  memorable  period  in 
our  history — and  the  Bank  of  the  United  States 
in  1791. 

All  these  different  institutions  show,  that  en- 
lightened legislators  have  entertained  but  one 
opinion  upon  this  subject  both  in  Europe  and 
America  for  the  last  four  hundred  years.  They 
have  seen  and  acknowledged  their  utility.  Banks 
have  long  since  been  considered  not  only  essen- 


tially useful  in  the  transaction  of  commercial 
concerns,  but^as  highly  necessary  to  aid  the 
fiscal  operations  of  Government.  And  a  more 
unanswerable  argument  cannot  be  urged  in 
favor  of  their  general  utility  than  their  uniform 
success ;  to  this  may  be  added  the  prosperity  of 
the  people  and  the  countries  where  banks  have 
been  supported.  Their  immediate  advantages 
are,  a  convenient  circulating  medium ;  the  safe 
depository  they  afford  for  cash  and  funds.  And 
they  serve  to  8eep  the  standard  of  money  stea- 
dy and  correct;  to  insure  punctuality;  to  pre- 
serve credit ;  to  inspire  confidence,  and  to  pro- 
mote a  spirit  of  industry  and  enterprise.  They 
are  not,  as  many  have  supposed,  in  their  nature 
hostile  to  Government  and  dangerous  to  liberty. 
They  rather  form  a  barrier  to  tyranny  and  op- 
pression. Their  principal  business  is  to  lend 
money  at  the  common  rate  of  interest,  and  thus 
prevent  usury.  The  owners  of  banks  are  gen- 
erally rich  men,  who  have  not  only  their  per- 
sonal liberty,  but  a  large  property  to  risk,  'by 
sedition,  treason,  and  rebellion.  It  is  their 
interest  to  resist  oppression.  We  need  scarcely 
point  to  the  Continent  of  Europe  for  proof  of 
the  fact,  when  we  assert,  that  trade  and  banks 
cannot  flourish  where  despotism  prevails.  Des- 
potic power  generally  ruins  trade  and  banks, 
but  no  instance  occurs  in  history  where  banks, 
not  under  the  control  of  Government,  have  ruin- 
ed a  State.  A  bank  owned  by  Government, 
and  under  its  command,  would  be  an  engine 
dangerous  to  the  people.  But  when  owned  by 
individuals,  neither  the  people  nor  the  Gov- 
ernment have  any  thing  to  fear  from  it.  It  is 
then  dependent  on  both  for  its  business,  pros- 
perity, and  usefulness. 

With  the  evidence  which  both  history  and 
experience  offer  to  our  reflection,  we  cannot 
doubt  the  utility  of  banks,  nor  deny  but  that 
they  have  been  beneficial  to  us.  And  we  are 
justified  in  the  conclusion,  that,  under  proper 
regulations,  they  may  subserve  the  best  interests 
of  the  people  of  the  United  States.  They  are 
now  in  successful  operation  in  almost  every 
State  in  the  Union,  and  that  they  have  been 
useful,  the  present  prosperous  state  of  the  coun- 
try abundantly  proves.  We  enjoy  as  perfect 
security  for  life,  liberty,  and  property,  as  any 
people  under  any  Government  ever  did.  These 
are  the  great  objects  of  a  good  Government. 
And  we  may  triumphantly  ask,  where  is  the 
nation  or  people  that  enjoy  these  with  more 
freedom  and  safety  than  the  American  people? 
A  parallel  for  our  liberty  and  prosperty,  for 
the  last  twenty  years,  is  not  to  be  found  in  the 
history  of  man.  Our  wealth,  population,  and 
resources,  have  increased  beyond  what  any  one 
would  have  calculated  or  imagined,  and  beyond 
what  strangers  and  foreigners  now  believe. 
Industry,  wealth,  and  contentment,  pervade 
every  quarter  of  our  country,  and  poverty  and 
oppression  are  unknown  to  our  citizens. 

In  1791,  the  year  this  bank  was  incorporated, 
our  exports  amounted  to  about  eighteen  mil- 
lions of  dollars ;  and  in  1804,  they  had  increased 
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to  about  seventy-six  millions,  gaining  in  thirteen 
years  fifty-eight  millions ;  and  our  tonnage  in 
about  the  same  proportion.         * 

Much  of  this  prosperity  is  to  be  attributed  to 
the  active  capital  which  has  excited  industry, 
and  a  spirit  of  enterprise  among  us,  and  the  ac- 
tivity of  this  capital  has  been  in  a  great  degree 
created  and  promoted  by  the  Bank  of  the  Unit- 
ed States.  Its  operations  have  been  extensive 
in  all  our  trading  towns.  It  has  aided  in  loans 
and  discounts,  and  assisted  in  the  collection, 
safe-keeping,  and  transmission  of  our  revenues. 
It  has  been  the  depository  of  our  Treasury,  and 
is  now  become  incorporated  with  the  adminis- 
tration of  the  fiscal  department  of  our  Govern- 
ment. The  connection  which  it  has  formed 
with  almost  every  branch  of  business  in  the 
country,  is  not  slight  and  trifling,  and  so  easily 
to  be  severed  as  some  seem  to  believe.  Its 
operations  are  deeply  interwoven  with  the 
dealings  and  concerns  of  all  the  men  of  busi- 
ness in  the  United  States. 

"With  a  capital  of  ten  millions,  it  has  furnish- 
ed accommodations  of  fifteen  millions  a  year. 
This  has  been  employed  principally  in  trade ; 
in  making  prompt  and  cash  payments  to  our 
farmers  for  their  produce.  This,  again,  has 
furnished  to  our  citizens  a  ready  and  profitable 
market  for  every  article  of  produce.  These 
high  profits  of  a  good  market  have  gone  into 
the  hands  of  the  farmer,  to  cultivate,  improve, 
and  enrich  the  country.  And  travel  through 
any  State  in  the  Union,  and  their  efiects  may 
be  readily  seen,  affording  a  prospect,  consoling 
and  elevating  to  the  philanthropist  and  the 
patriot.  The  land  is  highly  cultivated,  good 
buildings,  turnpike  roads,  bridges,  and  other 
expensive  improvement,  indicate  the  wealth  of 
onr  citizens,  and  the  prosperity  of  the  country. 
Money  has  been  freely  circulated,  trade  has  been 
Active,  produce  high,  and  our  country  has  been 
improved  by  these  unexampled  advantages  to  a 
degree  far  beyond  what  the  most  sanguine  cal- 
culations, twenty  years  Jigo,  could  have  antici- 
pated. And  yet,  sir,  we  are  gravely  told  that 
this  bank  has  nearly  ruined  the  country ;  that  it 
is  threatening  our  best  interests  with  destruc- 
tion. As  well  might  gentlemen  tell  us  that 
total  darkness  prevails  at  noon-day,  or  that  the 
sun,  in  his  meridian  splendor,  affords  neither 
light  nor  heat  to  any  part  of  this  globe. 

The  principal  portion  of  the  trade  and  busi- 
ness of  the  United  States  has  been  conducted  by 
a  paper  medium;  metallic  has  scarcely  been 
seen.  The  amount  of  this  circulating  medium 
is,  say  fifty  millions.  Kow  what  is  proposed  by 
denying  a  renewal  of  the  United  States'  Bank 
charter?  That  this  bank  shall  close  its  con- 
cerns, and  of  course  stop  all  its  accommodations. 


bank ;  this  must  be  collected.  This  will  occa- 
sion a  demand  for  this  amount  from  other 
sources ;  it  must  be  paid.  And  the  $5,000,000 
in  the  bank  makes  the  sum  of  $24,000,000, 
which  must  be  suddenly  called  in.  The  effect 
this  will  have  upon  the  various  interests  in  the 
country  can  neither  be  described  nor  conceived. 
It  must  inevitably  give  a  general  and  heavy 
shock  to  all  paper  credit ;  this  credit,  so  much 
and  profitably  in  operation,  must  receive  a 
severe,  if  not  a  mortal  wound.  And  what  sub- 
stitute have  we  for  this  when  it  shall  be  de- 
stroyed ?  Silver  and  gold  coin  cannot  be  relied 
on.  There  is  not  from  the  best  estimate  an 
amount  to  exceed  $10,000,000  specie  in  all  our 
cities  and  trading  towns,  and  this  will  be  col- 
lected by  this  bank.  The  price  of  all  stocks, 
and  every  kind  of  produce  and  species  of  prop- 
erty must  suffer  a  great  depression,  for  a  scarci- 
ty of  money  enhances  its  value,  and  consequent- 
ly depresses  the  value  of  every  other  species  of 
property.  That  this  sudden,  if  not  total  change 
in  our  system,  must  occasion  great  embarrass- 
ment, produce  failures,  disappointments,  and 
distress,  among  our  citizens,  is  certain. 

Put  down  this  bank,  and  how  then  are  youi 
revenues  to  be  collected  ?  Through  the  medium 
of  the  State  banks  ?  You  do  what  no  prudent 
man,  in  his  individual  concerns,  would  think  of 
doing.  You  discard  a  faithful,  honest,  respon- 
sible agent,  whose  integrity  and  fidelity  you 
have  known  for  twenty  years,  and  yon  place 
your  estate  in  the  hands  and  at  the  disposal  of 
twenty  or  thirty  entire  strangers,  of  whose 
character  and  responsibility  you  know  nothing, 
nor  have  the  means  of  acquiring  any  knowledge, 
and  over  whose  conduct  you  have  no  control. 
Should  an  individual  act  thus  with  his  property, 
he  would  he  deemed  to  have  lost  all  regard  for 
it,  if  not  considered  a  madman.  In  resorting 
to  the  State  banks,  we  are  offering  the  amount 
of  our  revenue  as  a  bounty  for  intrigues,  cabals, 
and  factions,  through  the  country.  In  almost 
every  State  there  are  a  number  of  banks,  and 
each  will  endeavor  to  get  the  revenue  collected 
in  that  State,  to  keep  and  trade  with.  It  must 
be  given  to  one,- or  divided  among  them  alL  If 
one  is  selected  as  the  favorite,  all  the  rest  be- 
come jealous,  dissatisfied,  and  exert  their  capital 
and  influence  against  the  favorite  bank  and  its 
patron,  the  Government.  This  will  awaken  a 
spirit  of  faction  in  every  State,  yet  unknown  in 
this  country.  If  all  are  to  be  gratified  in  their 
request  for  the  deposits,  the  Government  must 
open  separate  accounts  with  all  the  different 
banks  in  the  country,  to  the  amount  of  fifty  or 
sixty ;  and  new  companies  will  be  formed,  and 
new  applicants  request  to  divide  the  business, 
and  share  the  profits.    Indeed,  there  will  be  no 
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intended  solely  to  justify  the  vote  which  it  is 
my  intention  to  give  on  this  momentous  oc- 
casion. 

The  question  pending  the  United  States'  Bank 
has_  excited  a  peculiar  interest  throughout  this 
nation,  more  especially  in  our  seaports.  The 
dissolution  of  this  institution,  which  from  its 
limitation,  will  expire  on  the  fourth  of  March 
next,  has  been  portrayed  in  colors  of  the  darkest 
shades,  and  the  distresses  which  many  maintain 
will  be  consequent  to  that  event,  call  seriously 
for  a  fair  and  deliberate  investigation.  I  hope, 
sir,  I  shall  be  pardoned  for  imposing  on  the  par 
ti«nce  of  the  House,  when  it  is  recollected  that 
the  community  which  I  represent  have  employed 
four-tenths  of  the  capital  stock  of  the  tlnited 
States'  Bank.  If  evil  consequences  are  to  at- 
tend the  dissolution  of  this  establishment,  or  if 
beneficial  results  proceed  from  its  continuance, 
in  either  case  I  must  feel  myself  essentially  in- 
terested ;  it  is  therefore  my  wish  to  be  distinctly 
understood  upon  the  important  principles  which 
have  connection  with  the  great  question  now 
before  us. 

At  the  last  session  of  Congress,  I  presented 
the  memorial  of  the  President,  Directors,  and 
Stockholders  of  the  Bank  of  the  United  States ; 
at  that  time  I  entertained  no  positive  opinion 
on  the  subject ;  the  discussions  which  took 
place  in  the  committee  to  whom  the  memorial 
was  referred,  necessarily,  as  a  duty  on  my  part, 
excited  that  attention  which  the  importance  of 
the  question  imperiously  demanded.  Under  cir- 
cumstances of  doubt,  I  voted  in  favor  of  report- 
ing a  resolution  in  support  of  the  bank,  for  the 
purpose  of  giving  to  the  establishment  every 
chance  which  reason  could  urge  ;  at  the  same 
time  reserving  to  myself  the  right  to  pronounce 
a  final  decision,  according  as  policy  and  expe- 
diency, but  more  especially  as  principle  should 
dictate.  I  will  admit,  sir,  that  this  is  not  the 
time  or  place  to  institute  the  general  inquiry, 
whether  banks  are  or  are  not  beneficial  to  a 
nation  ?  Because,  whether  the  charter  of  the 
United  States'  Bank  be  renewed  or  not,  the 
several  States,  who  have  the  unquestioned  au- 
thority to  incorporate  bank  establishments,  have 
already  created  many,  which  it  is  not  in  our 
power  to  control.  I  do  not  hesitate  to  declare, 
though  many  persons  in  the  United  States  are 
decidedly  opposed  to  a  banking  system,  under 
every  possible  circumstance,  I  am  not  of  this 
class.  Experience  has  proved,  in  a  manner  very 
satisfactory  to  my  mind,  the  advantages  which 
are  derived  from  the  banks  when  they  are  im- 
partially directed,  and  when  the  accommoda- 
tion afforded  by  them  is  prudently  employed ; 
the  great  difficulty  seems  to  be  to  confine  the 
system  within  its  proper  limits.  I  understand 
the  proposition  as  applicable  to  the  agricultural, 
manufacturing,  and  commercial  interests  of  the 
United  States. 

Tor  my  proofs  of  this  proposition,  I  will  not 
rely  upon  the  famous  Bank  of  St.  George,  at 
Genoa,  whose  authority,  by  a  gentleman  from 
Kew  York,  (Mr.  Fisk,)  has  been  considered  of 


much  weight.  I  will  recall  to  the  mind  of  my 
friend  the  remark  of  an  intelligent  traveller, 
who,  when  he  visited  this  bank  of  antiquity, 
exclaimed :  Here  lies  conojaled  the  enigma, 
whether  the  bank  possesses  millions  of  millions, 
or  whether  it  is  indebted  millions  of  millions ! 
He  concludes.  Upon  this  important  secret  rests 
the  safety  of  the  State.  Unhappy  State,  say  I, 
whose  safety  depends  upon  a  secret  concealed 
within  the  vaults  of  a  bank.  Perhaps  to  a 
development  of  this  secret  may  we  attribute 
the  present  servile  condition  of  the  people  of 
the  once  far-famed  and  powerful  Republic  of 
Genoa. 

Sir,  I  am  decidedly  opposed  to  a  prominent, 
and  what  to  me  appears  to  be  a  very  dangerous 
feature  in  the  bill  now  under  consideration.  I 
allude  to  the  eighth  section,  which  admits  of  an 
increase  of  the  present  capital  stock  of  the  bank. 
Adopt  this  provision,  you  will  thereby  create 
an  Herculean  power,  which  will  have  at  its 
mercy  all  the  minor  institutions  of  the  States ; 
thus  constituted,  it  can  oppress  and  destroy 
them,  as  whim  or  interest  may  dictate.  The 
steps  which  have  been  taken  preparatory  to  a 
dissolution  of  the  present  bank,  it  is  said,  occa- 
sion much  embarrassment,  and  threaten  with 
ruin  many  of  our  citizens ;  if  the  present  capital 
of  ten  millions  can  thus  alfect  society,  .who  will 
pretend  to  accumulate  present  evils,  or  risk  en- 
tailing misery  on  posterity,  solely  for  the  pur- 
pose of  a  temporary  gain  to  the  Government  ? 
In  this  question  Pennsylvania  is  deeply  con- 
cerned ;  she  has  several  millions  of  dollars  in- 
vested in  her  banks ;  this  to  her  is  a  valuable 
source  of  revenue ;  upon  this  may  she  predicate 
much  of  her  future  prosperity ;  hence  will  she 
derive  the  funds  requisite  for  future  internal 
improvements ;  but  if  you  flU  up  the  blanks  in 
this  section  with  a  considerable  sum,  all  these 
prospects  will  be  blasted  forever  ;  you  will 
thereby  destroy  the  tree  from  whose  ramifica- 
tions were  to  emanate  the  blessings  of  peace 
and  the  sinews  of  war.  Those  of  her  represen- 
tatives who  may  deem  it  politic  and  constitu- 
tional to  vote  for  a  continuance  of  the  charter 
of  the  United  States'  Bank,  ought  surely  to 
oppose  any  increase  of  the  present  capital ;  we 
have  been  told  that  that  which  now  exists  has 
been  found  sufficient  for  all  purposes,  at  a  time 
when  our  commerce  was  much  more  extensive 
than  we  have  reason  to  suppose  will  soon  again 
be  the  case. 

The  history  of  the  banks  in  our  country  in- 
forms us,  that  the  one  usually  termed  the  Bank 
of  North  America  was  the  first  establishment 
of  the  kind  which  received  the  sanction  of  the 
Government.  This  institution  was  incorporated 
by  an  act  of  Congress,  in  the  month  of  May, 
1781,  under  the  authority  of  the  "Articles  of 
Confederation."  The  present  Bank  of  the 
United  States  was  incorporated  by  an  act  of 
Congress,  on  the  25th  of  February,  1791,  during 
the  operation  of  the  present  Constitution  of  the 
United  States. 

Without  an  attempt  to  examine  every  hypo- 
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thesis,  which  has  been  or  which  might  be  pro- 
posed, respecting  the  constitutionality  of  the 
principle,  I  will  content  myself  with  the  state- 
ment of  the  case,  such  as  it  appears  to  my  mind. 
The  first  public  act  which  I  performed  as  a 
member  of  the  Congress  of  the  United  States, 
was,  to  swear  solemnly  that  I  would  support  the 
Constitution  of.  the  United  States.  It  therefore 
is  my  duty  to  examine  and  consider  its  precepts, 
according  to  the  best  of  my  ability. 

The  "Articles  of  Confederation"  and  the 
present  Constitution  of  the  United  States  do  not 
differ  as  regards  any  power  delegated  by  the 
States  to  Congress,  touching  charters  of  incor- 
poration. I  can  never  persuade  myself  that 
the  constitution  was  intended  other  than  to 
have  a  definite  meaning ;  or  that  it  was  ever 
contemplated  to  speak  an  equivocal  language ; 
ambiguity  arises  solely  from  the  misconceptions 
of  its  interpreters ;  it  is  very  plain  and  of  easy 
comprehension,  especially  as  it  relates  to  the 
present  question,  since  it  is  totally  silent  on  the 
right  to  create  corporations — its  wisdom  is  fur- 
ther illustrated  by  the  special  provision  for  the 
only  exclusive  privilege  which  is  consistent  with 
a  free  and  equal  government,  and  that  is  in 
favor  of  genius. 

The  powers  delegated  by  the  States  are  spe- 
cial and  defined,  and,  it  is  expressly  declared  by 
the  constitution,  that  "  the  powers  not  delegated 
to  the  United  States  by  the  constitution,  nor 
prohibited  by  it  to  the  States,  are  reserved  to 
the  States  respectively,  or  to  the  people."  This 
language  needs  no  interpretation.  I  cannot  for 
a  moment  permit  myself  to  suppose,  that  the 
patriots  who  were  tested  during  the  long-con- 
tinued uncertainty  of  the  most  important  events 
of  our  Revolutionary  period,  and  to  whom  was 
ultimately  assigned  the  right  and  power  to  con- 
struct the  instrument  which  is  to  guide  us  in 
the  political  labyrinth — that  they  intended  this 
their  great  work  should  alone  be  exphcable  by 
that  refined  reasoning  to  which  common  sense 
is  a  stranger,  I  never  can  admit.  Surely  that 
which  they  framed  for  the  good  and  security  of 
every  individual  in  the  nation,  must  be  expressed 
in  a  manner  to  be  understood  by  ordinary  men, 
and  those  whom  it  was  intended  to  direct.  Sir, 
if- simplicity  was  not  originally  contemplated  by 
the  framers  of  the  constitution,  why  the  impo- 
sition on  the  people  in  publishing  it  to  the 
world  ?  Was  it  not  a  prodigal  waste  of  labor 
and  materials,  to  furnish  every  citizen  of  our 
country  with  a  copy  of  that  which  can  only  be 
understood  by  professional  men,  or  such  as  are 
eminently  skilled  in  scholastic  research  ?  It  had 
better  remain  a  secret,  concealed  amongst  the 
musty  rolls  in  the  archives  of  State,  than  be  a 
nuzzle  for  mankind.   As  lone  as  this  instrument 


gible  jargon  to  the  flames,  than  by  the  agency 
of  construction,  neutralize  wisdom  by  folly. 
Sir,  if  we  have  a  constitution  which  the  people 
cannot  understand,  I  then  say,  cut  the  original 
into  slips,  and  provide  the  means  for  a  better ; 
or,  if  that  is  not  to  be  done,  and  we  are  to  be 
ruled  by  the  iron  hand  of  power,  in  that  case, 
as  one  of  the  American  people,  I  will  pray  you 
to  be  graciouly  pleased  to  grant  a  plain  bill  of 
rights  for  our  better  government. 

If  we  look  back,  and  attentively  view  the  oc- 
currences which  took  place,  when  the  law  in- 
corporating the  present  bank  of  the  United 
States  was  enacted,  we  shall  find  our  reasoning 
supported  and  confirmed  by  many  important 
circumstances ;  we  shall  then  perceive,  that  the 
act  of  incorporation  was  opposed  on  constitu- 
tional ground,  by  men  who  were  and  continue 
to  be  esteemed  for  their  talents,  political  skill, 
judicial  knowledge,  probity  and  patriotism ;  and 
it  has  been  admitted,  that  the  argTiments  for- 
merly urged  are  unanswerable.  That  the  power 
to  create  corporations  was  never  intended  to  be 
ceded  on  the  part  of  the  United  States,  is  proved 
beyond  all  manner  of  contradiction ;  for  we  are 
told  by  the  highest  authority,  by  one  who  was 
a  member  of  the  General  Convention,  that  it 
had  been  proposed  to  cede  to  Congress  the 
power  to  create  corporations,  and  that  the 
proposition  was  rejected,  after  a  deliberate  dis- 
cussion. In  my  opinion  this  decision  is  in  proof 
of  the  sagacity  and  wisdom  of  those  who  made 
it ;  it  was  highly  justifiable  to  retain  this  power 
to  be  exercised  by  the  States ;  because,  corpo- 
rations are  generally  founded  on  circumstances, 
which  are  entirely  local — -as  such,  they  can  be 
better  understood  by  the  Legislatures  of  the  re- 
spective States,  than  by  that  of  the  General 
Government. 

The  experience  of  every  session  proves  that 
the  decisions  of  Congress  vary  with  the  men 
who  at  different  times  compose  that  body; 
therefore,  the  act  of  February,  1791,  can  have 
no  force  in  settling  the  principle  contended  for. 

I  have  heard  it  urged,  that  the  States  have 
recognized  the  constitutionality  of  the  United 
States'  Bank,  by  their  laws.  I  know  of  no  law 
in  any  of  the  States,  which  declares  this  charter 
constitutional.  Were  it  even  proved,  that 
several  of  the  States  had  published  this  decla- 
ration, with  me  it  would  signify  nothing,  un- 
less the  sanction  of  two  thirds  of  the  States  was 
thus  had.  On  a  former  occasion,  several  of  the 
States  were  induced,  from  peculiar  circumstan- 
ces, to  relinquish  for  a  time  their  right  in  favor 
of  a  particular  case — ^I  allude  to  the  first  estab- 
lishment of  the  Bank  of  North  America.  If 
this  had  been  intended  to  decide  this  very  im- 
portant Question,  without  anv  reservation  of 
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than  those  of  the  present  Congress  ?  We  shall 
not  lose  by  this  investigation — ^they  declared 
that  "the  exigencies  of  the  United  States 
rendered  it  indispensably  necessary  that  such 
an  act  be  immediately  passed,"  and,  at  that 
period,  the  Board  of  War  confessed  they  had 
not  money  sufficient  to  pay  the  expense  of  for- 
warding an  express  to  the  Commander-in-chief 
of  the  Army !  Notwithstanding  such  urgent 
necessities  on  the  part  of  the  General  Govern- 
ment, they  were  too  conscious  of  the  rights  of 
the  States  to  attempt  a  usurpation  of  authority, 
or  to  pretend  to  force  this  act  without  their 
sanction;  accordingly,  we  find  the  resolution 
by  which  this  bank  was  established  followed  by 
another,  which  recommended  to  the  Legislature 
of  each  of  the  States  the  necessity  to  pass  such 
laws  as  they  judged  requisite  for  giving  the 
oi'dinance,  by  which  the  subscribers  to  the 
'  Bank  of  JTorth  America  were  incorporated,  its 
full  operation ;  every  provision  in  the  charter 
of  this  bank,  to  have  fuU  effect,  was  recom- 
mended to  the  Legislatures  of  the  several  States 
for  their  approbation.  {See  Journals  of  Con- 
gress for  1781,  vol.  7th,  pp.  257  and  258.) 

It  is  a  well-known  and  an  important  fact,  that 
the  subscribers  to  the  Bank  of  North  America 
did  not  rest  satisfied  of  the  authority  of  Con- 
gress to  incorporate  them ;  subsequently  to  the 
original  act  of  incorporation,  they  accepted 
from  the  Legislature  of  Pennsylvania  a  charter 
by  which  their  privileges  were  very  much 
abridged. 

Some  maintain,  the  States  having  made  it 
penal  to  pass  counterfeits  of  the  notes  of 
the  United  States'  Bank,  is  in  proof  of  their 
recognizing  the  constitutionality  of  the  institu- 
tion. No  one  wiU  pretend  that  these  laws 
were  intended  other  than  to  guard  the  people 
against  fraud.  These  statutes  were  enacted 
without  any  connection  with  or  reference  to  the 
principle  upon  which  the  original  act  was 
founded.  It  is  but  too  well  known,  notwith- 
standing these  salutary  provisions,  that  counter- 
feit bank  notes  of  every  denomination  are  in 
daily  circulation.  I  will  ask,  what  would  be 
the  case  if  such  laws  had  not  been  passed  by 
the  States?  Sir,  if  it  requires  aU  onr  care  to 
prevent  an  inundation  from  such  bank  paper 
as  is  acknowledged  to  be  genuine,  for  IIeaven',s 
sake  do  not  risk  the  security  of  the  people,  by 
an  indirect  sanction  of  such  as  is  known  to  be 
spurious ! 

Feidat,  January  18. 

A  motion  was  made  by  Mr.  Fisk,  that  the 
House  do  now  adjourn ;  and  the  question  being 
taken  thereon,  it  was  determined  in  the  nega- 
tive— yeas  6,  nays  59. 

Bani  of  the  United  States. 

The  House  again  resolved  itself  into  a  Com- 
mittee of  the  Whole  on  the  bill  to  renew  the 
charter  of  the  Bank  of  the  United  States. 

Mr.  Btjewell's  motion  for  striking  out  the 
first  section  being  still  under  consideration. 


Mr.  P.  B.  PoKTEE. — Mr.  Chairman :  As  this 
bank  has  excited  so  extraordinary  aa  interest  in 
every  part  of  the  United  States,  and  particularly 
in  the  State  which  I  have  the  honor  to  repre- 
sent ;  as  I  am  apprehensive,  from  what  took 
place  yesterday,  that  I  shall  be  found,  on  this 
question,  in  opposition  to  a  majority  of  my  col- 
leagues ;  and,  (what  will  always  be  an  impera- 
tive motive  with  me,)  as  I  think  this  bill  aims  a 
deadly  blow  at  some  of  the  best  principles  of 
the  constitutian,  I  feel  it  my  duty  to  state  to 
the  House  the  grounds  on  which  I  shall  be  con- 
strained to  vote  for  striking  out  the  section  now 
under  consideration. 

I  acknowledge  that  I  had  not,  until  lately, 
paid  any  particular  attention  to  the  question  of 
the  constitutionality  of  this  institution.  I  stand, 
therefore,  in  this  respect,  on  safer  ground  than 
the  respectable  member  from  North  Carolina 
(Mr.  Maoon,)  for  I  have  no  reason  to  suspect  my- 
self of  any  long-rooted  prejudices  on  the  ques- 
tion. The  Bank  of  the  United  States  was  estab- 
hshed  at  a  time  when  I  was  not  in  the  habit  of 
troubling  myself  with  such  questions.  I  had 
been  accustomed  to  think  of  it  as  an  institution, 
the  constitutionality  of  which  was  conceded  by 
conmion  consent.  But,  sir,  when  the  question 
was  again  stirred,  I  felt  it  my  duty  to  give  it  a 
thorough  investigation  before  I  should  sanction 
it  by  my  vote.  I  have  given  it,  if  not  a 
thorough,  at  least  a  candid  and  impartial  ex- 
amination; and  the  result  has  been,  a  full  con- 
viction that  we  have  no  right  to  incorporate  a 
bank  upon  the  principles  of  the  bill  on  the  ta- 
ble, or  rather,  upon  the  principles  of  the  origi- 
nal charter,  which  this  bill  proposes  to  renew. 
The  ground  of  my  objection  is,  that  it  assumes 
the  exercise  of  legislative  powers  which  belong 
exclusively  to  the  State  Governments. 

I  shall  not  touch  the  question  of  the  expe- 
diency of  this  bank,  much  less  the  expediency 
of  banking  generally.  If  I  were  competent, 
which  I  confess  I  am  not,  to  the  task,  I  should 
think  it  a  very  unprofitable  one,  to  follow  the 
gentleman  through  all  the  mazes  of  the  banking 
system — a  system,  sir,  about  the  various  and 
important  operations  and  effects  of  which  on 
civil  society,  aside  from  a  few  obvious  truths 
which  it  furnishes,  I  have  found  that  those  gen- 
tlemen who  have  professed  to  understand  them 
best,  have  differed  most.  As  I  propose  to  con- 
fine myself  to  the  constitutional  question  solely, 
I  hope  I  shall  be  allowed  to  take  a  little  broader 
range  on  this  point,  than  has  been  taken  by  the 
gentlemen  who  have  preceded  me. 

I  am  aware  how  nngracious  constitutional 
objections  to  the  powers  of  this  House  are  with 
those,  and  there  are  many  such,  who  believe 
that  the  powers  of  the  Federal  Government 
are,  at  best,  too  contracted;  and  who  would 
be  glad  to  see  all  the  State  rights  merged  and 
sunk  into  a  consolidated  government.  What- 
ever may  be  my  speculative  opinions  on  this 
subject,  I  can  never  be  influenced,  by  motives 
of  expediency,  to  swerve  from  my  allegiance  to 
the  constitution.     This  sentiment  is  indelibly 
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fixed  on  my  mind,  and  I  trust  it  is  a  common 
one  to  the  members  of  this  committee.  That, 
in  adhering  strictly  to  the  obligation  we  have 
taken  to  support  tlie  Constitution  of  the  United 
States,  we  not  only  perform  a  sacred  duty  to 
ourselves,  but  we  render  a  better  service  to  the 
real  and  permanent  interests  of  our  country 
than  we  could  possibly  render  by  a  departure 
from  that  obligation ;  even  though  that  de- 
parture were  to  avert  so  serious  a  calamity  as 
a  general  bankruptcy — a  calamity  which,  in 
order  to  alarm  the  timid,  has  been  held  out  as 
the  inevitable  consequence  of  a  refusal  to  re- 
new this  charter. 

I  should  be  surprised  at  the  general  acquies- 
cence which  seems  to  have  been  yielded  to  the 
constitutionality  of  this  institution,  did  I  not 
believe  that  others  had  been  as  superficial  in 
their  examination  of  the  subject  as  I  had  my- 
self. When  objections  are  made  to  the  consti- 
tutionality of  the  law,  the  people,  in  the  cur- 
sory views  which  they  are  accustomed  to  take 
of  such  objects,  are  apt  to  adopt,  as  the  tests  of 
its  constitutionality,  the  powers  of  the  State 
and  Federal  Governments  collectively  ;  and  if 
they  find  nothing  in  the  law  oflfensive  to  the 
principles  of  civil  liberty,  nothing  uncongenial 
with  the  spirit  of  a  Eepublican  Government, 
they  rest  satisfied,  and  do  not  trouble  them- 
selves with  nice  distinctions  between  the  pow- 
.  ers  peculiar  to  the  one  or  the  other  of  these 
Governments.  Such  reasoning  would,  how- 
ever, ill  become  the  sagacity  of  this  House. 

One  of  the  most  serious  dangers  with  which 
our  Government  is  threatened,  and  it  is  a  dan- 
ger growing  out  of  the  very  nature  and  struc- 
ture of  the  Government  itself,  consists  in  its 
tendency  to  produce  collisions  between  State 
and  Federal  authorities.  The  Federal  Govern- 
ment, as  was  observed  by  my  learned  colleague, 
(Mr.  MiTOHiLL,)  is  imperium  in  imperio,  a  govern- 
ment within  a  government ;  and  the  misfortune 
is,  that  there  exists  no  friendly  third  power  to 
decide  the  controversies  which  may  arise  be- 
tween these  two  great,  independent,  and,  in 
many  respects,  rival  authorities.  The  public 
peace  must  be  kept,  if  kept  at  all,  by  the  con- 
ciliatory dispositions  of  the  parties  themselves. 
As  then  we  have  a  common  interest  in  the  pre- 
servation of  both  these  Governments — as  we 
are  as  well  the  subjects  of  the  imperio  as  of  the 
imperium,  we  ought  to  act  with  great  circum- 
spection and  delicacy  in  the  assumption  of  pow- 
ers which  do  not  clearly  belong  to  us.  It  is 
better  to  forego  the  exercise  of  powers  to  which 
we  are  entitled,  if  the  exercise  of  them  is  not 
very  important,  rather  than  hazard  the  assump- 
tion of  doubtful  ones,  the  fatal  consequences  of 
which  my  honorable  friend  from  Virrinia  (Mi. 


lations — external  as  regards  the  individual  States, 
as  well  as  the  States  in  their  collective  capacity. 
The  general  ideas  upon  which  our  Republic  is 
founded,  are  these  :  That  small  territories  are 
better  adapted  to  the  successful  administration 
of  justice  than  large  ones.  In  a  Kepublic,  where 
the  people  are  the  sovereigns  and  source  of  pow- 
er, it  is  important  that,  in  order  to  enable  them 
to  execute  this  power  discreetly,  they  should 
possess  correct  information  in  relation  to  the 
character  and  conduct  of  their  rulers,  and  in  re- 
lation also  to  the  character  of  the  measures 
which  they  pursue,  or  ought  to  pursue  ;  and 
this  information  is  better  attained  in  a  small 
than  in  a  large  territory.  The  individual  States 
have  therefore  reserved  to  themselves  the  ex- 
clusive right  of  regulating  all  their  internal,  and, 
as  I  may  say,  municipal  concerns,  in  relation 
both  to  person  and  property.  But  a  single 
State  may  be  inadequate  to  its  own  protection 
against  foreign  violence ;  it  may  also  be  unable 
to  enforce  the  observance  of  proper  rules  and 
regulations  for  carrying  on  its  foreign  trade  and 
intercourse.  The  Confederacy  of  the  States 
is  therefore  formed  for  the  purpose  of  attaining 
these  two  objects,  namely,  the  regulation  and 
protection  of  the  trade  and  intercourse  of  the 
States  with  each  other  and  foreign  nations,  and 
their  security  against  foreign  invasion.  It  has 
some  other  objects  in  view  of  minor  conse- 
quence, and  immediately  connected  with  these 
principal  ones.  The  Constitution  of  the  United 
States  is  the  basis  of  this  confederacy ;  and  it  is 
only  necessary  to  read  the  constitution  to  per- 
ceive that  it  is  nothing  more  than  a  delegation 
of  specific  powers  for  these  specific  purposes, 
and  that  the  general  sovereignty  of  the  States 
over  their  respective  territories  is  expressly  re- 
tained by  the  States. 

But,  sir,  independent  of  these  specific  powers 
and  duties  of  the  Federal  Government,  it  has 
another  and  distinct  set  of  powers  and  duties  to 
perform  and  execute.  The  national  domain,  as 
it  has  been  called,  embracing  the  lands  acquired 
by  the  Bevolutionary  conflict ;  the  lands  since 
purchased  of  foreign  nations ;  and  the  lands 
ceded  by  the  several  States  to  the  General  Gov- 
ernment, belong  to  the  United  States  in  their 
federate  capacity  ;  and  no  individual  State,  as 
such,  has  any  claim  to  or  jurisdiction  over  them. 
As  to  these  lands  the  powers  of  the  United 
States  are  sovereign,  independent,  and  com- 
plete :  and  the  Congress  of  the  United  States  is 
the  only  legitimate  authority  for  the  exercise 
of  this  sovereignty.  The  powers  of  Congress, 
then,  in  relation  to  these  territories,  include  the 
powers  of  both  the  Federal  and  State  govern- 
ments, in  relation  to  the  States.  I  have  ad- 
verted to  this  hvfinpll  nf  t.lio  nnwoi-a  rvf  tlio  VaA. 
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tions,  have  been  used  to  justify  the  exercise  of 
particnlar  powers  -within  the  limits  of  the  States, 
from  our  acknowledged  right  to  and  practical 
exercise  of  similar  powers  within  the  Territories. 
In  discussing  constitutional  questions,  then, 
we  lay  down  these  axioms : — ^That  in  relation  to 
the  territories,  the  powers  of  Congress  are  su- 
preme and  exclusive ;  that  in  relation  to  the 
States,  they  are  specifically  defined  and  limited 
by  the  constitution — and  that  we  have  no  right 
to  exercise,  within  the  limits  of  a  State,  any 
power  as  resulting  from  the  general  rights  of 
sovereignty  ;  because  that  sovereignty  belongs 
to  the  States  and  to  the  people,  and  not  to  the 
Federal  Government.  To  show  that  these  two 
last  positions  are  correct,  I  will  read  the  tenth 
article  in  the  amendment  of  the  constitution  : 
"  The  powers  not  delegated  to  the  United  States 
by  the  constitution,  nor  prohibited  by  it  to  the 
States,  are  reserved  to  the  States  respectively, 
or  the  people." 

As,  then,  the  incorporation  of  this  bank  in- 
volves the  exercise  of  legislative  powers  within 
the  jurisdiction  of  the  States,  in  relation  to  the 
rights  of  property  between  the  citizens  of  those 
States  ;  and  as  no  power  to  incorporate  a  bank, 
eo  nomine,  is  to  be  found  in  the  constitution,  it 
would  seem  suflBcient  for  us  to  rest  the  argu- 
ment here,  by  a  mere  denial  of  the  power,  and 
to  call  on  the  advocates  of  the  bank  to  show  its 
constitutionality.  An  attempt  to  prove  this 
constitutionality  has  been  made — ^not,  however, 
sir,  by  arguments  advanced  by  gentlemen  on 
the  other  side  of  the  House  in  their  places, 
(for  they  have,  so  far,  observed,  and  I  under- 
stand that  they  will  continue  to  observe,  a  pro- 
found silence  on  this  question,)  but  by  arguments 
which  have  been  gratuitously  introduced,  by 
the  agent  of  the  bank.  I  allude  to  the  pamphlet 
which  has  within  a  few  days  past  been  printed 
and  distributed  among  the  members,  contain- 
ing the  celebrated  argument  of  General  Hamil- 
ton, "  on  the  constitutionality  of  a  National 
Bank."  As  that  pamphlet  is  de  facto,  if  not  de 
jure,  before  the  committee,  I  will,  if  the  commit- 
tee will  indulge  me,  attempt  to  examine  some  of 
the  principal  arguments  contained  in  it, and  I  will 
also  notice  some  additional  ones,  advanced  yes- 
terday by  my  honorable  Mend  and  colleague  on 
my  left,  (Mr.  Fisk.)  In  the  course  of  the  obser- 
vations which  I  have  to  submit,  I  shall,  with- 
out doubt,  repeat  arguments  and  remarks  made 
by  the  gentlemen  who  have  preceded  me,  and 
others  which  are  familiar  to  the  members  of  the 
committee.  My  excuse  must  rest  in  the  diiE- 
culty  of  taking  a  connected  view  of  the  subject, 
without  such  repetitions.  If  I  shaU  be  so  for- 
tunate as  to  throw  a  single  new  ray  of  light  on 
this  important  question,  I  shall  feel  amply  re- 
munerated for  my  trouble,  and  I  shall  think  the 
time  of  the  commitee  not  altogether  misspent. 

The  first  argument  in  this  pamphlet  is  found- 
ed on  the  sovereignty  of  the  powers  of  Con- 
gress. The  Federal  Government  is  said  to  be 
sovereign  as  to  all  the  objects  for  which  that  Gov- 
ernment was  instituted.     A  sovereign  power 


includes,  by  force  of  the  term,  a  right  to  all  the 
means  applicable  to  the  attainment  of  the  end 
for  which  that  power  is  given  ;  and  therefore 
Congress  may,  in  virtue  of  their  sovereign  pow- 
er, create  incorporations  for  attaining  the  ends 
or  objects  of  those  powers. 

This  argument  is  founded  on  what  the  logi- 
cians oaH  petitio  principii,  or  begging  the  ques- 
tion. The  proposition,  that  the  Government  is 
sovereign,  is  assumed,  to  prove  that  it  possesses 
the  attributes  of  sovereignty :  or,  in  other  words, 
the  fact  of  sovereignty  is  assumed,  to  prove  that 
sovereignty.  If  the  position  that  the  powers  of 
this  Government  are  sovereign  as  to  all  the  ob- 
jects of  them,  be  proved,  I  will  concede  the  con- 
sequence, to  wit :  that  we  have  a  right  to  es- 
tablish corporations  to  attain  these  objects — but 
I  deny  the  fact  of  sovereignty.  The  acts  of 
Congress,  it  is  said,  are  declared  by  the  consti- 
tution to  be  the  supreme  law  of  the  land  :  and 
the  power  which  can  make  the  supreme  law  of 
the 'land,  is  necessarily  a  sovereign  power.  Bnt 
I  deny  that  this  is  a  correct  definition,  or  ex- 
position of  sovereignty.  It  is  not  the  high  na- 
ture of  an  act,  nor  the  authority  of  the  act,  that 
stamps  the  character  of  sovereignty  on  him  who 
performs  it.  The  sheriff  of  a  county  who  puts 
a  man  to  death,  under  the  sentence  of  the  law, 
executes  an  act  of  as  high  import  and  author- 
ity as  huiBan  power  can  execute ;  and  yet  the 
sheriff  of  a  county  is  not  therefore  a  sovereign. 
His  authority  is  a  mere  delegated  authority — ■ 
his  act  is  a  mere  ministerial,  mechanical  act. 
The  idea  of  sovereignty  imports  the  exercise  of 
discretion — of  judgment — of  will.  It  is  of  the 
very  essence  of  sovereign  power,  that  you  may 
execute  that  power,  or  not  execute  it — that  you 
may  execute  it  when  you  will,  and  how  you 
will.  A  sovereign  power,  as  to  any  object,  in- 
cludes a  right  to  any  means,  and  all  the  means 
applicable  to  the  attainment  of  th  e  obj  ect.  But, 
sir,  do  Congress  possess  sovereign  powers,  or, 
what  is  the  same  thing,  discretionary  means,  as 
to  the  attainment  of  the  objects  of  this  Govern- 
ment ?  No,  sir.  The  constitution  is  not  a 
general  authority  to  Congress  to  attain  the  ob- 
jects for  which  the  Government  was  establish- 
ed ;  but  it  is  an  enumeration  of  the  particular 
powers,  or  means,  by  which,  and  by  which  only, 
certain  objects  are  to  be  accomplished.  If  the 
powers  of  Congress  were  sovereign,  they  would 
of  necessity  comprehend  all  the  means  applica- 
ble to  the  attainment  of  their  objects  ;  but  in- 
asmuch as  they  are  specific  and  circumscribed, 
that  very  circumstance  proves  that  tliey  are  not 
sovereign.  The  people  of  the  United  States  are 
the  true  sovereigns  of  this  country.  From  them 
aU  power  emanates,  and  on  their  will  all  the  au- 
thority of  this  Government  depends.  The  pow- 
ers of  the  Federal  Government  are  mere  dele- 
gated chartered  authorities ;  and  in  the  exercise 
of  them  we  are  tied  down  to  the  letter  of  the 
constitution.  Wo  have,  to  be  sure,  a  certain 
latitude  of  discretion  allowed  us,  within  the  let- 
ter and  pale  of  the  constitution  ;  and  so  far  we 
may  be  said  to  possess  a  sort  of  limited  qualified 
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sovereignty.  But  the  constitution  is  the  stand- 
ard by  which  to  measure  the  quantum  and  ex- 
tent of  our  sovereignty.  And  our  sovereignty, 
which  is  the  result  of  the  powers  given  in  the 
constitution,  is  not  the  standard  by  which  to 
measure  the  constitution.  The  constitution  is 
the  true  bed  of  Procrustes — and  our  sover- 
eignty, however  unwillingly  we  may  yield  it, 
must  be  the  victim. 

Another  argument,  which  is  rather  an  argu- 
ment to  the  favor  than  to  the  right  of  this  bank, 
is,  that  it  is  an  innocent  institution ;  that,  al- 
though its  erection  involves  the  exercise  of  le- 
gislative powers  within  the  States,  it  does  not 
abridge  or  affect  the  rights  of  the  citizens,  as 
secured  to  them  by  the  laws  of  those  States.  A 
corporation,  it  is  said,  is  a  Action  of  the  law,  a 
m.ere  political  transformation  of  a  number  of 
individuals  from  their  natural  into  an  artificial 
character,  for  the  purpose  of  enabling  them  to 
do  business  to  better  advantage,  and  on  a  more 
extended  scale ;  but,  that  when  this  political 
association,  this  legal  entity,  is  once  formed,  it 
becomes  subject  to  the  laws  of  the  State  in 
which  it  happens  to  be  placed. 

I  know,  sir,  that  there  is  nothing  formidable 
in  the  abstract  idea  of  a  corporation.  It  is  a 
mere  phantom  of  the  imagination,  invisible,  in- 
tangible, and,  of  course,  innocent.  But,  sir, 
when  the  legal  eiFects  of  this  incorporation  are 
to  invest  the  individuals  whom  it  associates 
with  privileges  and  immunities  to  which  they 
were  not  before  entitled ;  when  this  legal  fiction 
is  interposed  to  shield  certain  individuals  from 
the  liabilities  to  which  they  would  be  subject  as 
ordinary  citizens,  it  then  becomes  a  matter  of 
important  and  serious  consequence.  What  are 
some  of  the  legal  eflTects  of  this  incorporation  ? 

One  of  its  most  obvious  and  distinguished 
characteristics  is,  that  it  exempts  the  private 
property  and  persons  of  the  stockholders  from 
all  liability  for  the  payment  of  the  debts  of  the 
company.  By  the  laws  of  every  State  in  the 
Union,  every  man  is,  I  believe,  liable  for  the 
payment  of  his  debts,  to  the  full  amount  of  his 
private  fortune ;  and,  in  case  that  fortune  prove 
insuflSoient,  his  personal  liberty  is  at  the  dispo- 
sal of  his  creditor ;  at  least  to  a  certain  extent. 
Is  not,  theYi,  the  exemption  from  these  liabil- 
ities an  important  immunity?  Is  it  not  an  ex- 
clusive privilege  secured  to  the  stockholders  of 
this  bank  ?  Assuredly  it  is.  I  know  it  has  been 
said  that  a  number  of  individuals  may,  by  a 
private  association,  secure  to  themselves  all  the 
advantages  of  an  incorporated  company  ;  that, 
by  forming  a  common  fund  or  stock  upon  which 
to  do  business,  and  issuing  notes  chargeable 
upon  that  fund,  they  may  exonerate  their  per 
sons  and  private  property  from  all  liability  for 
the  payment  of  the  debts  contracted  in  that  bus- 
iness. _  I  am  no  lawyer,  sir  ;  but  if  the  law  be 
what  it  is  said  to  be,  and  what  I  believe  it  to 
be,  summa  ratio,  then  I  pronounce  this  doc- 
trine not  to  be  law  ;  for  nothing  can  be  more 
preposterous  in  principle  than  to  say,  that  a  man 
may,  by  his  own  act,  avoid  the  force  of  an  obli- 


gation which  the  law  has  made  universal  and 
unqualified.  If  a  man  owes  a  debt,  acknowl- 
edges he  owes  it,  and  has  received  a  considera- 
tion for  it,  the  law  has  prescribed  the  nature 
and  extent  of  his  liability  to  pay  it ;  and  it  is 
not  for  him  to  say  that  it  shall  only  be  paid  out 
of  a  certain  fund,  or  particular  part  of  his  prop- 
erty, and  no  other.  When  men  contract  a 
debt  jointly,  the  legal  obligation  to  pay  it  ex- 
tends as  well  to  the  persons  and  separate  prop- 
erty of  the  individual  partners,  as  to  their 
joint  property. 

Another  feature  of  this  incorporation  is,  that 
it  authorizes  the  stockholders  to  take  usurious 
interest  for  their  money.  By  the  provisions  of 
the  law,  the  bank  may  issue  notes  and  make 
discounts  to  double  the  amount  of  their  capital 
stock ;  and,  in  addition  to  that,  to  the  amount 
of  any  moneys  which  may  happen  to  be  de- 
posited in  their  vaults  for  safe-keeping;  and 
this,  too,  independent  of  the  debts  created  by 
these  deposits.  The  bank,  then,  may,  and  in 
fact,  in  many  instances,  does  draw  an  interest 
on  three  or  four  times  its  capital.  Every  State 
in  the  Unipn  has  laws  regulating  the  rate  of  in- 
terest, and  in  mogt  of  the  States  this  rate  is  fixed 
at  six  per  cent,  a  year.  By  these  laws  it  is 
made  penal  for  a  man  to  receive  more  than  six 
per  cent,  interest  for  the  use  of  any  sum  of 
money  which,  by  a  loan,  he  puts  at  hazard,  and 
the  use  of  which  he  deprives  himself  of.  Now, 
sir,  this  bank  is  permitted,  contrary  to  those 
laws,  to  draw  an  interest  on  twenty  or  thirty 
millions  of  dollars,  when,  in  truth,  the  whole 
extent  of  its  responsibility,  the  whole  sum  which, 
it  puts  at  hazai-d,  and  the  use  of  which  it  fore- 
goes, is  only  its  original  stock  of  ten  millions. 
In  answer  to  this,  it  will  be  said  that  an  indi- 
vidual may,  by  issuing  notes  to  an  amount 
greater  than  his  property,  legally  receive  an  in- 
terest on  a  capital  which  he  does  not  possess. 
But  it  must  be  recollected,  in  case  of  the  indi- 
vidual, that,  although  he  may  not  at  the  par- 
ticular time  possess  a  property  adequate  to  the 
payment  of  his  debts,  yet  that  all  the  property 
which  he  may  subsequently  acquire,  wUl  be  lia- 
ble for  the  payment  of  those  debts ;  and  what 
is  more,  sir,  his  personal  liberty  is  always  put 
in  jeopardy.  In  this  point  of  view,  the  liabiMty 
and  the  hazard  of  the  individual  may  fairly  be 
said  to  be  co-extensive  with  the  whole  amount 
of  the  capital  on  which  he  draws  an  interest ; 
and  which  is  often  the  case  with  the  bank. 

This  bank  incorporation  possesses  other  quali- 
ties at  war  with  the  laws  of  the  several  States; 
one  of  which  is,  that  it  authorizes  stockliolders, 
who  may  be  foreigners,  to  hold  real  estate.  But, 
sir,  I  will  not  detain  the  committee  any  longer 
on  this  part  of  the  argument,  for  this  institution 
cannot  be  said  to  be  innocent,  as  regards  the 
rights  of  the  States,  when  its  effects  on  the 
rights  of  property  are  to  exonerate  the  stock- 
holders from  some  of  the  most  important  re- 
sponsibilities which  the  laws  of  the  several 
States  have  provided  for  the  payment  of  debts ; 
and  when  it  authorizes  the  taking  of  usurious 
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interest.  I  lay  it  down,  then,  as  a  position 
which  cannot  be  controverted,  that  the  granting 
of  this  charter  is  not  only  an  interference  with 
the  municipal  regulations  of  the  several  States 
in  relation  to  the  rights  of  property ;  but  that  it 
is  an  infraction  of  the  j-ights  of  individuab  as 
secured  by  those  regulations. 

But  it  is  contended,  that  a  right  to  incorpo- 
rate a  Bank  of  the  United  States  is  delegated  to 
Congress  by  the  constitution:  and  five  or  six 
different  provisions  of  the  constitution  are  re- 
ferred to  as  giving  this  right.  It  is  said  that  it 
is  implied  in  the  power  to  lay  and  collect  taxes, 
in  the  power  to  borrow  money,  in  the  power  to 
regulate  trade  and  intercourse  between  the  sev- 
eral States,  in  the  power  to  provide  for  the 
general  welfare,  and  in  the  power  to  make  all 
needful  rules  and  regulations  respecting  the  ter- 
ritorial and  other  property  of  the  United  States. 
The  very  circumstance  of  referring  this  right  to 
many  dSfferent  heads  of  authority  is,  in  itself 
conclusive  evidence  that  it  has  no  very  direct 
relation  to  any  of  them.  For  it  can  scarcely  be 
imagined,  that  the  single  act  of  incorporating  a 
bank  can  be  at  the  same  time  any  thing  like  a 
direct  execution  of  so  many  and  such  distinct 
and  independent  powers.  But  I  will  examine 
these  provisions  separately. 

Before  I  proceed,  however,  I  will  premise 
that  aU  the  arguments  in  support  of  the  right 
to  incorporate  a  bank,  as  deducible  from  the 
provisions  of  the  constitution  itself  are  buUt  up 
by  the  aid  of  the  clause  of  the  constitution, 
which  has  been  sometimes  called  "  the  sweep- 
ing clause."  I  aUude  to  the  clause  which  de- 
clares that  Congress  shall  have  the  right  to  pass 
aU  laws  necessary  and  proper  for  the  carrying 
into  execution  the  delegated  powers.  All  the 
powers  in  the  constitution  are  given  for  certain 
ends  or  objects.  But  each  power  is  not  a  gene- 
ral authority  to  attain  a  particular  object,  and 
comprehending,  of  course,  all  the  means  or 
powers  applicable  to  its  accomplishment ;  but, 
in  most  cases,  it  is  a  specific  means  for  effect- 
ing some  particular  end,  and  all  other  means  or 
powers  (for  means  and  powers  are  the  same 
thing)  conducive  to  the  same  end,  are  expressly 
excluded  by  the  restrictive  clauses  of  the  con- 
stitution. 

The  mode  of  reasoning  adopted  by  General 
Hamilton,  and  the  other  advocates  of  imphed 
powers,  is  this :  They  first  search  for  the  end  or 
object  for  which  a  particular  power  is  given ; 
and  this  object  will  be  an  immediate  or  ulti- 
mate one,  as  may  best  suit  the  purpose  of  the 
argument.  Having  ascertained  the  end  or  ob- 
ject, they  abandon  the  power ;  or,  rather,  they 
confound  the  power  and  the  object  of  it  together, 
and  make  the  attainment  of  the  object,  and  the 
execution  of  the  power  given  to  accomplish  it, 
convertible  terms.  Whatever,  they  say,  attains 
the  object  for  which  any  power  is  given,  is  an 
execution  of  that  power.  But  the  constitution 
gives  to  Congress  a  right  to  make  all  laws  ne- 
cessary and  proper  for  carrying  into  execution 
the  delegated  powers ;  and,  therefore,  as  the  ex- 


ecution of  a  power  and  the  attainment  of  its 
object  are  synonymous  terms,  the  constitution 
gives  to  Congress  a  right  to  make  all  laws  ne- 
cessary and  proper  for  attaining  the  ends  or 
objects  for  which  the  various  powers  in  the 
constitution  are  given. 

I  beg  leave  to  read  a  passage  from  this  pam- 
phlet :  "  The  relation  between  the  measure  and 
the  end,  between  the  nature  of  the  means  em- 
ployed towards  the  execution  of  a  power  and 
the  object,  mjpt  be  the  criterion  of  constitution- 
ality." Here  then  is  the  axiom — ^now  for  the 
application  of  it.  The  constitution  gives  to 
Congress  the  power  to  levy  taxes,  and  also  the 
power  to  borrow  money.  But  the  establish- 
ment of  a  bank  is  neither  levying  taxes  nor  bor- 
rowing money;  nor  is  the  law  incorporating 
the  bank  a  law  to  levy  taxes,  or  a  law  to  bop'ow 
money.  But  the  immediate  end  or  object  for 
which  these  two  powers  were  given,  was,  to 
enable  the  Government  to  raise  a  revenue ;  and 
a  bank  may  promote  this  object.  Then,  sir,  by 
a  dexterous  application  of  the  argument  which 
I  have  stated,  the  fallacy  of  which  consists  in 
the  sudden  and  unobserved  transitions  which 
are  made  from  the  power  to  the  object,  and 
from  the  object  back  again  to  the  power,  they 
prove  that  the  establishment  of  a  bank  is  in  ex- 
ecution of  the  powers  to  lay  taxes  and  to  borrow 
money.  I  will  now,  sir,  proceed  to  examine 
the  particular  provisions  of  the  constitution 
which  have  been  relied  on,  and  to  place  the 
subject  in  some  different  aspects. 

In  the  first  place,  then,  it  is  contended  that 
the  right  to  incorporate  a  Bank  of  the  United 
States  is  included  in  the  power  to  lay  and  col- 
lect taxes.  And  what  is  the  argument  by 
which  this  position  is  maintained  2  Why,  sir, 
it  is  said  that  the  law,  by  creating  bank  paper 
and  making  that  paper  receivable  in  payment 
for  taxes,  increases  the  circulating  medium  in 
which  t^es  are  paid,  and  of  course  must  facili- 
tate the  payment  of  them.  That  whatever  fa- 
cilitates the  payment  of  taxes  facilitates  also  the 
collection  of  them ;  and  whatever  aids  or  facili- 
tates the  collection  of  taxes,  is  a  means  for  their 
collection.  And,  therefore,  the  incorporation 
of  a  bank  is  in  execution  of  the  power  to  lay 
and  collect  taxes. 

No  man,  sir,  ought  to  complain  of  the  weak- 
ness of  a  Government,  whose  powers  may  be 
reasoned  up  by  logic  like  this.  Amidst  the  in- 
finite variety  of  relations  and  connections,  and 
dependencies  and  analogies  by  which  all  human 
transactions  are  allied  to  each  other,  he  must  be 
a  weak  politician  who  cannot,  by  hooking  to- 
gether a  chain  of  imphcation  like  this,  justify 
any  and  every  measure  of  political  poMcy  or 
eeonomy,  as  a  means  of  executing  some  of  the 
powers  with  which  this  Government  is  intrusted. 
Take  this  latitude  of  implication  or  construc- 
tion, and  you  want  no  other  power  but  the 
power  to  lay  and  collect  taxes.  It  may  be  tor- 
tured into  a  justification  of  every  measure  which 
ambition  itself  could  desire.  Ko  tyrant  ever 
made  a  law  without  assigning  the  public  good 
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as  the  motive  of  it.  No  man  on  this  floor,  how- 
ever wicked  his  designs,  would  venture  to  pro- 
pose a  measure  (indeed  few  could  be  proposed) 
in  favor  of  which  he  could  not  adduce  some 
plausible  argument,  to  show  that  it  would  tend 
to  promote  the  general  prosperity  of  the  coun- 
try. And  in  showing  this  he  would  show  its 
constitutionality ;  for  it  is  demonstrable  that 
whatever  would  promote  the  general  prosperity 
of  the  country,  would,  and  for  that  veiy  reason, 
facilitate,  in  some  greater  or  less  degree,  the 
payment  of  taxes ;  and  might  therefore  be  justi- 
fied as  a  means  for  the  collection  of  taxes. 

But,  sir,  the  constitution,  as  I  have  said  be- 
fore, and  I  must  repeat  it  again,  for  this  is  the 
radical  source  of  all  the  error  on  this  subject — 
the  Constitution  of  the  United  States  is  not,  as 
such  reasoning  supposes  it  to  be,  a  mere  general 
designation  of  the  ends  or  objects  for  which  the 
Federal  Government  was  established,  and  leav- 
ing to  Congress  a  discretion  as  to  the  means  or 
powers  by  which  those  ends  shall  be  brought 
about.  But  the  constitution  is  a  specification 
•  of  the  powers  or  means  themselves  by  which 
certain  objects  are  to  be  accomplished.  The 
powers  of  the  constitution,  carried  into  execu- 
tion according  to  the  strict  terms  and  import  of 
them,  are  the  appropriate  means,  and  the  only 
means  within  the  reach  of  this  Government,  for 
tlie  attainment  of  its  ends.  It  is  true,  as  the 
constitution  declares,  and  it  would  be  equally 
true  if  the  constitution  did  not  declare  it,  that 
Congress  have  a  right  to  pass  all  laws  necessary 
and  proper  for  executing  the  delegated  powers ; 
but  this  gives  no  latitude  or  discretion  in  the  se- 
lection of  means  or  powers.  A  power  given  to 
Congress  in  its  legislative  capacity,  without  the 
right  to  pass  laws  to  execute  it,  would  be  nuga- 
tory ;  would  be  no  power  at  all.  It  would  be 
a  solecism  in  language  to  call  it  a  power.  A 
power  to  lay  and  collect  taxes,  carries  with  it 
a  right  to  make  laws  forlhat  purpose ;  but  they 
must  be  laws  to  lay  and  collect  taxes,  and  not 
laws  to  incorporate  banks.  If  you  undertake 
to  justify  a  law  under  a  particular  power,  you 
must  show  the  incidentality  and  applicability 
of  the  law  to  the  power  itself,  and  not  merely 
its  relation  to  any  supposed  end  which  is  to  be 
accomplished  by  its  exercise.  Ton  must  show 
that  the  plain,  direct,  ostensible,  primary  object 
and  tendency  of  your  law  is  to  execute  the 
power,  and  not  that  it  will  tend  to  facilitate  the 
execution  of  it.  It  is  not  less  absurd  than  it  is 
dangerous,  first  to  assume  some  great,  distinct 
and  independent  power,  unknown  to  the  con- 
stitution, and  violating  the  rights  of  the  States ; 
and,  then;  to  attempt  to  justify  it  by  a  reference 
to  so'me  remote,  indirect,  collateral  tendency, 
which  the  exercise  of  it  may  have  towards  fa- 
cilitating the  execution  of  some  known  and  ac- 
knowledged power.  This  vrordi  facilitate  has 
become  a  very  fashionable  word  in  the  con- 
struction of  powers ;  but,  sir,  it  is  a  dangerous 
one ;  it  means  more  than  we  are  aware  of.  To 
do  a  thing  and  to  facilitate  the  doing  of  it,  are 
distinct  operations ;  they  ai-e  distinct  means ; 


they  are  distinct  powers.  The  constitution  has 
expressly  given  to  Congress  the  power  to  do 
certain  things;  and  it  has  as  explicitly  withheld 
from  them  the  power  to  do  every  other  thing. 
The  power  to  lay  and  collect  taxes  is  one  thing; 
and  the  power  to  establish  banks,  involving  in 
its  exercise  the  regulation  of  the  internal  do- 
mestic economy  of  the  States,  is  another  and 
totally  distinct  thing ;  and  the  one  is,  therefore, 
not  included  in  the  other. 

Again,  sir,  it  is  contended  that  the  right  to 
incorporate  a  bank  is  implied  in  the  power  to 
regulate  trade  and  intercourse  between  the 
several  States.  It  is  said  to  be  so,  inasmuch  as 
it  creates  a  paper  currency,  which  furnishes  a 
convenient  and  common  circulating  medium  of 
trade  between  the  several  States.  Money,  sir, 
has  nothing  more  to  do  with  trade,  than  that  it 
furnishes  a  medium  or  representative  of  the 
value  of  the  articles  employed  in  trade.  The 
only  office  of  bank  bills  is  to  represent  money. 
Now,  if  it  be  a  regulation  of  trade,  to  create  the 
representative  articles  or  subjects  of  trade  a 
fortiori,  will  it  be  a  regulation  of  trade  to 
create  the  articles  or  subjects  themselves.  By 
this  reasoning  then  you  may  justify  the  right  of 
Congress  to  establish  manufacturing  and  agri- 
cultural companies  within  the  several  States; 
because  the  direct  object  and  effect  of  these 
would  be,  to  increase  manufactures  and  agricul- 
tural products,  which  are  the  known  and  com- 
mon subjects  of  trade.  You  might,  with  more 
propriety  say,  that  under  the  power  to  regulate 
trade  between  the  States,  we  have  a  right  to 
incorporate  canal  companies;  because  canals 
would  tend  directly  to  open,  facilitate  and  en- 
courage trade  and  intercourse  between  the 
several  States ;  and,  in  my  humble  opinion,  sir, 
canals  would  furnish  a  much  more  salutary, 
direct  and  efficacious  means,  for  enabling  the 
great  body  of  the  people  to  pay  their  taxes, 
than  is  furnished  by  banks.  But,  sir,  these 
various  powers  have  never  been  claimed  by  the 
Federal  Government ;  and,  much  as  I  am  known 
to  favor  that  particular  species  of  internal  im- 
provernent,  I  would  never  vote  to  incorporate  a 
company  for  the  purpose  of  opening  a  canal 
through  any  State,  without  first  obtaining  the 
consent  of  that  State  whose  territorial  rights 
would  be  affected  by  it.  There  can  be  no  ques- 
tion but  canal  companies,  and  agricultural  com- 
panies, and  manufacturing  companies,  and  bank- 
ing companies,  may  all  tend,  more  or  less,  to 
facilitate  the  operations  of  trade;  but  they 
have  nothing  to  do  with  the  political  regula- 
tions of  trade ;  and  such  only  come  within  the 
scope  of  the  powers  of  Congress. 

But,  it  is  again  said,  that  the  right  to  grant 
this  charter  is  included  in  the  power  to  borrow 
money.  _  The  right  is  attempted  to  be  deduced 
by  a  train  of  reasoning  similar  to  that  employed 
in  relation  to  the  provisions  which  I  have 
already  noticed — by  forming  a  string  of  impli- 
cations, by  which  you  prove  that  a  power  to 
act  in  certain  cases,  and  in  relation  to  certain 
subjects,  impUes   the   power  to  create  those 
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cases  and  subjects  to  act  upon.  The  Govern- 
ment, it  is  said,  may  want  and  must  have 
money,  in  any  great  national  crisis.  A  National 
Bank  with  an  extensive  capital  will  furnish 
ample  means  for  loans,  will  facilitate  the  exer- 
cise of  the  power  to  borrow ;  and,  therefore, 
the  right  to  establish  such  a  bank  is  implied  in 
the  power  to  borrow.  No  one,  but  a  logician, 
sir,  would  imagine  that  a  power  to  lend  and  a 
power  to  borrow  had  any  relation  to  each  other, 
much  less  could  he  conjecture  that  a  power  to 
borrow,  and  a  power  to  create  the  ability  to 
lend,  mean  the  same  thing.  A  plain  unsophis- 
ticated man,  on  reading  the  constitution,  would 
say,  that  the  power  to  borrow  necessarily,  and 
by  force  of  the  term,  pre-supposed  the  ex- 
istence of  the  ability  and  disposition  to  lend ; 
and  that  it  could  not  be  exercised  unless  such 
ability  and  disposition  should  actually  exist. 
But  the  favorite  doctrine  is,  that  all  powers  are 
given  for  particular  ends,  and  include  all  the 
means  applicable  to  their  attainment.  Here  the 
end  is  to  borrow  money ;  to  borrow  honestly  if 
we  can,  but — to  borrow.  The  ability  to  lend  is 
a  necessary  means  or  ingredient  toward  perfect- 
ing the  execution  of  the  power  to  borrow.  But, 
sir,  let  me  ask,  whether  the  disposition  to  lend 
be  not  as  necessary  a  means  towards  accom- 
plishing a  loan  as  the  ability  ?  It  unquestion- 
ably is.  And,  of  course,  by  the  doctrine  that 
the  end  justifies  the  means,  you  may  coerce  the 
will  to  lend— and  this  too  equally,  in  cases 
where  the  ability  is  created  by  Congress,  and 
where  it  is  derived  from  any  other  quarter.  A 
loan  obtained  by  bringing  into  fair  operation  all 
the  implications  of  this  power  would  be  bor- 
rowing in  an  off-handed  style.  Such  a  loan,  if 
effected  by  Bonaparte,  we  should  call  robbery ; 
but  in  this  mild  Kepublic,  it  would  be  nothing 
more  than  the  fair  exercise  of  an  implied  con- 
stitutional power. 

I  have  pursued  this  argument  thus  far,  merely 
for  the  purpose  of  showing  the  absurdities  into 
which  this  doctrine  of  impKcation  wiU  lead  us. 
But  suppose,  sir,  that  the  argument  of  the 
gentleman  on  the  other  side  of  the  question  be 
correct,  to  wit :  that  the  power  to  borrow  im- 
^ies  a  right  to  furnish  the  ability  to  lend. 
W  hat,  I  would  ask,  is  the  probable  fact,  as  to  the 
facilities  which  this  bank  will  afford  the  Gov- 
ernment in  borrowing  ? 

It  will  be  conceded  that  we  shall  lave  no 
occasion  for  borrowing,  except  in  case  of  war ; 
and  if  we  have  a  war,  the  probability  is,  that 
that  war  will  be  with  Great  Britain — I  say  this, 
not  as  a  party  man,  sir,  but  because  the  inter- 
ests of  that  nation,  from  her  situation,  and  her 
rival  pursuits,  wUl  be  much  more  likely  to  come 
in  collision  with  ours,  than  those  of  any  other 
power.  Now  it  is  a  fact,  in  evidence  before  the 
committee,  that  more  than  one-half  of  the  stock 
of  this  bank  belongs  to  British  subjects:  and  al- 
though, as  foreigners,  they  can  have  no  direct 
agency  in  the  affairs  of  the  bank,  yet  we  well 
know  that  through  the  instrumentality  of  their 
friends  and  agents,  of  whom  there  are  unfortu- 


nately too  many  in  this  country,  they  may  com- 
pletely control  its  operations.  Now  I  would 
ask,  whether  it  is  probable,  that  the  British 
subjects  would  be  wUling  to  lend  us  money  to 
carry  on  war  against  their  sovereign  ?  Would 
they  not,  on  the  contrary,  exert  tiie  influence 
wbich  they  are  said  to  possess  over  the  moneyed 
interest  of  this  country,  for  the  purpose  of  de- 
pressing the  credit  of  the  country ;  for  the  pur- 
pose of  crippling  the  operations  of  the  State 
banks ;  and  for^the  purpose  of  drying  up  the 
sources  from  which  the  Government  might 
otherwise  calculate  to  derive  supplies?  But, 
sir,  this  has  little  to  do  with  the  question  of 
constitutionality,  to  which  I  will  again  return. 

Another  ground  upon  which  the  constitution- 
ality of  this  institution  has  been  attempted  to 
be  supported,  is,  that  it  is  necessary  to  the 
regular  and  successful  administration  of  the 
finances.^  There  is  no  question,  but  the  bank 
and  its  branches  afford  convenient  places  for 
the  deposit  and  safe  keeping  of  the  public 
revenue.  It  is  not  to  be  controverted  that  they 
also  furnish  a  safe,  convenient,  expeditious  and 
cheap  means  for  the  transmission  of  moneys 
from  one  part  of  the  United  States  to  another, 
as  they  may  be  wanted  by  the  Government ;  and 
if  these  facilities  were  not  to  be  attained  in  any 
other  way,  I  should  say  it  would  afford  an  ar- 
gument in  favor  of  a  bank.  Not  a  bank  in- 
fringing and  violating  the  rights  of  the  States ; 
but,  a  bank  upon  principles  consistent  with 
those  rights. 

But,  sir,  is  there  not,  in  every  State  in  which 
there  is  a  branch  of  the  United  States'  Bank, 
also  one  or  more  State  banks,  of  equal  respecta- 
bility, and  of  equal  security — at  least  to  the  ex- 
tent of  any  sum  for  which  they  are  willing  to 
undertake  ?  These  State  banks  may  be  used  as 
depositaries  for  the  public  moneys,  and  they 
will  be  equally  safe  and  convenient.  And  if 
you  will  give  to  these  State  banks  the  advan- 
tages of  these  deposits,  as  you  have  hitherto 
given  them  to  the  United  States'  Bank,  they 
will  furnish  means  for  the  transmission  of 
moneys  from  place  to  place,  equally  safe,  con- 
venient, cheap  and  expeditious.  This  object 
will  be  attained  by  connections  which  will  be 
formed  between  the  banks  of  the  different 
States.  Such  connections  have  already  in  many 
instances  been  formed.  But  they  have  not  been 
carried  to  the  extent  they  otiierwise  would 
have  been,  on  account  of  the  United  States' 
Bank  and  its  branches;  between  which  there 
is  so  Ultimate  and  so  necessary  a  connection. 

But,  in  answer  to  this,  it  is  said  that  if  the 
Bank  of  the  United  States  would  be  constitu- 
tional without  the  existence  of  the  State  bftnks, 
it  is  equally  so  with.  That  a  power  which  is 
once  constitutional  is  equally  so  at  all  times,  and 
under  all  circumstances.  That  a  right  which 
must  depend  for  its  existence  on  the  will  of  the 
State  Legislatures,  over  whom  we  have  no  con- 
trol, is  incomplete,  and  indeed,  as  to  us,  is  no 
right  all.  This  argument  is  founded  on  the 
supposition  that  the  Federal  Government  is  a 
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complete  Government,  containing  in  itself  all 
the  principles  and  powers  necessary  for  its  own 
operations,  which  supposition  is  wholly  false. 
The  Federal  Government  does  not  profess  to  be 
complete  in  itself.  It  is  expressly  predicated 
on  the  existence  of  the  State  Governments; 
and  most  of  the  facilities  for  its  exercise  are  de- 
rived from  the  State  governments.  It  cannot 
perform  even  its  own  peculiar  powers  and  func- 
tions, without  the  aid  and  co-operation  of  the 
State  authorities.  How,  let  me  ask  you,  sir,  is 
your  Government  constituted?  Your  Senate  is 
appointed  directly  by  the  State  Legislatures. 
Your  President  and  House  of  Representatives, 
indirectly,  by  the  same  authority.  Suppose 
tliey  should  neglect  or  refuse  to  make  these  ap- 
pointments, can  you  compel  them  to  do  it  ?  No, 
sir.  Can  you  punish  them  for  not  doing  it? 
Not  in  the  least.  They  may  appoint  or  not,  as 
they  think  proper ;  and  if  they  should  neglect 
or  refuse  to  do  it,  your  boasted  complete  Gov- 
ernment would  die  a  natural  death,  by  its  own 
imbecility.  It  Is  not  fair,  then,  to  say  that  a 
power  is  constitutional,  because  the  Govern- 
ment would  be  incomplete  without  it.  It  is  not 
fair  to  say,  that  what  would  be  constitutional 
without  the  existence  of  the  State  Govern- 
ments and  their  appendages,  is  equally  so  with. 
This  would  prove  that  you  have  a  right  to  ap- 
point your  own  President,  Senate  and  House  of 
Representatives.  It  would  go  to  usurp  all  the 
powers  of  the  State  Governments;  for  the 
Government  could  not  be  said  to  be  complete 
without  possessing  the  powers  of  both  Govern- 
ments combined.  Indeed,  this  Federal  Govern- 
ment cannot  be  said  to  be  complete  as  to  a  single 
power,  without  all  the  auxiliary  powers  of  the 
State  Governments ;  for  there  is  not  a  single 
act  which  it  can  perform  without  their  assist- 
tanoe,  directly  or  indirectly.  The  very  bank 
law  now  under  consideration  is.  an  illustration 
of  this — ^for  how  are  the  provisions  of  this  law 
to  be  enforced;  how  are  the  debts  which  it 
authorizes  to  be  contracted  to  be  collected,  but 
through  the  medium  of  the  State  courts?  The 
doctrine  of  perfect  rights,  then,  if  it  prove  any 
thing,  proves  too  much.  If  it  proves  that,  in 
order  to  manage  your  revenues,  you  may  estab- 
lish banks  within  the  States ;  it  equally  proves, 
that,  in  order  to  carry  the  provisions  of  your 
bank  laws  into  execution,  you  may  establish 
courts  and  offices  within  the  States  for  that 
purpose.  I  think  then,  sir,  I  may  fairly  con- 
clude, that  so  long  as  the  State  Governments 
furnish  you  with  all  the  facilities  which  yon 
can  reasonably  req,uire  for  conducting  your 
revenues  by  means  of  their  State  banks ;  bo 
long  it  will  be  unnecessary— so  long  it  will  be 
improper — and,  therefore,  so  long  it  will  be  un- 
constitutional to  invade  the  jurisdiction  of  the 
States,  to  establish  national  banks. 

But,  sir,  I  will  conclude  by  again  cautioning 
my  Republican  friends,  and  my  worthy  col- 
league in  particular,  to  beware  how  they  famil- 
iarize themselves  with  this  doctrine  of  construc- 
tive power.    It  is  a  creed  at  war  with  the  vi- 


tal principles  of  political  liberty.  The  pride 
and  the  boast  of  the  American  Governments  is, 
that  they  are  the  governments  of  the  laws  and 
not  of  men — that  they  are  the  regular  and 
necessary  operations  and  results  of  principles 
and  powers,  established  in  the  moments  of  cool 
and  deliberate  reflection,  by  the  combined  wis- 
dom of  the  nation ;  and  that  they  are  not  the 
effects  of  the  momentary  passion,  pride,  interest, 
whim,  or  caprice  of  a  few  individuals  collected 
on  this  floor. 

Little  did  the  framers  of  this  constitution, 
when  they  were  so  nicely  adjusting  and  balan- 
cing its  various  provisions — when  they  were  so 
carefully  erecting  guards  and  barriers  against 
the  encroachments  of  power  and  ambition — 
little,  I  say,  sir,  did  they  imagine,  that  there 
lay  concealed  under  the  provisions  of  this  con- 
stitution, a  secret  and  sleeping  power,  which 
could,  in  a  moment,  prostrate  all  theu"  labors 
with  the  dust.  Still  less,  sir,  did  the  people 
when  they  adopted  this  constitution,  with  even 
more  caution  and  scruple  than  that  with  which 
it  was  formed,  conjecture  that  they  were  sign- 
ing the  death-warrant  of  all  their  State  rights. 
But,  once  adopt  the  doctrine  that  you  may 
travel  out  of  the  letter  of  this  constitution,  and 
assume  powers,  merely  on  the  ground  that  they 
will  tend  to  facilitate  the  execution  of  powers 
which  are  here  given ;  and  you  compass,  at  a 
single  sweep,  all  the  rights  of  the  States ;  and 
form  the  basis  of  a  consolidated  Government. 

Let  the  principle  of  constructive  or  implied 
powers  be  once  established,  in  the  extent  to 
which  it  must  be  carried  in  order  to  pass  this 
bill,  and  you  will  have  planted  in  the  bosom  of 
this  constitution  a  viper  which,  one  day  or 
another,  will  sting  the  liberties  of  this  country 
to  the  heart. 

When  Mr.  Pohtbe  had  concluded  his  speech, 
the  question  was  taken  on  striking  out  the  first 
section,  and  carried — 59  to  46. 

The  committee  rose,  and  reported  to  the 
House,  who  adjourned  without  taking  a  ques- 
tion on  the  report. 


Satuedat,  January  19. 
Another  member,  to  wit,  from  New  York, 
Baeent   Gabdeniek,  appeared,  and  took  his 
seat. 

Baiikoffhe  United  States. 
Mr.  Sawteh  called  for  the  order  of  the  day 
on  the  unfinished  business  of  yesterday — ^the  bill 
continuing  the  charter  of  the  Bank  of  the  United 
States. 

[The  first  section  had  been  struck  out  in  Committee 
of  the  Whole,  and  the  bill  reported  to  the  House,  and 
the  question  now  was  upon  concurrence  with  that 
vote  in  committee.  On  that  question  the  debate  was 
renewed  in  the  House,  and,  of  necessity,  the  same 
ground  gone  over  which  had  been  trod  in  committee, 
and  stUi  more  extensively.  Finally  the  vote  was 
taken,  and  the  concurrence  carried  by  one  vote  !  so 


DEBATES  OP  CONGKESS. 


351 


Jahcarv,  1811.] 


Amendment  to  the  Constitution, 


[H.  OF  R. 


close  was  the  contest  in  toth  Houses — in  the  Senate 
the  question  decided  by  the  casting  vote  of  the  Vice- 
President — in  the  House,  hy  one  vote.  The  follow- 
ing were  the  yeas  and  nays  :] 

Yeas. — ^Lemuel  J.  Alston,  William  Anderson,  Eze- 
kiel  Bacon,  David  Bard,  "William  T.  Barry,  Bnrwell, 
Bassett,  William  W.  Bibb,  Adam  Boyd,  Robert 
Brown,  William  Butler,  Joseph  Calhoun,  Langdon 
Cheves,  Matthew  Clay,  James  Cochran,  William 
Crawford,  Richard  Cutts,  John  Dawson,  Joseph  Desha, 
John  W.  Eppes,  Meshack  Franldin,  Barzillai  Gannet, 
Gideon  Garduer,  Thomas  Gholson,  Peterson  Goodwyn, 
Edwin  Gray,  James  Holland,  Richard  M.  Johnson, 
Walter  Jones,  Thomas  Kenan,  William  Kennedy, 
John  Love,  Aaron  Lyle,  Nathaniel  Macon,  Alexander 
MoKim,  William  MoKinley,  Samuel  L.  Mitchill,  John 
Montgomery,  Nicholas  R.  Moore,  Thomas  Moore, 
Jeremiah  Morrow,  Gurdon  S.  Mumford,  Thomas 
Newton,  John  Porter,  Peter  B.  Porter,  John  Rea  of 
Penn.,  John  Rhea  of  Tennessee,  Matthias  Richards, 
Samuel  Ringgold,  John  Roane,  Ebenezer  Sage,  Lem- 
uel Sawyer,  Ebenezer  Seaver,  Adam  Seybert,  John 
Smilie,  George  Smith,  Samuel  Smith,  Henry  South- 
ard, George  M.  Troup,  Charles  Turner,  jr.,  Archi- 
bald Van  Home,  Robert  Weakley,  Robert  Whitehill, 
Robert  Witherspoon,  Richard  Wynn,  and  Robert 
Wright. 

Nays. — Joseph  Allen,  Willis  Alston,  jun.,  Abijah 
Bigelow,  Daniel  Blaisdell,  James  Breckenridge,  John 
Campbell,  John  C.  Chamberlain,  Wm.  Chamlierlin, 
Epaphroditus  Champion,  Martin  Chittenden,  John 
Davenport,  junior,  William  Ely,  James  Emott,  Wil- 
liam Findlay,  Jonathan  Fisk,  Barent  Gardenier,  David 
S.  Garland,  Charles  Goldsborongh,  Thomas  R.  Gold, 
William  Hale,  Nathaniel  A.  Haven,  Daniel  Heister, 
WiUiam  Helms,  Jonathan  H.  Hubbard,  Jacob  Hufty, 
Ebenezer  Huntington,  Richard  Jackson,  jun.,  Robert 
Jenkins,  Philip  B.  Key,  Herman  Knickerbacker,  Jo- 
seph Lewis,  jun.,  Robert  Le  Roy  Livingston,  Vincent 
Matthews  Archibald  MoBryde,  Samuel  McKee,  Pleas- 
ant M.  Miller,  William  Milnor,  Jonathan  0.  Mose- 
ly,  Thomas  Newbold,  John  Nicholson,  Joseph  Pear- 
son, Benjamin  Pickman,  junior,  Timothy  Pitkin,  jr., 
Elisha  R.  Potter,  Josiah  Quinoy,  John  Randolph, 
Thomas  Sammons,  John  A.  Soudder,  Samuel  Shaw, 
Daniel  Sheffey,  Dennis  Smelt,  John  Smith,  Richard 
Stanford,  John  Stanley,  James  Stephenson,  Lewis  B. 
Sturges,  Jacob  Swoope,  Samuel  Taggart,  Benjamin 
Tallmadge,  John  Thompson,  Nicholas  Van  Dyke, 
Killian  K.  Van  Rensselaer,  Laban  Wheaton,  and 
James  WUson.* 

And  then  the  House  adjonrned  until  to-mor- 
row morning  eleyen  o'clock. 


Satuedat,  January  26. 

Another  member,  to  wit,  from  Massachusetts, 
Edwaed  St.  Loe  Liteemoee,  appeared,  and  took 
his  seat. 

*  Thus  terminated  the  existence  of  the  first  Bank  of  the 
United  States;  but  there  was  a  fatal  defect  in  terminating  it 
in  not  providing  a  general  carrency  in  place  of  its  notes, 
by  reviving  the  gold  currency  and  in  not  creating  an 
independent  treasury  for  keeping  the  public  moneys.  Those 
who  terminated  the  existence  of  the  second  bank  avoided 
these  errors,  and  thereby  avoided  all  the  evils  and  embarrass- 
ments which  followed  the  termination  of  the  first  one. 


Tuesday,  January  29. 

Bemoiial  of  Federal  Judges  on  add/reaa  of 

Congress. 

AMENDMENT  TO   THE   OONSTITTJTION. 

Mr.  "Weight. — Believing,  as  I  do,  that  the 
Constitution  of  the  United  States  is  not  perfect, 
and  as  provision  is  made  in  the  body  of  the  in- 
strument for  amending  its  imperfections  in  the 
manner  therein  prescribed,  I  feel  it  an  imperi- 
ous duty  to  propose  an  amendment  to  it.  Here 
let  me  reraark^that  its  adoption  was  opposed 
by  the  patriots  of  America,  at  the  time  of  its 
ratification,  because  of  omissions  important  to 
liberty.  It  had  not  guarded  against  an  estab- 
lishment of  religion ;  it  had  not  secured  the 
right  of  the  people  to  keep  and  bear  arms ;  it 
had  not  guarded  against  soldiers  being  quartered 
in  our  houses  in  time  of  peace,  without  our  con- 
sent, it  had  not  guarded  against  warrants  being 
issued  without  oath ;  it  had  not  guarded  against  a 
man's  being  put  to  answer  without  previous  in- 
dictment ;  it  had  not  secured  the  criminal  in  the 
trial  by  jury ;  it  had  not  secured  the  trial  by  jury 
in  cases  of  common  law,  and  these  omissions  as 
due  guards  to  the  liberty  of  the  citizens  stand  re- 
corded in  these  amendments  almost  coeval  with 
the  instrument.  The  terms  Federal  and  anti- 
Federal  had  their  origin  in  the  zeal  of  the  re- 
spective parties  at  that  time ;  the  one  insisting 
on  its  adoption  with  all  these  imperfections  on 
its  head,  while  the  other  insisted  on  these 
amendments;  and  it  has  always  appeared  to 
me,  that  on  the  adoption  of  the  amendments 
that  those  who  were  called  anti-Federals  were 
really  the  Federals,  the  constitution  being  per- 
fected by  the  adoption  of  these  amendments. 
The  foregoing  amendments  test  its  original  im- 
perfection, and  I  trust  wiU  lead  this  House  to  a 
temperate  examination  of  the  amendment  I  now 
propose  to  submit. 

The  amendment,  sir,  is  to  place  the  judiciary 
of  the  United  States  on  the  same  foundation 
that  the  British  judiciary  are  placed  by  their 
laws ;  by  enabling  the  President,  on  the  joint 
address  of  the  Senate  and  House  of  Representa- 
tives of  the  United  States,  to  remove  a  judge. 

In  England  the  judges  held  their  commissions 
during  the  pleasure  of  the  Grown,  till  the  time 
of  Charles  the  First,  when  the  Parliament  im- 
posed upon  the  King  the  necessity  of  granting 
them  during  good  behavior ;  till  then  the 
Oro'wn,  as  the  fountain  of  justice,  held  the  un- 
controlled direction  of  the  commissions  of  the 
judges.  At  the  same  time,  sir^  the  High  Com- 
mission Court  and  Star  Chamber  were  abolished. 
In  the  thirteenth  year  of  William  the  Third, 
the  judges,  by  statute,  were  to  hold  their  com- 
missions during  good  behavior,  and  by  the  same 
statute  they  may  be  removed  by  the  joint  ad- 
dress of  both  Houses  of  Parliament ;  and  here 
let  me  remark,  that  under  that  tenure  and  re- 
sponsibility, the  British  judiciary  have  attained 
a  celebrity  in  history  for  their  judicial  integrity 
and  correctness  highly  honorable  to  them,  and 
which  this  amendment,  I  fondly  hope,  in  time, 
may  correctly  attach  to  the  judiciary  of  the 
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United  States.  There  are  u,  variety  of  cases 
where  the  exercise  of  this  power  may  be  neces- 
sary for  the  safety  of  the  people,  which  ought 
to  be  the  supreme  law.  This  power,  I  trust, 
will  never  be  abused  by  the  American  Con- 
gress. I  do  not  recollect  a  case  under  the  Brit- 
ish Government,  where  for  fifty  years  it  has 
been  exercised,  and  I  trust  we  shall  not  ascribe 
to  ourselves  an  indisposition  to  the  correct  dis- 
charge of  those  functions  which  have  been  cor- 
rectly exercised  or  rather  not  exercised  at  all 
for  fifty  years  by  the  British  Government.  If 
in  England,  where  the  Grown  is  hereditary,  the 
Lords  hereditary  and  for  life,  and  the  Commons 
for  seven  years,  this  tenure  and  responsibility 
has  been  found  necessary,  I  trust  in  this  Govern- 
ment, where  the  President  is  for  four  years,  the 
Senate  for  six,  and  the  House  of  Representa- 
tives for  two  years,  this  judicial  tenure  and  re- 
sponsibility wiU  be  thought  expedient,  and  that 
this  amendment  will  be  adopted  by  Congress, 
particularly  as  it  is  but  a  preliminary  decision — 
as  it  must  be  submitted  to  the  States,  and  can- 
not go  into  operation  but  by  the  consent  t)f 
three-fourths  of  the  United  States.  I  have 
therefore  thought  fit  to  submit  this  resolution, 
and  hope  the  reasons  assigned  will  induce  you 
to  believe  that  I  think  it  of  such  importance  to 
the  nation  as  to  entitle  it  to  your  attention. 

Mr.  v.  then  submitted  the  following  resolu- 
tions: 

Resolved  hy  the  Senate  and  Some  of  Eepresentativea 
oftha  United  States  of  America^  in  Congress  assembled^ 
twu-thirds  of  both  Houses  Concurring,  That  the  follow- 
ing section  be  submitted  to  the  Legislatures  of  the 
several  States,  which,  when  ratified  by  the  Legisla- 
tures of  three-fourths  of  the  States,  shall  be  valid  and 
binding  as  a  part  of  the  Constitution  -ol  the  United 
States : 

Resolved,  That  the  judges,  both  of  the  Supreme  and 
Inferior  Courts,  may  be  removed  from  office  on  the 
joiut  address  of  the  Senate  and  House  of  Eepresenta- 
tivea of  the  United  States. 

The  House  refused  to  consider  the  motion — 
45  to  38. 


Wednesday,  January  80. 
Ja/recL  ShattuoWs  Claim. 

The  House  resolved  itself  into  a  committee 
of  the  Whole  on  the  report  of  the  Committee 
of  Claims  on  the  petition  of  Jared  Shattuck — 
69  to  29. 

The  report  is  favorable  to  the  claimant — a 
bill  for  the  relief  of  this  person  having  in  two 
former  sessions  passed  this  House,  but  not  been 
acceded  to  in  the  Senate. 

Mr.  MoNTGOMEBT,  in  a  speech  of  some  length, 
opposed  the  claim,  and  moved  that  the  com- 
mittee rise,  with  a  view  to  printing  the  papers 
relating  to  the  claim,  which  he  conceived  was 
not  fuUy  understood. 

This  motion  was  debated,  and  lost — 56  to  43. 

The  report  was  also  debated,  and  agreed  to 
— 5r  to  39. 

The  committee  then  rose  and  reported  then- 
agreement  to  the  report. 


TnnBSDAT,  January  31. 
Another  member,  to  wit,  from  Massachusetts, 
Oeohaed  Cook,  appeared,  and  took  his  seat. 

Mississippi  Territory. 

The  House  resolved  itself  into  a 'Committee 
of  the  Whole,  on  the  report  of  the  select  com- 
mittee in  favor  of  admitting  the  Mississippi 
Territory  into  the  Union  on  an  equal  footing 
with  the  original  States. 

A  desultory  debate  of  two  or  three  hours 
took  place  on  the  resolution. 

Messrs.  Poindexteb,  Johnson,  Gholson,  Mc- 
KiM,  Shejffbt,  Holland,  and  Weight,  spoke  in 
favor  of  the  resolution,  and  Messrs.  Bacon, 
Pitkin,  Quinot,  Bigelow,  and  Blaisdbll, 
against  it.  The  arguments  in  favor  of  its  pas- 
sage were,  among  others,  that  the  territory 
could,  when  possessing  a  population  of  60,000, 
claim  admission  as  a  right ;  that  it  now  con- 
tained probably  45,000,  and  would,  more  than 
probably,  before  a  Representative  could  be 
elected  under  the  new  constitution,  contain  full 
60,000  souls ;  that,  after  admitting  Orleans  to 
the  rank  of  a  State,  with  a  minor  population,  at 
the  present  session,  it  would  be  the  height  of  in- 
justice to  refuse  the  same  privilege  to  Mississippi, 
which  had  been  so  much  longer  a  part  of  the 
united  territory,  and  against  the  admission  of 
which  into  the  Union  none  of  the  constitu- 
tional objections  had  weight  which  had  been 
urged  against  the  admission  of  Orleans.  The 
opponents  of  the  resolution  argued  that  some 
respect  was  due  to  the  feelings,  however  ground- 
ed, of  the  eastern  States,  in  relation  to  the  crea- 
tion of  new  States  on  the  western  waters ;  that 
the  admission  of  one  State  during  a  session  was 
suflEicient ;  if  two  were  admitted  into  the  Union, 
in  the  course  of  three  months,  the  people  of 
the  eastern  States  would  be  justly  alarmed  at 
the  diminution  of  their  relative  weight  in  the 
scale  of  the  Union ;  that,  since  it  was  acknowl- 
edged the  new  State  could  not  be  represented 
before  the  thirteenth  Congress,  there  could  be 
no  occasion  for  pressing  this  subject  so  urgently 
at  this  time.  Why  not,  it  was  asked,  wait  for 
the  actual  census  of  the  territory  ?  The  very 
solicitude  which  was  manifested  to  get  this  sub- 
ject through  Congress,  it  was  said,  showed 
there  was  something  wrong,  and  was  a  strong 
argument  against  the  adoption  of  the  resolution. 
The  resolution  was  agreed  to  in  Committee 
of  the  Whole — ayes  62. 
,  The  committee  rose,  and  reported  their  agree- 
ment to  the  resolution. 

The  question  was  then  taken  to  concur  with 
the  Comnaittee  of  the  Whole  in  their  agreement 
to  the  said  resolution,  and  resolved  in  the  af- 
firmative— ^yeas  68,  nays  47. 


Feidat,  February  1. 
Commercial  Intercourse. 
The    House  went  into    Committee   of  the 
Whole  on  the  following  bill   reported  by  the 
Committee  of  Foreign  Relations: 
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A  Ijill  supplementary  to   the   act,  entitled  "  An  act 
concerning   the  commercial  intercourse   between 
the  United  States  and  Great  Britain  and  France, 
and  their  dependencies,  and  for  other  purposes." 
£e  it  enacted,  ^c,  TJiat  no  vessel  owned  wholly  hy  a 
ci/izen  or  citizens  of  the  United  States,  which  shall  have 
departed  from  a  British  port  prior  to  the  second  day  of 
February,  one  thousand  eight  hundred  and  eleven,  and 
no  merchandise  owned  wholly  hy  a  citizen  or  citizens  of 
the   United  States,  imported  in  such  vessel,  shall  be 
liable  to  seizure  or  forfeiture,  on  account  of  any  in- 
fraction or  presumed  infraction  of  the  provisions  of 
the  act  to  which  this  act  is  a  supplement. 

Mr.  Emott  moved  to  amend  the  same  by 
striking  out  the  words  in  italic,  and  to  insert 
in  their  place,  "  or  mercliandise."  The  bill,  as 
amended,  would  read  as  follows : 

"  That  no  vessel  or  merchandise  shall  be  liable  to 
seizure  or  forfeiture  on  account  of  any  infraction,  or 
presumed  infraction,  of  the  provisions  of  the  act  to 
which  this  act  is  a  supplement." 

Mr.  Emott. — ^Mr.  Chairman:  As  the  bill 
which  is  now  on  your  table  is  calculated  to  re- 
lieve our  merchants  in  part  from  the  restrictive 
system  which  has  again  been  attempted  to  be 
put  in  operation,  I  so  far  approve  of  it ;  but  as 
it  does  not  appear  to  me  to  go  far  enough,  I  rise 
for  the  purpose  of  moving  an  amendment, 
which,  if  adopted,  wiU  once  more  give  us  a 
clear  deck ;  and  whUe  I  am  up,  the  committee 
win  permit  me,  as  concisely  as  the  nature  of 
the  subject  will  admit,  to  assign  the  reasons 
which  induce  me  to  propose  the  amendment. 

By  the  law  of  the  first  of  May  last,  the  Presi- 
dent was  authorized,  in  case  either  of  the  great 
belligerents,  before  the  third  of  March,  revoked 
her  anti-neutral  edicts,  to  proclaim  the  same, 
and  if  the  other  did  not  in  three  months  also 
revoke,  a  non-intercourse  with  her  was  to  fol- 
low. On  the  second  day  of  November,  the 
President  had  proclaimed,  as  a  fact,  that  France 
had  made  the  necessary  revocation;  and  it  fol- 
lows, if  he  was  correct  as  to  the  fact,  that  on 
the  second  day  of  this  month,  the  non-inter- 
course wentinto  operation  against  Great  Britain. 

As  many  formerly,  and  more  latterly,  have 
doubted  as  to  the  fact  thus  proclaimed,  it  be- 
comes, sir,  a  duty  which  we  owe  to  ourselves 
and  to  the  people,  to  inquire  into  its  existence ; 
for  if  it  be  true  that  no  such  repeal,  as  was  con- 
templated by  the  law,  has  taken  place  ;^if,  in- 
deed, the  President  has  been  deceived,  or  was 
mistaken,  we  cannot  too  soon  make  it  known, 
and  relieve  the  country  from  the  vexation  and 
embarrassment  which  must  result  from  the  pres- 
ent state  of  things. . 

If,  sir,  additional  motives  were  necessary,  we 
may  find  them  in  the  bills  which  have  this 
morning  been  introduced  into  the  House  by  the 
chairman  of  the  Committee  of  "Ways  and  Means, 
at  the  instance  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury, 
one  of  which  goes  to  lay  large  additional  duties, 
and  the  other  to  authorize  a  loan.  The  reasons 
assigned  by  the  Secretary  for  this  new  and 
heavy  tax  on  our  citizens  are,  that  as  the  greater 
part  of  our  duties  on  imports  are  collected  on 
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goods  coming  from  Great  Britain  and  her  colo- 
nies, and  as  those  duties  will  cease  with  the 
revival  of  the  non-importation,  it  becomes  ne- 
cessary, in  order  to  prevent  a  defalcation  in  the 
revenue,  to  tax  the  production  of  other  coun- 
tries much  beyond  the  present  rate.  On  this 
presumed  defalcation,  too,  in  some  degree  de- 
pends the  proposition  for  a  loan,  or,  if  a  loan  be 
necessary,  the  amount  of  it.  In  this  point  of 
view,  it  becomes  highly  important  to  ascertain 
whether  the  noitintercourse  has  gone  into  ope- 
ration ;  for  if  it  lias  not,  I  trust  we  shall  not 
proceed  to  give  form  and  shape  to  the  recom- 
mendation of  the  Secretary,  that  we  shall  not 
burden  the  country  with  new  taxes,  or  subject 
it  to  large  loans. 

In  the  commencement  of  this  inquiry,  Mr. 
Chairman,  we  naturally  ask  ourselves,  what 
edicts  are  to  be  revoked,  and  how  are  they  to 
be  revoked  ?  It  is  not  material  to  extend  this 
inquiry  to  Great  Britain,  as  we  know  of  no 
revocation  on  her  part,  and,  under  all  circum- 
stances, we  have  not,  I  fear,  much  reason  to 
believe  that  there  will  be  such  revocation.  But 
it  may  be  well  to  notice  here  something  which 
has  the  appearance  of  inconsistency,  on  the  *^ 
part  of  our  Executive,  towards  that  Govern- 
ment. 

The  non-intercourse  law  of  Mai'ch,  1809,  con- 
tains a  provision,  that,  "  in  case  either  France 
or  Great  Britain  shall  so  revoke  or  modify  her 
edicts,  as  that  they  shall  cease  to  violate  the 
neutral  commerce  of  the  United  States,"  the 
President  shall  declare  the  same  by  proclama- 
tion, and  the  non-intercourse  was  then  to  cease 
as  to  the  nation  revoking.  It  was  under  this 
law,  and  in  consequence  of  the  power  so  given 
to  the  President,  that  the  celebrated,  though 
ill-fated  arrangement,  was  made  betwen  the 
Executive  and  the  British  Minister,  Mr.  Erskine. 
Now,  sir,  by  referring  to  this  arrangement,  you 
will  find,  that  on  AprU  18,  Mr.  Erskine  pro- 
posed to  Secretary  Smith  the  revocation  of  the 
orders  in  council  of  January  and  November, 
180'r,  as  a  compliance  on  the  part  of  Great 
Britain  with  the  terms  of  the  act  of  March ; 
and  our  Secretary,  on  the  same  day,  declaring 
that  the  withdrawing  of  such  orders  would  be 
deemed  satisfactory  by  the  President,  the  ar- 
rangement was  completed  on  the  19th,  and  a 
proclamation  accordingly  issued  on  the  ground, 
and  assuming  the  fact,  that  the  British  edicts 
had  ceased  to  violate  our  neutral  commerce, 
and  again  opening  the  intercourse  between  the 
two  countries  after  the  10th  of  June. 

This  arrangement,  and  the  short  and  hasty 
correspondence  connected  with  it,  you  will  re- 
collect, sir,  were  presented  to  Congress  with  the 
Message,  at  the  opening  of  the  summer  session 
of  1809,  and  we  then  passed  a  law,  the  object 
of  which  was  to  ratify  and  to  carry  into  effect 
the  arrangement.  Here,  then,  we  have  an  ex- 
plicit opinion  from  both  the  Executive  and  the 
Legislature,  that  the  only  British  orders  which 
came  within  the  spirit  and  intent  of  the  law  of 
March,  were  those  of  January  and  November 
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1807,  and  that,  when  those  orders  were  revoked, 
the  edicts  of  Great  Britain  ceased  to  violate  the 
commerce  of  the  United  States. 

I  pray  you  now,  Mr.  Chairman,  to  turn  with 
me  to  the  law  of  May  last ;  you  will  there  find 
the  precise  phraseology  of  the  act  of  March : 
,  "Incase  either  Great  Britain  or  France  shall 
so  revoke  or  modify  her  edicts,  as  that  they 
shall  cease  to  violate  the  neutral  commerce  of 
the  United  States,"  the  President  is  to  make 
known  the  fact  by  proclamation.  The  authority 
given  to  the  President  is  in  both  cases  the  same, 
and  it  was  to  have  been  presumed  that  it  would 
have  been  exercised  on  the  same  terms.  But, 
sir,  it  will  be  found,  on  referring  to  the  papers, 
that,  under  the  act  of  May,  the  Executive  made 
a  further  requisition.  The  revocation  of  the 
orders  in  council  of  January  and  November 
was  not  to  satisfy  us,  but  the  blockade  of  the 
year  pregeding  was  to  be  also  annulled. 

In  the  letter  from  Secretary  Smith  to  our 
Minister  at  London,  of  the  5th  of  July,  1810, 
and  whigh  enclosed  a  copy  of  the  law  of  May, 
it  is  said,  "  that  in  explaining  the  extent  of  the 
repeal  which  is  required  on  the  British  side, 
Mr.  Pinkney  will  let  it  be  distinctly  under- 
stood, that  it  must  necessarily  include  an  an- 
nulment of  the  blockade  of  1806 ;"  and  our 
minister  accordingly,  in  his  letter  to  Lord  Wel- 
lesley,  of  the  21st  of  September,  tells  him  it  is 
his  duty  to  state  "that  an  annulment  of  the 
blockade  of  May,  180C,  is  considered  by  the 
President  to  be  as  indispensable,  in  the  view  of 
the  act,  as  the  revocation  of  the  British  orders 
in  council."  Nay,  so  far  has  the  President  gone 
in  this  particular  as  to  give  the  French  Govern- 
ment a  pledge  that  this  will  be  required  on  the 
part  of  Great  Britain.  In  the  letter  from 
Secretary  gmith  to  General  Armstrong,  of  the 
5th  of  July,  1810,  the  latter  is  authorized,  if  it 
should  be  found  necessary,  to  "  let  it  be  under- 
stood that  a  repeal  of  the  illegal  blockades  of  a 
date  prior  to  the  Berlin  decree,  namely,  that 
of  May,  1806,  will  be  included  in  the  condition 
required  of  Great  Britain." 

It  is  not  my  intention  at  this  time,  to  enter 
into  a  discussion  on  the  subject  of  blockades, 
nor  am  I  to  be  understood  as  giving  counte- 
nance to  the  system  of  paper  blockades,  whether 
that  system  proceeds  from  or  is  attempted  to 
be  enforced  by  England  or  by  France ;  but,  sir, 
I  have  gone  into  this  examination  to  show  that 
the  President  has  acted  diflferently  under  two 
laws  which  ought  to  have  the  same  practical 
construction,  because  the  terms  used  in  them 
were  alike ;  that  under  the  law  of  May,  1810, 
he  added  a  condition  to  a  settlement  with  Great 
Britain,  which  he  did  not  require  under  the  law 
of  March,  1809  ;  and  why  this  difference? 

Will  it  be  said,  that  when  the  arrangement 
'  was  made  with  Mr.  Erskme  the  President  had 
no  knowledge  of  the  blockading  orders  of  May, 
1806  ?  Not  so,  sir.  By  recurring  to  a  report 
made  by  Mr.  Madison,  as  Secretary  of  State,  in 
December,  1808,  of  belligerent  decrees  and 
orders  affecting  neutral  commerce,  you  will  find 


this  very  blockade;  and  certainly  what  he 
knew  as  Secretary  in  December,  he  must  have 
known  as  President  in  the  April  following. 
Shall  I  be  told  the  President  had  discovered 
that  the  blockade  had  been  "  avowed  to  be  com- 
prehended in,  and  identified  with,  the  ordets  in 
council  ?"  I  fear  this  will  not  be  a  satisfactory 
answer.  For,  in  this  case,  if  the  orders  in 
council  are  rescinded,  the  connection  between 
them  and  the  blockade  will  then  stand  as  it  was 
supposed  by  the  Executive  to  stand  when  the 
arrangement  was  entered  into. 

Persons,  Mr.  Chairman,  more  prone  to  jeal- 
ousy-than  myself,  and  who  are  disposed  to  find 
fault  with  the  late  Executive  projects,  may  per- 
haps point  to  that  passage  in  the  letter  from 
Secretary  Smith  to  Mr.  Pinkney,  of  the  22d  of 
May,  1810,  in  which  it  is  said,  that  the  Presi- 
dent has  read,  with  surprise  and  regret,  the 
reply  of  Lord  Wellesley  to  the  note  requir- 
ing explanations  with  respect  to  the  blockade 
of  France,  which  "  evinces  an  inflexible  deter- 
mination to  persevere  ia  the  system  of  block- 
ade," as  affording  a  reason  for  this  added  con- 
dition :  they  may  say  that  it  was  thrust  in  when 
our  Administration  were  satisfied  that  it  would 
not  be  acceded  to  by  the  British,  and  for  the  pur- 
pose of  preventing  an  accommodation  with,  and 
keeping  up  the  irritation  against,  that  nation. 
But  while,  for  myself,  I  disclaim  this  infer- 
ence, I  must  confess  that  I  am  at  a  loss  to 
assign  a  sufiicient  motive  for  the  difference  in 
the  two  cases. 

As  to  France,  sir,  what  were  the  edicts  to  be 
revoked,  and  how  revoked?  I  shall  have  oc- 
casion, ijefore  I  sit  down,  to  notice  the  Berlin 
and  Milan  decrees.  But  were  there  not  other 
decrees? 

We  have  before  us  the  EambouiUet  decree, 
with  a  date  of  the  23d  of  March,  1810,  which, 
declares  that  "  all  vessels  navigating  under  the 
flag  of  the  United  States,  or  possessed  in  whole 
or  in  part  by  a  citizen  or  subject  of  that  power, 
which,  counting  from  the  20th  of  May,  1809, 
have  entered,  or  shall  enter  into  the  ports  of 
our  Empire,  of  our  colonies,  or  of  the  countries 
occupied  by  our  arms,  shall  be  seized,  and  the 
product  of  the  sales  shall  be  deposited  in  the 
surplus  fund."  Thus  embracing  almost  the 
whole  of  continental  Europe ;  for,  witti  the  ex- 
ception of  the  Russian  ports  on  the  Baltic,  and 
two  or  three  places  in  the  European  peninsula, 
every  port  frequented  by  the  Americans  belong- 
ed either  to  the  Empire  of  France,  to  the  col- 
onies of  that  Empire)  or  to  countries  occupied 
by  the  forces  of  the  Empire.  The  seizures 
under  this  decree  were  consequently  great  and 
distressing  to  our  merchants. 

This  decree  purports  to  be  an  act  of  reprisal 
on  this  country,  and  for  what  cause  ?  Not  for 
any  act  of  hostility  by  us ;  not  for  any  seizures 
or  confiscations  of  French  vessels  or  French 
property  under  the  authority,  or  within  the 
limits  of  this  Government.  No,  sir,  a  pretence 
of  this  kind  appeared  too  absurd  to  be  insert- 
ed even  in  a  French  decree.    It  is  true  that 
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General  Armstrong,  in  his  letter  to  Secretary 
Smith,  of  the  10th  of  September,  1810,  com- 
munioates  a  verbal  explanation  which  accom- 
panied the  last  letter  of  the  French  Minister : 
"If  you  confiscate  French  property  under  the 
law  of  non-intercourse,  they  wiU  confiscate 
your  property  under  their  decree  of  EambonU- 
let."  Ay,  sir,  and  they  have  given  a  practical 
explanation  that  they  would  confiscate  our  prop- 
erty under  the  decree,  although  we  did  not 
confiscate  their  property  under  the  non-inter- 
course law.  Look  at  the  decree  itself,  and  you 
wUl  find  the  motive,  or  rather  the  pretext  for 
this  act  of  reprisal.  It  is  grounded  on  the  pass- 
ing of  the  act  of  the  1st  of  March,  1809,  and 
it  is  grounded  on  that  alone. 

Thus,  because  we  deemed  it  advisable  to  pass 
a  law  which  we  supposed  was  a  mere  munici- 
pal regulation,  inasmuch  as  it  related  to  our 
own  citizens,  or  our  own  territories;  a  law, 
which,  according  to  its  letter,  applied  equally  to 
both  belligerents,  and  which  was  not  to  com- 
mence its  operation  until  the  20th  of  May,  con- 
tained in  itself  a  notice  sufficient  to  prevent  any 
injury  to  French  subjects ;  for  this  cause,  and 
for  this  alone,  the  Emperor  adopts,  as  an  act  of 
reprisal,  a  decree  which  subjects  to  seizure  and 
confiscation,  not  only  American  property  which 
should  reach  the  continent  after  notice  of  the 
decree,  or  even  after  its  date,  but  property 
which  arrived  there  at  any  time  for  the  preced- 
ing twelve  months.  I  will  not  stop  to  inquire 
what  would  and  what  ought  to  have  been  the 
feeUngs  of  the  Administration  and  of  the  coun- 
try, if  such  an  outrage  had  been  committed  by 
England  for  such  a  cause.  But,  sir,  if  the 
French  Government  is  allowed  to  have  in  the 
act  of  March  an  excuse  for  reprisal,  we  had 
better  discontinue  making  laws  altogether ;  for 
it  is  difficult  to  find  in  our  statute  book  a  law 
less  hostile  to  France,  or  more  within  the  right 
of  an  independent  Government  to  enact. 

To  see  the  true  character  of  this  decree,  we 
must  approach  it  a  little  nearer ;  and  with  the 
letters  of  the  Duke  of  Oadore  in  my  hand — 
those  letters,  sir,  which  have  occasioned  our 
present  embarrassments — ^I  am  strangely  deceiv- 
ed if  this  proceeding  of  the  French  Govern- 
ment does  not  appear  to  partake  of  the  nature 
of  an  offence  which,  as  respects  individuals,  is 
called  swindhng.  It  is  a  taking  of  property 
under  false  pretences. 

AUow  me  now,  Mr.  Chairman,  to  present  you 
with  another  view  of  this  decree.  The  Duke 
of  Oadore,  in  his  letter  of  the  5th  of  August, 
1810,  says:  "Now  Congress  retrace  their 
steps ;  they  revoke  the  act  of  the  1st  of  March ; 
the  ports  of  America  are  opened  to  French 
commerce,  and  France  is  no  longer  interdicted 
to  the  Americans."  And  in  his  letter  of  the 
7th  of  September,  he  uses  these  expressions : 
"  His  Majesty  has  always  wished  to  favor  the 
commerce  of  the  United  States.  It  was  not 
without  reluctance  that  he  used  reprisals 
towards  the  Americans,  while  he  saw  that  Con- 
gress had  ordered  the  confiscation  of  all  French 


vessels  which  might  arrive  in  the  United  States." 
"  As  soon  as  BBs  Majesty  was  informed  of  this 
hostile  act,  he  felt  that  the  honor  of  France, 
involved  in  this  point,  could  not  be  cleansed 
but  by  a  declaration  of  war."  Now  "  the  Amer- 
ican vessels  which  shall  arrive  in  France,  wiU 
not  be  subject  to  confiscation,  because  the  act  of 
Congress,  which  had  served  as  a  motive  to  our 
reprisals,  is  repealed."  From  this  exposition  of 
the  views  of  the  French  Government,  handed 
to  us  by  the  Minister  of  Exterior  Relations,  we 
perceive  that  fie  places  the  Eambouillet  decree 
entirely  to  the  account  of  the  non-intercourse 
law  of  March ;  and  from  the  course  of  reason- 
ing used  by  him,  it  seems  to  be  admitted  that 
the  decree,  and  the  seizures  under  it,  could  not 
be  justified,  but  while  the  obnoxious  law  was 
in  force. 

But  we  here  again  meet  with  another  of  the 
mistakes  of  this  most  just  Government,  which 
is  so  jealous  of  its  honor  and  so  fi-iendly  to  our 
commerce.  The  fact  happens  to  be  that  the  law 
never  was  repealed.  By  its  own  limitation  it  ex- 
pired with  the  then  session  of  Congress,  and,  of 
course,  went  out  of  existence  on  the  28th  of 
June,  1809.  Thus  this  poor  law,  which  is  now 
brought  up  in  judgment  against  us,  had  quietly 
descended  to  the  tomb  of  the  Oapulets  almost  a 
year  before  the  Emperor  and  King  thought  it . 
consistent  with  his  interest,  or  for  the  honor  of 
his  empire,  to  commence  his  measures  of  retali- 
ation. The  limifation  clause  could  not  have  es- 
caped the  attention  of  His  Majesty  when  he 
read  the  law ;  and,  I  trust,  we  yet  have  pride 
enough  to  believe  that  he  knows  there  is  an 
American  Congress,  and  notices  the  periods  of 
our  meeting  and  departure,  if  he  is  careless  about 
our  proceedings.  When,  therefore,  Napoleon 
issued  the  plundering  decree  of  Eambouillet,  he 
knew  that  the  law  on  which  he  placed  his  justi- 
fication had  long  since  expired.  But  he  knew 
a  further  fact,  that  the  law  never  did  affect 
French  vessels.  The  British  navy  kept  them  at 
home,  and  we  excluded  English  vessels  only. 
Such  was  the  practical  and  the  only  practical 
operation  of  our  law. 

I  am  aware  that  the  apologists  of  the  Em- 
peror will  point  to  the  act  of  the  1st  of  June, 
1809,  as  reviving  or  continuing  certain  sections 
of  the  law  of  March.  Let  me  not  be  misunder- 
stood. Ml'.  Chairman.  I  do  not  mean  to  insinu- 
ate that  the  Emperor  has  apologists  in  this 
House,  in  this  ark  of  independence  and  liberty 
of  a  great  people ;  but,  in  whatever  place  this 
suggestion  shall  be  offered,  it  may  be  answered 
that  the  French  Government  have  not  noticed 
the  last  law  in  their  decree,  or  in  any  of  their 
official  papers.  And  it  may  be  further  remarked 
that  the  law  of  June,  like  that  of  March,  was 
limited  to  the  end  of  the  next  session  of  Con- 
gress, and,  of  course,  ceased  its  operation  on  the 
1st  of  May,  1810.  As  the  decree  issued  on  the 
14:th  of  May,  and  the  seizures  under  it  were 
after  that  time,  it  would  seem,  to  a  man  of 
common  understanding,  who  believes  the  trans- 
actions between  nations  are,  or  ought  to  be, 
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regulated  by  the  rules  of  honest,  plain  dealing, 
that  the  Emperor,  when  he  had  knowledge  of 
the  fact,  would  have  loosened  his  hold  on  our 
property.  And  yet  we  find  that,  when  we  ap- 
proach him  on  this  subject,  he  laughs  us  to 
scorn. 

The  object  which  I  had  in  view,  in  this  exam- 
ination of  the  Bambouillet  decree,  was,  to  mark 
its  true  character,  to  show  that  this  decree  em- 
phatically outraged  our  neutral  rights,  and  that, 
if  it  was  submitted  to  by  this  country,  our  code 
of  national  rights  will  be  found  hereafter  in  the 
same  books  with  those  of  the  kingdoms  which 
belong  to  the  Confederation  of  the  Khine.  Our 
merchants  are  induced  to  adventure  to  France 
by  a  prospect  of  large  profits,  and  by  promises 
of  great  security  if  their  vessels  have  not  been 
"  denationalized."  They  take  there  many  a 
valuable  cargo,  until  the  amount  of  property 
becomes  an  object  of  imperial  attention,  and 
then  it  is  seized  upon  by  an  irresistible  and  un- 
relenting hand,  without  notice,  and  upon  pre- 
texts void  of  any  foundation.  Can  a  decree,  or 
order,  or  edict,  be  pointed  out  in  the  long  history 
of  our  wrongs  and  our  sufferings,  which  is  more 
strongly  marked  with  injustice,  or  which  more 
strongly  "  violates  our  neutral  commerce?" 

I  will  not  detain  the  committee  by  entering 
into  a  particular  examination  of  the  French 
decrees,  which,  in  the  commencement  of  the 
last  year,  authorized  the  seizure  of  such  a  num- 
ber of  American  vessels  at  St.  Sebastians,  at 
Naples,  and  in  the  North  of  Europe.  It  would 
lead  me  too  far  into  the  views  and  conduct  of 
the  French  Government  towards  this  country, 
for  the  purposes  of  this  discussion.  But,  sir,  in 
this  volume  of  documents,  I  see,  with  emotions 
which  I  am  sure  are  in  unison  with  those  of  the 
American  people,  the  famous  note,  signed 
"  Ohampagny,  Duke  de  Oadore,"  of  the  4th  of 
February  last,  written  to  justify  those  seizures, 
and,  as  he  says,  "  that  the  President  may  the 
better  know  the  friendly  intentions  of  France 
towards  the  United  States,  and  her  favorable 
dispositions  to  American  commerce;"  in  which 
we  are  told  that  we  are  "  without  just  political 
views,  without  honor,  and  without  energy." 
And  are  we  so  sunk  in  the  estimation  of  the 
mighty  conqueror,  that  he  thinks  it  necessary 
and  proper  to  use  this  as  his  official  language 
towards  us?  Surely,  sir,  he  mistakes  the  char- 
acter and  the  spirit  of  this  people  if  he  believes 
they  are  to  be  broken  down,  or  brought  into 
his  views,  by  insults  or  threats.  As  our  Govern- 
ment had,  a  few  months  before,  discharged  and 
disgraced  a  British  Minister  for  a  supposed  insult 
by  an  insinuation,  it  was  to  have  been  expected 
that,  on  this  occasion,  equal  spirit  would  be 
shown.  But  to  such  as  formed  corresponding 
expectations,  what  will  be  their  feelings  when 
they  find  that  the  only  Executive  notice  of  the 
note  is  found  in  the  letter  of  Mr.  Smith  to 
General  Armstrong,  of  the  5th  of  June  last,  in 
which  the  Secretary  says,  that,  "  as  the  John 
Adams  is  daily  expected,  and  as  your  farther 
communications  by  her  will  better  enable  me  to 


adapt  to  the  actual  state  of  our  affairs  witli  the 
French  Government,  the  observations  proper  to 
be  made  in  relation  to  the  seizure  of  our  prop- 
erty, and  to  the  letter  of  the  Duke  of  Oadore, 
of  the  14th  of  February ;  it  is,  by  the  President, 
deemed  expedient  not  to  make,  at  this  time,  any 
such  animadversions." 

Let  us  now  see,  Mr.  Chairman,  whether  these 
decrees  have  been  "  so  revoked  or  modified  as 
that  they  ceased  to  violate  the  neutral  com- 
merce of  the  United  States." 

These  decrees  have  two  distinct  operations, 
the  seizure  of  our  property,  and  the  subsequent 
sale  of  that  property;  and,  without  attempting 
to  prove  a  proposition  which  appears  self- 
evident,  I  shall  take  it  for  granted  that,  if  it 
was  an  infringement  of  our  rights  to  seize  the 
property,  it  is  equally  an  infringement  of  our 
rights  to  proceed  to  the  confiscation  and  sale  of 
such  property.  Nay,  sir,  if  we  allow  to  the 
French  Government  the  plea  of  retaliation,  the 
infringement  of  our  rights  will  commence  with 
the  confiscation  and  sale  of  our  vessels  after  the 
cause  of  retaliation  has  been  removed  by  ns, 
and  known  so  to  be  by  the  Emperor.  A  revo- 
cation or  modification  of  these  decrees,  so  that 
they  should  cease  to  violate  our  fair  commerce, 
therefore,  would  look  as  well  to  an  indemnity 
for  the  past  as  a  security  for  the  future ;  it  ne- 
cessarily includes  a  restoration  of  the  property 
already  taken,  as  well  as  an  engagement  against 
future  captures.  This  appears  to  have  been,  at 
one  time,  the  opinion  of  our  Administration ;  for 
you  will  find,  by  recnrring  to  the  letter  from 
Secretary  Smith  to  General  Armstrong,  of  the 
5th  of  June,  1810,  which  enclosed  a  copy  of  the 
law  of  May,  the  determination  of  pur  Executive 
is  thus  made  known :  "If,  however,  the  arrange- 
ment contemplated  by  the  law  should  be  accept- 
able to  the  French  Government,  you  will  under- 
stand it  to  be  the  pui-pose  of  the  President  not 
to  proceed  in  giving  it  efiect,  in  case  the  late 
seizure  of  the  property  of  the  citizens  of  the 
United  States  has  been  followed  by  an  absolute 
confiscation,  and  restoration  be  finally  refused." 
And  in  the  letter  from  Mr.  Smith  to  General 
Armstrong,  of  the  5th  of  July,  this  determina- 
tion is  expressed  with  added  strength:  "As  has 
been  heretofore  stated  to  you,  a  satisfactory 
provision  for  restoring  the  property  lately  sur- 
prised and  seized  by  the  order,  or  at  the  in- 
stance of  the  French  Government,  must  be 
combined  with  a  repeal  of  the  French  edicts, 
with  a  view  to  a  non-intercourse  with  Great 
Britain ;  such  a  provision  being  an  indispensable 
evidence  of  the  just  purpose  of  France  towards 
the  United  States." 

Without  asking  for  the  evidence  which  the 
President  had  as  to  the  repeal  or  modification 
of  these  decrees,  I  now  put  it  to  the  committee 
whether  every  member  of  it  is  not  perfectly 
convinced  that  if  any  modification,  or  suspen- 
sion, or  repeal,  has  taken  place,  it  goes  no  farther 
than  to  restrain  future  seizures,  leaving  the  prop- 
erty already  seized  to  take  the  course  of  con- 
fiscation and  sale  ?    Do  we  not  know,  that,  in 
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the  months  of  October  andNovember,  our  vessels 
and  merchandise  have  been  brought  under  the 
hammer  in  pursuance  of  those  decrees;  and 
have  we  not  lately  seen,  in  our  public  journals, 
a  list  of  some  eighteen  or  twenty  ships  adver- 
tised by  the  French  Government  for  sale  at 
Bayonne,  on  the  5th  of  December?  Nay,  sir, 
the  Executive  was  informed,  before  he  issued 
his  proclamation,  by  the  letter  from  the  Duke 
of  Oadore  to  General  Armstrong,  of  the  12th  of 
September,  1810,  that,  "  as  to  the  merchandise 
confiscated,  it  having  been  confiscated  as  a  meas- 
ure of  reprisal,  the  principles  of  reprisal  must 
be  the  law  in  that  affair."  Words  cannot  be 
found  which  would  more  satisfactorily  "  evince 
an  inflexible  determination  "  to  retain  the  prop- 
erty. As  the  principles  of  reprisal  are  to  be 
the  law,  it  follows  that  a  restoration  of  the  prop- 
erty depends  on  the  discretion  of  the  Emperor, 
and  is  not  to  be  claimed  by  us  as  a  matter  of 
right,  but  of  favor.  And  what  have  we  to  pro- 
pose, according  to  the  principles  of  reprisal,  to 
obtain  the  restoration?  Is  it,  that  we  have 
suffered  the  non-interconrse  law  to  expire? 
Why,  sir,  this  had  taken  place  long  before  the 
letter  of  the  Duke  of  Oadore.  Is  it  a  restoration 
of  French  property  seized  under  the  law  of  non- 
intercourse?  This  cannot  take  place ;  because, 
in  truth,  'there  was  no  such  seizure. 

We  wiU  now  examine  whether  there  has  been 
such  a  revocation  of  the  Berlin  and  Milan  de- 
crees as  warranted  the  proclamation.  And 
here  let  me  remark  that,  when  the  President 
acted  under  this  law,  he  was  not  exercising  the 
treaty-making  power.  He  was  the  mere  agent 
of  the  Legislature,  and  as  such  agent,  he  was 
confined  and  limited  by  his  letter  of  attorney, 
the  law.  He  had  not,  therefore,  as  has  been 
asserted,  a  discretion,  nor  had  he  any  thing  to 
do  with  considerations  of  comity  or  courtesy. 
He  was  to  ascertain  when  there  was  an  actual 
and  practical  revocation,  and  then  make  known 
the  fact;  the  consequences  were  left  with  the 
legislature.  Indeed,  sir,  this  power  to  give  pub- 
licity to  a  fact  might  have  been  committed  to 
one  of  the  Secretaries,  or  to  a  clerk  in  the  oflBces, 
and  if  it  had,  we  should  have  smiled  at  the  sug- 
gestion that  its  exercise  depended  on  considera- 
tions of  courtesy. 

Mr.  Chairman,  when  the  proclamation  first 
appeared,  my  impression  was,  and  such,  too,  I 
understood  to  be  the  general  impression,  that 
the  President  had  some  document  unknown  to 
the  American  people.  The  letter  of  the  Duke 
of  Oadore,  of  the  5th  of  August,  was  already 
before  the  public,  but  it  was  not  credited  that 
on  this  letter  the  proclamation  had  been  issued. 
Since  we  have  received  the  Message  the  subject 
is  at  rest.  It  is  now  known  and  acknowledged 
that  the  President  had  not,  and  to  this  moment 
has  not,  any  other  evidence  of  a  revocation. 
Now,  sir,  in  this  letter,  I  see  neither  the  form 
ncr  the  substance  of  a  revocation. 

What  is  the  understanding  of  the  French 
courts  and  officers,  on  this  subject.  I  have  al- 
ready presented  you  with  that  part  of  the  letter 


of  the  Duke  of  Oadore,  of  the  5th  of  August,  in 
which  he  says,  that  since  Oongress  have  re- 
traced their  steps,  by  revoking  the  act  of  the 
first  of  March,  "  France  is  no  longer  interdicted 
to  the  Americans."  Now,  if  this  letter  is  in  the 
form  of  a  decree,  it  revokes  or  modifies  the 
Eambouillet  decree  equally  with  those  of  Berlin 
and  MUan,  inasmuch,  as  long  as  the  former 
continued  in  force,  Stance  was  interdicted  to 
the  Americans.  And  yet  we  find,  in  a  letter  of 
the  Duke  of  O^ore,  of  the  7th  day  of  Septem- 
ber, our  Minister  inquiring,  "  Has  the  decree  of 
His  Majesty  of  the  22d  day  of  March  last  been 
recalled?"  And  General  Armstrong,  in  his 
letter  to  Mr.  Smith  of  the  10th  of  September, 
remarks,  that  this  inquiry  "  may  appear  to  have 
been  useless,  after  the  declaration,  that  American 
ships  which  wiH  hereafter  arrive  in  the  ports  of 
France  shall  not  be  subject  to  confiscation ;  but 
understanding  from  the  Council  of  Prizes,  that 
until  some  act  be  taken  which  had  the  effect  of 
recalling,  by  name,  the  decree  of  the  23d  of 
March,  they  must  consider  it  both  as  existing 
and  operative,  and  of  course  binding  upon 
them,"  and  he  had  presented  the  subject  again. 

Here,  then,  we  have  the  opinion  of  the  French 
court,  most  known  and  most  important  to  us, 
the  Court  of  Prizes,  that  the  letter  of  the  Duke 
of  Oadore  is  not  in  the  form  of  a  decree,  and 
has  not  the  force  and  effect  of  a  decree.  In 
addition  to  this,  we  have  the  act  of  seizure  of 
the  brig  New  Orleans  Packet,  by  the  director 
of  the  customs  at  Bordeaux,  in  December  last, 
under  the  Berlin  and  Milan  decrees.  As  the 
letter  of  the  Duke  of  Cadore  had  been  published 
in  France  prior  to  this  period,  no  one  wUl  be- 
lieve that  if  it  was  in  form  of  an  edict  of  the 
Empire,  the  seizure  would  have  been  made. 

But  if  the  contents  of  this  letter  had  been 
embodied  in  a  formal  act,  would  it  have 
amounted  to  such  a  revocation  or  modification 
of  the  Berlin  and  Milan  decrees,  as  that  they 
ceased  to  violate  our  neutral  commerce? 

I  remark  first,  that  the  revocation,  if  it  be 
one,  was  a  future  and  not  a  present  revocation. 
"The  decrees  of  Berlin  and  MUan  are  revoked, 
and,  after  the  first  of  November,  they  will  cease 
to  have  effect."  Now,  sir,  although  there  is  an 
affected  obscurity  in  this  sentence,  the  intent  is 
most  obvious.  As  long  as  a  law  continues  in 
operation,  so  long  it  must  be  unrepealed,  and  as 
these  decrees  were  to  have  effect  until  the  1st 
of  November,  it  follows,  that  on  no  construc- 
tion can  they  be  considered  as  revoked  until 
that  period.  Indeed,  on  this  point  the  Duke  of 
Oadore  is  quite  explicit  in  his  letter  to  General 
Armstrong  of  the  Tth  of  September,  in  which 
he  tells  him,  that  American  vessels  arriving  in 
France  before  the  first  of  November,  although 
not  liable  to  confiscation,  "  wUl  be  subjected  to 
all  the  effects  of  the  Berlin  and  MUan  decrees." 

But,  again :  the  revocation,  if  any,  was  not 
only  future,  but  it  was  also  conditional;  "it 
being  understood,  that  in  consequence  of  this 
declaration,  the  English  shall  revoke  their  Or- 
ders in  Council  and  renounce  the  new  principles 
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of  blockade  which  they,  have  wished  to  estab- 
lish, or  that  the  United  States,  conformably  to 
the  act  you  have  just  comruunicated,  shall  cause 
their  rights  to  be  respected  by  the  English." 
A  condition — a  qualification — a  restriction.  Is 
it  not  obvious,  from  the  very  terms  of  the  let- 
ter, that  it  contains  a  condition  that  the  re- 
peal is  a  qualified  one?  The  words  " it  being 
understood,"  are  not  only  expressive  of  this, 
but  they  are  singularly  appropriate.  If,  how- 
ever, we  were  inclined  to  doubt,  we  must  be 
satisfied  by  the  letter  of  the  Duke  of  Oadore  to 
General  Armstrong,  of  September  7th,  in  which 
it  is  said,  that  the  Emperor  "  repeals  his  de- 
crees of  Berlin  and  Milan,  under  the  conditions 
pointed  out  in  my  Letter  to  you  of  the  5th  of 
August." 

Our  Ministers,  General  Armstrong  and  Mr. 
Pinkney,  appear  to  have  puzzled  themselves 
much  about  this  condition,  to  discover  whether 
it  was  a  condition  precedent,  or  a  condition  sub- 
sequent. To  me,  sir,  the  idea  of  a  condition 
subsequent  to  a  repeal,  is  rather  novel ;  but  it 
may  nevertheless  be  just.  In  common  under- 
standing, it  is  believed,  that  when  a  law  is  re- 
pealed it  is  extinct,  and  if  it  be  so,  then  its 
appendage,  the  condition,  would  seem  to  be  at 
an  end  of  course.  But  in  the  view  which  I  am 
about  to  take  of  this  subject,  it  is  not  necessary 
to  settle  this  point,  as  it  must  be  conceded,  that 
whether  we  oaU  the  condition  a  condition  prece- 
dent, or  a  condition  subsequent,  the  same  con- 
sequence will  follow:  if  the  condition  is  not 
complied  with,  the  decrees  must  be  in  force 
still.  Now,  sir,  it  appears  to  me  that  the  con- 
ditions, attached  to  this  pretended  or  proposed 
repeal,  are  of  a  nature  which  have  not,  and 
will  not  be  complied  with. 

First,  sir,  as  to  the  conditions  on  the  part  of 
England :  "  The  English  shall  revoke  their  Or- 
ders in  Council,  and  renounce  the  new  princi- 
ples of  blockade  which  they  have  wished  to  es- 
tablish." With  respect  to  the  Orders  in  Coun- 
cil, I  have  nothing  to  say  either  as  to  their  jus- 
tice or  their  policy.  Heaven  knows  they  have 
been  to  us,  from  the  moment  of  their  inception, 
sore  evils ;  the  causes  of  great  vexation,  embar- 
rassment, and  losses ;  and  I  hope  the  period  is 
not  far  distant  when  we  shall  be  no  longer  dis- 
turbed by  them.  But,  sir,  I  wish  to  call  your 
particular  attention  to  the  other  branch  of  the 
condition,  that  relating  to  blockades.  We  have 
been  so  long  in  the  practice,  and  justly  in  the 
practice,  of  complaining  of  paper  blockades, 
that  at  the  first  blush  we  are  induced  to  believe 
the  condition  relates  to  them,  and  to  them 
alone.  Are  these  the  blockades  which  are  in- 
tended? Let  the  Emperor  and  King  answer 
for  himself.  In  the  official  note  from  Count 
Ohampagny  to  General  Armstrong,  of  the  22d 
of  August,  1809,  we  have  this  declaration :  "  A 
place  is  not  truly  blockaded  until  it  is  invested 
by  land  and  by  sea ;  it  is  blockaded  to  prevent 
it  from  receiving  the  succors  which  might  re- 
tard its  surrender.  It  is  only  then  that  the 
right  of  preventing  neutral  vessels  from  enter- 


ing it  exists."  But  we  have  it  under  the  hand 
and  seal  of  the  Emperor  himself,  what  he  means 
by  the  "new  principles  of  blockade."  In  the 
Berlin  decree  there  is  an  enumeration  of  real  or 
pretended  interpolations,  on  the  part  of  Great 
Britain,  in  the  law  of  nations ;  among  which  we 
discover  these :  "  that  England  does  not  admit 
the  right  of  nations  as  universally  acknowledg- 
ed by  all  civilized  people ;  that  she  extends  to 
ports  not  fortified,  to  harbors  and  mouths  of 
rivers,  the  riglit  of  blockade,  which,  according 
to  reason  and  the  usage  of  civilized  nations,  is 
applicable  only  to  strong  or  fortified  ports." 
And  it  is  declared  that  "the  decree  shall  be 
considered  as  the  fundamental  law  of  the  Em- 
pire, until  England  has  acknowledged  that  the 
rights  of  war  are  the  same  on  land  as  at  sea 
— and  until  the  right  of  blockade  be  restrain- 
ed to  fortified  places  actually  invested  by  com- 
petent forces." 

There  can  be  no  misunderstanding  on  this 
subject.  The  Emperor  offers  to  give  up  his 
Berlin  and  MUan  decrees,  if  the  British  will 
renounce  their  new  system  of  blockade ;  and  in 
these  very  decrees  he  explains  what  he  means 
by  this  new  system ;  that,  besides  paper  block- 
ades, it  is  the  attempt  to  blockade  the  months 
of  rivers  and  harbors,  and  ports  not  fortified. 
Now,  sir,  I  will  admit,  if  we  could  prevail  on 
Great  Britain  and  France  thus  to  limit  the  right 
of  blockade,  it  would  add  much  to  our  security 
at  home ;  for  as  we  have  no  fortified  places, 
although  we  may  have  places  with  fortifica- 
tions, it  would  foUow  that  we  should  never  be 
subject  to  a  blockade.  But  is  it  true  that  ac- 
cording to  the  usages  of  nations  this  is  a  novel 
system,  or  one  now,  for  the  first  time,  put  in 
use  by  the  British  ?  Or  is  it  beUeved,  that  a 
nation  like  England,  whose  effective  force  for 
offence  and  defence  is  a  maritime  force,  can  or 
ought  to  subscribe  to  a  system  of  blockade 
which  confines  its  exercise  and  right  to  "forti- 
fied places  actually  invested  V  What  would  be 
the  effect  of  such  a  system  in  the  present  war  ? 
France  has  surely  not  to  apprehend  an  invasion 
from  England ;  and  if  any  of  the  commercial 
places  on  her  extensive  coasts  are  fortified,  the 
fortifications  may  be  dismantled  or  destroyed 
with  great  safety.  As  soon  as  this  is  done  they 
become  "harbors  and  ports  not  fortified,"  and 
have  no  longer  to  apprehend  any  inconvenience 
from  the  pressure  of  a  naval  force.  Is  it  not 
obvious  that  England  will  not  comply  with  her 
part  of  the  condition,  and  that  the  Emperor 
never  expected  that  she  would  ? 

As  to  the  conditions  on  the  part  of  this  coun- 
try—" The  United  States,  conformably  to  the 
act  you  have  just  communicated,  shall  cause 
their  rights  to  be  respected."  What  rights,  Mr. 
Chairman?  The  right  of  not  being  vexed  or 
endangered  by  paper  blockades  ?  Yes,  sir,  and 
more ;  the  right  of  not  being  interrupted  in  a 
commercial  intercourse  with  cities  situated  on 
rivers,  as  Antwerp  for  instance ;  or  to  carry  on 
a  free  trade  with  aU  the  continental  ports  and 
harbors  not  fortified,  although  the  whole  Brit- 
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ish  navy  may  be  cruising  at  the  mouth  of  the 
river,  or  in  sight  of  the  port.  But  we  have  a 
further  declaration  of  neutral  rights  which  the 
French  Emperor  says  he  will  allow  when  France 
has  a  marine  proportioned  to  the  extent  of  her 
coasts  and  her  population,  and  which,  so  long 
as  the  British  shall  continue  to  he  masters  of 
the  sea,  he  insists  we  shall  claim  and  exercise. 
Thus,  in  the  note  from  Count  Ohampagny  to 
General  Armstrong,  of  the  22d  of  August,  1809, 
"  France  admits  the  principle  that  the  flag  cov- 
ers the  merchandise.  A  merchant  vessel,  sail- 
ing with  all  the  necessary  papers  from  its  Gov- 
ernment, is  a  floating  colony.  To  do  violence 
to  such  a  vessel  by  visits,  by  searches,  and  by 
other  acts  of  an  arbitrary  authority,  is  to  vio- 
late the  territory  of  a  colony.  This  is  to  in- 
fringe on  the  independence  of  its  Government." 
In  other  words,  the  flag  is  to  protect  the  prop- 
erty, and  search  is  not  to  be  permitted.  I  pray 
you,  sir,  to  bear  in  mind,  that  since  the  forma- 
tion of  this  Government,  and  under  every  Ad- 
ministration, the  right  of  blockading,  by  an  ac- 
tual present  and  eflicient  force,  ports  and  places 
not  fortified ;  the  right  of  search,  and  the  prin- 
ciple, that  enemy  property  is  not  protected  by 
the  character  of  the  vessel,  has  been  recognized 
or  conceded. 

But  how  are  we  to  cause  these  rights  to  be 
respected  ?  By  putting  in  force  the  non-impor- 
tation law?  Suppose  the  British  should  not 
believe  themselves  excessively  injured  by  this 
measure ;  that,  in  fact,  it  operated  to  .their  ad- 
vantage, and  we  are  suffered  to  bring  on  prema- 
ture decay  and  old  age,  by  this  political  quack- 
ery. Would  this  satisfy  the  Emperor?  No,  sir. 
He  would  soon  tell  ns  that  we  had  not  caused 
our  rights  to  be  respected.  It  is  idle  to  believe 
that  he  will  deem  the  non-importation  a  com- 
pliance with  his  condition ;  nor,  to  me,  does  his 
language  convey  this  idea.  We  are  to  oppose, 
or  declare  ourselves  against  the  British,  and  in 
the  spirit  of  our  law  and  of  his  declaration,  we 
are  to  cause  our  rights  to  be  respected,  not  by 
self-destroying  measures,  but  by  actual  force  and 
open  hostility,  if  the  English  nation  will  not, 
without  it,  subscribe  to  the  terms  which  have 
been  presented  to  it.  EecoUect  the_  history  of 
our  embargo  and  former  non-intercourse,  the 
propositions  made  under  them  by  our  Govern- 
ment to  the  French  Government,  and  how  these 
propositions  were  received,  and  you  wiU  be  sat- 
isfied of  the  nature  and  extent  of  the  present 
condition. 

And  now,  let  me  ask,  whether  we  are  pre- 
pared for  these  conditions  ?  Whether  we  be- 
lieve in  all  the  rights  which  the  French  Em- 
peror condescends  to  claim  for  us  from  the 
British,  although  he  will  not  admit  them  him- 
self? And  whether  we  are  prepared  to  go  to 
war  for  them  ?  To  me  the  conditions,  both  on 
the  part  of  this  country  and  Great  Britain,  ap- 
pear inadmissible.  At  all  events,  I  think  that 
the  President,  before  he  acted  on  a  proposition 
so  loose  and  general,  which  admits  of  so  much 
doubt,  and  can,  by  fair  constmction,  be  carried 


to  such  extravagant  lengths,  ought  to  have  ask- 
ed and  received  explanations  and  particulars. 

But  it  may  be  said  that  the  letter  of  the 
Duke  of  Cadore,  if  not  itself  a  decree,  is  evi- 
dence that  there  is  a  rescinding  decree.  To  my 
mind,  Mr.  Chairman,  it  has  internal  marks  to 
the  contrary  ;  but,  without  troubling  the  com- 
mittee with  any  further  comments  on  the  letter, 
I  observe,  that  viewing  it  as  a  mere  matter  of 
evidence,  it  may  bo  fortified  or  explained  by 
other  evidence.  I  have  already  read  to  you 
parts  of  the  iCTters  from  Secretary  Smith  to 
General  Armstrong,  of  the  5th  of  June  and  the 
5th  of  July,  which  declare  the  determination  of 
the  President  not  to  carry  the  non-intercourse 
law  into  effect  against  England,  unless  France 
not  only  revoked  her  decrees,  but  restored  our 
sequestered  property.  We  are  to  presume  that 
our  Minister  made  known  this  determination 
to  the  French  Court,  as  it  was  his  duty  so  to  do. 
Now,  with  this  declaration  before  him,  is  it  to 
be  credited  that  the  Emperor  would  revoke  his 
decrees,  when  he  was  giyen  to  understand  that 
the  revocation  would  lead  to  no  result  on  oar 
part,  inasmuch  as  he  did  not  release  our  prop- 
erty ?  Is  it  not  obvious,  from  this  circumstance 
alone,  that  the  letter  is  a  mere  proposition  in 
answer  to  the  one  made  by  our  Government, 
expressive  of  the  views,  and  stating  the  terms 
on  which  the  Emperor  would  revoke  ? 

Again,  sir,  we  have  the  letter  of  Mr.  Russell 
to  Secretary  Smith,  of  the  11th  of  December, 
1810,  informing  our  Government  that  the  brig 
New  Orleans  Packet  had  been  seized  at  Bor- 
deaux a  few  days  before,  under  the  Berlin  and 
Milan  decrees,  by  the  director  of  the  customs. 
And  we  have  had  communicated  to  us,  by  the 
President,  the  note  from  Mr.  Eussell  to  the 
Duke  of  Cadore,  of  the  10th  of  December, 
stating  this  seizure  to  have  been  made  under 
the  decrees,  and  giving  an  additional  fact,  that 
the  case  of  this  vessel  was  the  first  which  had 
occurred  after  the  first  of  November,  to  which 
the  decrees  could  be  applied.  As  this  seizure 
was  made  under  the  decrees,  it  shows  the  im- 
pression in  France  to  be,  that  they  still  are  ex- 
isting and  in  force;  and  the  evidence  is  the 
stronger,  as  coming  from  the  custom-house  of 
one  of  the  principal  trading  towns,  where  surely 
the  revocation  must  have  been  ofiiciaUy  known, 
if  it  had  taken  place.  I  am  aware  it  is  said 
that  Mr.  Eussell  must  have  been  misinformed  /■ 
as  to  the  cause  of  the  seizure,  or  that  the  cus- 
tom-house officer  mistook  his  duty.  But  as  to 
both  of  these  suggestions,  I  will  only  remind, 
you  of  the  silence  of  the  French  Government. 
The  remonstrance  of  Mr.  Eussell  was  handed  to 
the  French  Minister  on  the  10th  of  December, 
and  the  vessel  which  bore  the  despatches, 
brought  Paris  accounts  to  the  27th  of  Decem- 
ber, and  did  not  leave  France  until  the  1st  of 
January.  If  Mr.  EusseU  had  any  explanation 
or  answer  from  the  French  Government  it 
would  have  been  communicated  to  ns ;  but  he 
had  none.  The  silence  of  the  French  Minister 
is  equal  to  an  express  affirmance  of  the  act  of 
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the  custom-house  officer,  and  is  an  admission 
that  the"  decrees  have  not  been  revoked. 

Satckdat,  Fbb.  9. 
Oommercial  Intercourse. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  Eppes  all  the  orders  of  the 
day  were  laid  on  the  table,  and  the  House  re- 
solved itself  into  a  Committee  of  the  Wholeon 
the  bill  supplementary  to  the  act  concerning 
commercial  intercourse,  &c. 

Mr.  Emott's  motion  being  under  considera- 
tion, to  amend  the  bill  so  as  to  repeal  the  law 
of  May  last,  &o.,  Mr.  Khba  made  a  motion  su- 
perseding that,  viz :  to  strike  out  the  whole  of 
the  bill. 

Mr.  Eppbs  said,  that  when,  on  a  former  day, 
this  bUl,  designed  only  for  the  relief  of  our  own 
citizens,  was  under  discussion,  subjects  not  at 
all  connected  with  its  merits  were  brought  into 
view.  A  gentleman  from  New  York  (Mr. 
Emott)  presented  to  the  House  on  that  occa- 
sion his  view  of  our  foreign  relations,  and  exer- 
cised all  his  ingenuity  to  show,  as  it  is  but  too 
often  the  practice  here,  that  the  Government 
of  the  United  States  is  exclusively  wrong,  and 
the  Government  of  Great  Britain  exclusively 
right.  It  seems  that  in  this  enlightened  age 
new  duties  are  assigned  to  a  Representative. 
Under  the  pressure  of  every  injury  which  for- 
eign influence  can  inflict,  a  Representative  is 
considered  as  discharging  his  duty,  if,  with  a 
fine-spun  web,  he  can  present,  under  a  suspi- 
cious aspect,  either  the  motives  or  the  acts  of 
the  Executive  branch  of  his  Government.  No 
nation,  ancient  or  modern,  unless  in  the  last 
stage  of  corruption,  can  be  produced  where,  as 
in  the  United  States,  periods  of  difficulty  have 
been  seized  by  the  Representatives,  and  the 
weight  of  their  talents  exclusively  employed 
for  increasing  the  public  embarrassments.  The 
speech  of  the  gentleman  from  New  York,  how- 
ever well  he  may  have  covered  it  under  mUd- 
neas  of  manner  and  a  fine-spun  argument,  is 
designed  to  convey  to  the  people  an  idea,  that 
the  Executive  has  manifested  partiality  towards 
France  in  the  late  arrangement.  The  gentle- 
man tells  us,  that  while  the  Minister  of  one 
foreign  nation  was  denounced  here  for  an  im- 
plied insult,  the  letter  of  the  Duo  de  Cadore  to 
Mr.  Armstrong  is  passed  over  almost  in  silence ; 
that  the  Secretary  of  State,  in  a  letter  to  Gene- 
ral Armstrong,  tells  him  that  the  President 
thinks  it  unnecessary  to  make  any  remarks  on 
it.  The  gentleman  ought  to  have  gone  further, 
and  stated  the  whole  fact:  that  the  letter  of 
General  Armstrong  in  answer  to  the  Due  de 
Oadore  was  approved  by  the  President ;  that, 
by  the  approval,  he  adopts  as  his  own  the  lan- 
guage and  sentiments  of  that  letter.  The  letter 
of  General  Armstrong,  by  the  approval  of  the 
President,  has  become  the  act  of  his  Govern- 
ment. For  the  sentiments  contained  in  that 
letter  the  American  Government  is  responsible, 
and  not  General  Armstrong.  The  firm,  manly, 
and  eloquent  reply  of  General  Armstrong  to 
the  Due  de  Oadore  stands  precisely  on  the  same 


footing  as  if  it  had  been  originally  written  un- 
der the  directions  of  the  Government.  General 
Armstrong  did  not  wait  for  instructions.  He 
repelled,  in  a  style  comporting  with  the  dignity 
of  his  station,  the  charges  of  the  Due  de  Oadore. 
The  President,  through  the  Secretary  of  State, 
approves  his  letter,  adopts  it  as  his  own,  and 
says  he  has  nothing  to  add.  "Well,  indeed,  sir, 
might  he  say  so,  because  the  Minister  had  al- 
ready said,  in  a  style  as  pleasing  to  his  country 
as  to  his  Government,  all  that  the  occasion  de- 
manded. But,  sir,  the  gentleman  from  New 
York  cannot  agree  with  his  colleague  in  con- 
sidering the  President  of  the  United  States  cor- 
rect in  issuing  his  proclamation.  Why,  sir, 
does  the  gentleman  disapprove  of  the  Presi- 
dent's proclamation?  Because,  says  the  gen- 
tleman, the  letter  of  the  Due  de  Oadore,  of 
August,  was  not  a  repeal  of  the  Berlin  and 
Milan  decrees.  It  is  a  mere  promise  that  on  a 
certain  day  they  shall  be  withdrawn.  When, 
sir,  the  President  received  the  declaration  of 
Mr.  Erskine,  the  British  Minister,  that,  on  a 
particular  day,  the  Orders  in  Oounoil  would  be 
withdrawn,  and  issued  a  proclamation  founded 
solely  on  that  declaration,  his  conduct  was 
warmly  approved  by  men  of  all  parties.  The 
gentleman  from  New  York  joined  in  the  burst  of 
applause  heaped  on  that  Executive  act.  Was 
the  letter  of  Mr.  Erskine  a  repeal  of  the  British 
orders  ?  Unfortunately,  we  know  practically  it 
was  not.  Was  it  such  a  repeal  as  the  gentleman 
contends  ought  to  have  taken  place  of  the  Ber- 
lin and  Milan  decrees,  viz :  under  the  sign  manual 
of  the  Emperor?  No,  sir,  it  was  just  such  a 
letter  as  that  of  the  Duo  de  Oadore.  In  both 
cases  the  word  of  the  Minister  was  taken  as  a 
pledge,  and,  on  examining  the  two  letters,  so 
far  as  they  may  be  considered  a  pledge,  the 
words  are  nearly  the  same.  I  approved  of  the 
arrangement  with  Mr.  Erskine ;  so  did  the  gen- 
tleman from  New  York.  I  cannot  see  any  dif- 
ference in  the  ground  taken  by  the  Executive, 
except  that  one  arrangement  was  with  Great 
Britain,  and  the  other  with  France.  The  one 
affected  the  interests  of  Great  Britain;  the 
other  affects  the  interests  of  France.  The  gen- 
tleman from  New  York,  more  nice  in  distinc- 
tions than  myself,  may,  perhaps,  satisfy  himself 
and  the  people  that  these  two  cases  are  marked 
by  lines  so  strong  as  to  render  the  conduct  of 
the  Executive  in  the  one  case  an  object  of  ap- 
plause and  approbation  for  himself  and  his 
friends,  and  in  the  other  of  suspicion  and  cen- 
sure. It  is  not,  however,  my  intention  to 
pursue  the  gentleman  through  his  argument. 
There  is  one  part  of  it  which  I  consider  it  a 
duty  to  pass  in  review,  inasmuch  as  it  is  calcu- 
lated to  give  to  the  public  an  erroneous  view 
of  the  grounds  taken  by  the  Executive  in  the 
recent  negotiation  with  Great  Britain.  The 
gentleman  says,  the  President  has  not  only  re- 
quired of  Great  Britain  to  withdraw  her  orders, 
but  her  blockades  also.  This,  he  says,  she  can- 
not and  never  will  yield.  This  declaration  is 
made,  too,  in  the  presence  of  the  agent  of  Great 
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Britain,  who  must  have  heard  with  delight  the 
American  Executive  held  up  to  suspicion,  and 
an  American  Representative  declare,  on  the 
floor  of  Congress,  that  demands  were  made  on 
Great  Britain,  not  sanctioned  by  the  law  of  the 
last ,  session.  In  order,  sir,  to  support  this 
declaration,  the  gentleman  gives  a  view  of  the 
demands  of  the  Executive  on  Great  Britain 
totally  incorrect  and  contradicted  by  every  part 
of  the  correspondence  before  us.  The  gentle- 
man tells  you,  that  we  have  demanded  of 
Great  Britain  not  a  withdrawal  of  the  Orders 
in  Council  only,  as  contemplated  by  the  law  of 
last  session,  but  of  her  "novel  blockades."  To 
establish  the  demands  of  the  Executive,  he 
turns,  not  to  the  correspondence,  but  to  the 
Berlin  or  Milan  decrees,  and  takes  for  our  de- 
mand on  Great  Britain  the  definition  of  block- 
ado  given  by  the  French  Emperor.  The  gen- 
tleman is  entirely  mistaken  as  to  the  demand 
made  of  Great  Britain  by  the  Executive.  The 
revocation  of  but  one  blockade,  viz:  that  of 
May,  1806,  is  included  in  the  demand  of  the 
Executive.  The  features  of  this  blockade  ren- 
der it  different  from  all  other  blockades.  It  is, 
in  fact,  from  its  character,  more  like  the  Order 
in  Council,  a  permanent  regulation  in  commerce, 
than  a  blockade.  I  will,  however,  first  show 
from  the  correspondence,  that  the  President 
did  not,  under  the  act  of  the  last  session,  re- 
quire the  revocation  by  Great  Britain  of  any 
blockade  except  that  of  May,  1806-;  and  then, 
that  from  the  peculiar  features  of  that  blockade, 
it  must  have  been  included  in  the  demand 
made  under  the  act  of  the  last  session.  In  the 
Message  of  the  President,  at  the  commence- 
ment of  the  session,  pages  4th  and  5th,  we  find 
the  demand  stated  in  the  following  terms : 

"  Under  the  modification  of  the  original  orders  of 
November,  1807,  into  the  orders  of  April,  1809,  there 
is,  indeed,  scarcely  a  nominal  distinction  between  the 
orders  and  the  blockades.  One  of  these  illegitimate 
blockades,  bearing  date  in  May,  1806,  having  been 
expressly  avowed  to  be  still  unresoinded,  and  to  be, 
in  effect,  comprehended  in  the  Orders  in  Council,  was 
too  distinctly  brought  within  the  purview  of  the  act 
of  Congress,  not  to  be  comprehended  in  the  explana- 
tion of  the  requisites  to  a  compliance  with  it.  The 
British  Government  was  accordingly  apprised  by  our 
Minister  near  it,  that  such  was  the  light  in  which  the 
subject  was  to  be  regarded." 

This  is  the  language  of  the  President.  In 
pages  38  and  39  of  the  correspondence,  we  find 
the  declaration  of  Mr.  Smith,  our  Secretary  of 
State,  to  General  Armstrong,  in  the  following 
words : 

"  If  the  non-intercourse  law,  in  any  of  its  modifica- 
tions, was  objectionable  to  the  Emperor  of  the  French, 
that  law  no  longer  exists. 

"  If  he  be  ready,  as  has  been  declared  in  the  letter 
of  the  Duke  of  Cadore,  of  February  14,  to  do  justice 
to  the  United  States,  in  the  case  of  a  pledge  on  their 
part  not  to  submit  to  the  British  edicts,  the  opportu- 
nity for  making  good  the  declaration  is  now  afforded. 
Instead  of  submission,  the  President  is  ready,  by  re- 
newing the  non-intercourse  against  Great  Britain,  to 
oppose  to  her  Orders  in  Council  a  measure  which  is 


of  a  character  that  ought  to  satisfy  any  reasonable 
expectation.  If  it  should  be  necessary  for  you  to 
meet  the  question,  whether  the  non-intercourse  will  be 
renewed  against  Great  Britain,  in  case  she  should  not 
comprehend,  in  the  repeal  of  her  edicts,  her  blockades 
which  are  not  consistent  with  the  law  of  nations,  you 
may,  should  it  be  found  necessary,  let  it  be  under- 
stood, that  a  repeal  of  the  illegal  blockades  of  a  date 
prior  to  the  Berlin  decree,  namely,  that  of  May,  1806, 
will  be  included  in  the  condition  required  of  Great 
Britain ;  that  particular  blockade  having  been  avowed 
to  be  comprehend^  in,  and,  of  course,  identified  with 
the  Orders  in  Council.  With  respect  to  blockades,  of 
a  subsequent  date  or  not,  against  France,  you  will 
press  the  reasonableness  of  leaving  them,  together 
with  future  blockades  not  wairanted  by  public  law,  to 
be  proceeded  against  by  the  United  States  in  the 
manner  they  may  choose  to  adopt." 

In  pages  45  and  46,  we  have  the  declaration 
of  General  Armstrong  and  the  Duke  de  Cadore. 
Mr.  E.  then  read  the  following : 

From  General  Armstrong  to  Mr.  Pinlcncy. 

Paris,  Janvary  25,  1810. 

"  Sir  :  A  letter  from  Mr.  Secretary  Smith,  of  the 
first  of  December  last,  made  it  my  duty  to  inquire  of 
His  Excellency  the  Duke  of  Cadore,  what  were  the 
conditions  on  which  his  Majesty  the  Emperor  would 
annul  his  decree,  commonly  called  the  Berlin  decree ; 
and  whether,  if  Great  Britain  revoked  her  blockades, 
of  a  date  anterior  to  tbat  decree,  his  Majesty  would 
consent  to  revoke  the  said  decree  ?  To  these  questions 
I  have  this  day  received  the  following  answer,  which  I 
hasten  to  convey  fco  you  by  a  special  messenger  : 

Answer. — "  The  only  conditions  required  for  the 
revocation,  by  his  Majesty  the  Emperor,  of  the  decree 
of  Berlin,  will  be  a  previous  revocation,  by  the  Brit- 
ish Government,  of  her  blockades  of  France,  or  a  part 
of  France,  (such  as  that  from  the  Elbe  to  Brest,  &c.,) 
of  a  date  anterior  to  tbat  of  the  aforesaid  decree." 

In  page  47,  we  have  the  statement  of  Lord 
Wellesley  to  Mr.  Pinkney : 

"  I  have  the  honor  to  acknowledge  the  receipt  of 
your  note  of  the  fifteenth  ultimo,  wherein  you  request 
to  be  informed  whether  any,  and  if  any,  what  block- 
ades of  France,  instituted  hy  Great  Britain  during  the 
present  war,  before  the  first  day  of  January,  1807, 
are  understood  by  bis  Majesty's  government  to  be  in 
force  ?  I  have  now  the  honor  to  acquaint  you,  that 
the  coast,  rivers,  and  ports,  from  the  river  Elbe  to 
Brest,  both  inclusive,  were  notified  to  be  under  the 
restrictions  of  blockade,  with  certain  modifications,  on 
the  16tb  of  May,  1806 ;  and  that  these  restrictions 
were  afterwards  comprehended  in  the  Order  of  Coun- 
cil of  the  7th  of  January,  1807,  which  order  is  stUlin 
force." 

In  page  71  of  the  correspondence,  Lord  "Wel- 
lesley declares,  in  a  letter  to  Mr.  Pinkney : 

"  The  blockade,  notified  by  Great  Britain  in  May, 
1806,  has  never  been  formally  withdrawn.  It  can- 
not, therefore,  be  accurately  stated,  that  the-restric- 
tions  which  it  established  rest  altogether  on  the  Order 
of  Council  of  the  7th  of  January,  1807 ;  they  are 
comprehended  under  the  more  extensive  restrictions 
of  that  order.  No  other  blockade  of  the  ports  of 
France  was  instituted  by  Great  Britain,  between  the 
16tb  of  May,  1806,  and  the  7th  of  January,  1807, 
excepting  the  blockade  of  Venice,  instituted  on  the 
27th  of  July,  1806,  which  is  still  in  force." 
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From  this,  sir,  it  appears  that  if  we  are  to 
credit  the  President,  the  Secretary  of  State, 
General  Armstrong,  the  Duo  de  Oadore,  and  the 
British  Minister,  Lord  Wellesley,  the  demand 
was  confined  to  the  blockade  of  1 806.  Was  this 
blocliade  such  a  violation  of  the  neutral  rights 
of  the  United  States  as  to  come  decidedly  within 
the  act  of  the  last  session  ?  Let  us  examine  its 
features.  This  blockade  is  a  compound  one, 
presenting  three  distinct  characters : 

1.  It  obstructs  a  trade  from  one  port  to  an- 
other of  the  same  enemy — France  for  example. 
This  trade  has  been  denied  latterly  though  not 
formerly,  by  Great  Britain,  to  be  free  to  neutrals. 
The  United  States  assert  the  neutral  right  to  it. 

2.  It  obstructs  a  trade  from  the  port  of  one 
enemy  to  the  port  of  another — from  a  French  to 
a  Dutch  port,  for  example.  This  is  a  principle 
not  before  asserted  by  Great  Britain.  The  pres- 
ent Cabinet  of  Great  Britain  contended  against 
its  conformity  to  the  law  of  nations,  in  opposi- 
tion to  their  predecessors,  who  attempted  to 
justify  the  orders  of  January,  1807,  on  that 
principle. 

8.  It  obstructs  the  direct  trade  of  neutrals 
from  their  own  country  to  any  part  of  the  coast 
from  the  Elbe  to  Brest — a  coast  not  less  than  a 
thousand  miles.  For  this  part  of  the  blockade 
there  can  be  no  defence  which  is  not  applicable 
to  the  Orders  in  Council.  This  blockade  has 
been  continued  for  four  or  five  years.  TSo  force, 
either  adequate  or  inadequate,  has  been  stationed 
for  carrying  it  into  effect.  No  new  notification 
has  been  given.  It  is,  in  fact,  like  the  Orders 
in  Council,  apermanent  regulation  of  commerce, 
and  has  nothing  of  the  character  of  a  blockade, 
except  the  mere  name.  This  blockade  consists 
in  great  part  of  the  same  prohibition  with  the 
orders  of  January,  180T,  in  which  it  is  said  to 
be  comprehended ;  that  is,  against  a  trade  along 
the  belligerent  coast.  If  the  orders  be  unlaw- 
ful, therefore,  the  blockade  must  be  so ;  and  if 
the  orders  be  repealed  as  a  violation  of  neutral 
trade,  in  compliance  with  the  act  of  Congress, 
the  obligation  to  repeal  the  blockade,  as  a  like 
violation,  cannot  be  contested.  This  blockade 
of  May,  1806,  is  in  violation  of  the  principles 
laid  down  by  all  authors  on  the  subject  of  block- 
ade. It  is  in  violation  of  the  principles  laid 
down  in  all  the  treaties  which  attempted  to  de- 
fine a  blockade.  It  is  in  violation  of  the  prin- 
ciples contended  for  by  every  Administration  un- 
der the  American  Government,  ft-om  the  period 
of  Washington  to  the  present  time.  The  cor- 
respondence under  General  Washington's  Ad- 
ministration, between  the  Secretary  of  State  and 
Mr.  Hammond,  may  be  referred  to  for  the  prin- 
ciples asserted  under  that  Administration.  In 
the  correspondence  before  us  we  have  the  prin- 
ciples as  laid  down  by  General  Marshall  and 
Mr.  King.    To  these  I  will  refer. 

Mr.  E.  then  read  the  following  extracts  of 
letters  from  Mr.  King  and  Mr.  Marshall : 
From  Mr,  King, 

"  Seven  or  eight  of  our  vessels,  laden  with  valuable 
cargoes,  have  been  lately  captured,  and  are  still  de- 


tained for  adjudication ;  these  vessels  were  met  in 
their  voyages  to  and  from  the  Dutch  ports,  declared 
to  be  blockaded.  Several  notes  have  passed  between 
Lord  Grenville  and  me  upon  this  subject,  with  the 
view,  on  my  part,  of  establishing  a  more  limited  and 
reasonable  interpretation  of  the  law  of  blockade,  than 
is  attempted  to  be  enforced  by  the  English  Govern- 
ment. Nearly  one  hundred  Danish,  Russian,  and 
other  neutral  ships  have,  within  a  few  months,  been, 
in  like  manner,  intercepted,  going  to  and  returning 
from  the  United  Provinces.  Many  of  them,  as  well 
as  some  of  ours,  arrived  in  the  Texel  in  the  course  of 
the  last  winter ;  the  severity  of  which  obliged  the 
English  fleet  to  return  to  their  ports,  leaving  a  few 
frigates  only  to  make  short  cruises  off  the  Texel,  as 
the  season  would  allow. 

"  My  object  has  been  to  prove  that,  in  this  situation 
of  the  investing  fleet,  there  can  be  no  effective  block- 
ade, which,  in  my  opinion,  cannot  be  said  to  exist 
without  a  competent  force,  stationed  and  present  at 
or  near  the  entrance  of  the  blockaded  port." 

Extract  of  a  Utter  from  Mr.  King  to  Lord  Grenville, 
dated 

London,  May  23,  1799. 
"  It  seems  scarcely  necessary  to  observe,  that  the 
presence  of  a  competent  force  is  essential  to  constitute 
a  blockade ;  and  although  it  is  usual  for  the  bellige- 
rent to  give  notice  to  neutral  nations  when  he  insti- 
tutes a  blockade,  it  is  not  customary  to  give  any  no- 
tice of  its  discontinuance ;  and  that  consequently  the 
presence  of  the  blockading  force  is  the  natural  crite- 
rion by  which  the  neutral  is  enabled  to  ascertain  the 
existence  of  the  blockade,  in  like  manner  as  the 
actual  investment  of  a  besieged  place  is  the  only  evi- 
dence by  which  we  decide  whether  the  siege  is  con- 
tinued or  raised.  A  siege  may  be  commenced,  raised, 
recommenced  and  raised  again,  but  its  existence  at 
any  precise  time  must  always  depend  upon  the  fact 
of  the  presence  of  an  investing  army.  This  interpre- 
tation of  the  law  of  blockade  is  of  peculiar  importance 
to  nations  situated  at  a  great  distance  from  each 
other,  and  between  whom  a  considerable  length  of 
time  is  necessary  to  send  and  receive  information." 

Extract  of  a  letter  from  Mr.  Marshall,  Secretary  of 
State,  to  Mr,  King,  dated 

September  20,  1800. 

"  The  right  to  confiscate  vessels  bound  to  a  block- 
aded port,  has  been  unreasonably  extended  to  cases 
not  coming  within  the  rule,  as  heretofore  adopted. 

"  On  this  principle,  it  might  well  be  questioned, 
whether  this  rule  can  be  appUed  to  a  place  not  com- 
pletely invested  by  land  as  well  as  by  sea.  If  we  ex- 
amine the  reasoning  on  which  it  is  founded,  the  right 
to  intercept  and  confiscate  supplies,  designed  for  a 
blockaded  town,  it  will  be  diflicult  to  resist  the  con- 
viction that  its  extension  to  towns,  invested  by  sea 
only,  is  an  unjustifiable  encroachment  on  the  right  of 
neutrals.  But  it  is  not  of  this  departure  from  princi- 
ple— a  departure  which  has  received  some  sanction 
from  practice — that  we  mean  to  complain.  It  is, 
that  ports,  not  effectually  blockaded  by  a  force  capa- 
ble of  completely  investing  them,  have  yet  been  de- 
clared in  a  state  of  blockade,  and  vessels  attempting 
to  enter  therein-  have  been  seized,  and,  on  thatac- 
count,  confiscated." 

I  have  shown,  from  the  correspondence,  that 
the  blockade  of  May,  1806,  was  the  only  one 
included  in  the  demand  of  the  Executive.    I 
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have  shown  that  it  is  not  only  a  violation  of  om- 
neutral  rights,  hut  of  the  principles  contended 
for  by  men  of  all  political  parties  under  every 
administration  of  this  country ;  and  I  cannot 
hut  express  my  regret  that  the  gentleman  from 
New  York  should  consider  that,  under  the  law 
of  the  last  session,  this  blockade  ought  not  to 
have  been  included  in  the  demand  of  the  Execu- 
tive on  Great  Britain ;  that  he  should  declare  in 
the  hearing  of  the  British  agent  that  demands 
had  been  made  by  the  Executive  of  the  United 
States  which  it  would  be  extremely  convenient 
for  us  if  Great  Britain  would  allow,  but  which 
she  never  could  yield.  The  gentleman  from 
New  York  has  entered  into  an  argument  to  show 
that  the  Berlin  and  Milan  decrees  are  not  re- 
pealed. We  have  just  heard  of  the  arrival  of  a 
French  Minister ;  he  has  left  France  at  a  time 
to .  bring  us  certain  information  on  this  ques- 
tion. I  have  no  wish  to  enter  on  this  interest- 
ing question,  with  a  bandage  round  my  eyes. 
Whether  France  has  complied  with  her  engage- 
ments ;  whether  France  has  failed  in  her  en- 
gagements, cannot  be  a  subject  of  ingenions 
speculation  many  days  longer.  Whatever  may 
be  the  information  received,  I  shall  endeavor  to 
adhere  to  what  I  deem  the  real  interests  of  my 
country,  and,  so  far  as  I  am  able,  to  maintain 
its  rights  against  the  unprincipled  aggressions  of 
every  foreign  nation. 

I  will  now  make  a  few  observations  on  the 
bill  before  the  House.  It  contains  but  a  single 
section,  and  exempts  from  forfeiture  goods 
owned  wholly  by  citizens  of  the  United  States, 
which  shall  have  departed  from  a  British  port 
prior  to  the  second  day  of  February,  1811. 
When  the  report  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Treas- 
ury on  the  subject  of  modifications  of  the  non- 
intercourse  system  was  referred  to  the  Commit- 
tee on  Foreign  Eelations,  it  appeared  to  be  the 
unanimous  sentiment  of  the  committee,  that 
goods  which  had  left  a  British  port,  before  the 
President's  proclamation  reached  the  port,  ought 
to  be  exempt  from  the  penalty  of  the  non-inter- 
course law,  although  they  might  not  arrive  until 
after  the  2d  day  of  February.  It  was  consid- 
ered not  inconsistent  with  an  honest  compliance 
with  our  engagements  with  France,  and  seemed 
to  be  required  by  that  general  principle  of  poli- 
cy which  is  adhered  to  in  all  free  countries,  of 
allowing  sufficient  notice  to  its  citizens  of  the 
commencement  of  penalties  and  forfeitures. 
The  bUl  for  enforcing  the  non-intercourse  sys- 
tem was  reported  with  that  limited  provision. 
After  the  bill  was  printed  various  statements 
were  received  by  the  codfaiittee,  all  tending  to 
show  that  the  orders  of  our  merchants  were  sent 
out  in  September  and  October ;  that,  from  the 
change  in  the  actual  state  of  commercial  capital 
in  this  country,  goods  were  at  present  purchased 
with  cash,  and  not  only  became  the  property  of 
our  citizens  under  the  orders  of  merchants  sent 
before  the  President's  proclamation  issued,  but 
were  at  the  risk  of  the  purchasers ;  that  these 
goods  were  actually  paid  for  before  the  Presi- 
dent's proclamation  issued;  that  they  could  not 


be  brought  in  before  the  second  day  ofr Februa- 
ry. The  committee  having  previously  decided 
that  time  onght  to  be  allowed  for  the  President's 
proclamation  to  reach  a  British  port,  and  taking 
into  view  the  great  injury  our  own  citizens  would 
sustain  from  a  rigorous  construction  of  the  law, 
determined  to  extend  the  time  to  the  ultimate 
period  at  which  a  citizen  could  put  his  property 
on  board  without  infringing  the  laws  of  his 
country.  It  is  not  supposed  that  the  construc- 
tion pnt  upon  the  law  is  strictly  within  its  letter 
— ^it  is,  however,  perfectly  within  its  object.  It 
was  designed  to  operate  on  the  nation  refusing 
to  modify  or  withdraw  its  edicts.  To  give  it  a 
construction  which  would  either  confiscate 
property  iona  fide  American,  or  lock  it  up  in 
British  ports,  would  be  to  destroy  our  own  re- 
sources, and  produce  no  effect  on  Great  Britain. 
Under  the  sixth  section  of  the  law,  it  is  not 
made  unlawful  to  put  on  hoard  British  manu- 
factures with  the  intent  to  import  them,  until 
the  expiration  of  the  three  months  after  the 
proclamation ;  its  being  unlawful  after  that  pe- 
riod depended  on  Great  Britain's  foUowing  the 
example  of  France  and  revoking  her  edicts ;  ac- 
cording, therefore,  as  the  citizen  was  more  or 
less  sanguine,  his  interest  might  be  more  or  less 
involved  by  supposing  that  Great  Britain  would 
withdraw.  Orders  sent  previous  to  the  issuing 
of  the  President's  proclamation  violated  no  ex- 
isting law.  Those  sent  afterwards  cannot  be 
considered  as  given  in  violation  of  law,  inas- 
much as  the  commencement  of  the  law  depended 
on  a  contingency,  viz :  the  modification  or 
withdrawal  of  the  British  orders.  There  is 
another  circumstance  which  operated  on  the 
committee :  The  law  of  the  last  session  was  not 
considered  by  the  committee  as  a  plain  rule  of 
action  which  every  citizen  could  clearly  com- 
prehend, and  so  arrange  his  affairs  as  to  avoid  its 
penalties.  The  fourth  section  of  the  act  of  last 
session  revives  certain  sections  of  another  act, 
on  the  happening  of  a  certain  event,  three 
months  after  that  event  shall  have  been  pro- 
claimed by  the  President.  This  reviving  sec- 
tion does  not  declare  that  on  and  after  three 
months  from  the  date  of  the  President's  procla- 
mation there  shall  be  non-intercourse,  but  that 
particular  sections  of  a  former  non-intercourse 
law  shall  be  revived.  Each  of  the  revived  sec- 
tions contain  the  words  "  20th  of  May  next," 
and  it  has  been  made  a  question  whether  these 
words  are  revived  as  part  of  the  sections.  It  is 
not  supposed  by  me  that  such  is  a  proper  con- 
struction of  the  law.  It  is  only  stated  for  the 
purpose  of  showing  that  the  law  was  not  in  that 
clear,  decided  form  in  which  penal  statutes 
ought  to  be  enacted.  In  the  constniction  given 
to  the  law,  more  regard  was  paid  to  its  objects 
and  principles  than  to  its  strict  letter.  And  if, 
for  the  purpose  of  affording  relief  in  cases  pecu- 
liarly hard  and  operating  on  our  own  citizens 
exclusively,  we  have  placed  on  the  law  a  con- 
struction not  warranted  by  its  letter,  I  hope  we 
shall  he  justified  by  the  purity  of  the  motives 
under  which  we  have  acted. 
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Mr.  Emott  explained. 

Mr.  Stukges  said  he  was  happy  that  he  felt 
himself  so  situated  that  he  could  avoid  that 
course  of  discussion  upon  the  present  occasion, 
BO  much  reprobated  by  the  honorable  gentle- 
man (Mr.  Eppbs)  from  Virginia.  He  said  he 
should  not  undertake  to  enter  into  a  discussion 
of  our  foreign  relations,  nor  say  much  upon  our 
restrictive  system  ;  that  his  friend  from  New 
York  (Mr.  Emott)  had  already  done  that  fuUy 
and  ably. 

He  said  he  was  at  present  inclined  to  support 
the  amendment  proposed  by  the  honorable  gen- 
tleman, (Mr.  Rhea,  of  Tennessee,)  and  if  the 
words  should  be  stricken  out  as  proposed  by 
that  gentleman,  (as  one  good  turn  deserved 
another,)  he  hoped  he  would  be  disposed  to  sup- 
port a  proposition,  which  he  (Mr.  S.)  would  then 
submit  to  the  committee.  If  the  committee 
should  agree  to  strike  out,  Mr.  S.  would  then 
propose  to  insert  in  lien  thereof,  after  the  words 
"  be  it  enacted  "  the  following  words,  (which 
he  read  to  the  committee,)  viz :  "  That  an  act 
entitled  an  act  concerning  the  commercial  inter- 
course between  the  United  States  and  Great 
Britain  and  France,  and  their  dependencies,  and 
for  other  purposes,  passed  May  1,  1810,  be  and 
the  same  is  hereby  repealed." 

Mr.  S.  said  he  was  inclined  to  favor  the  amend- 
ment of  the  gentleman  from  Tennessee  on  an- 
other ground.  He  was  not  willing  to  imply  by 
any  vote  of  his  a  recognition  of  the  efficacy  of 
the  non-intercourse  law,  so  called,  which  could 
not,  in  his  opinion,  upon  any  principle,  have  any 
operative  force,  untU  the  20th  of  May  next. 
He  flattered  himself,  if  gentlemen  would  be  so 
good  as  to  attend  to  him,  that  he  should  be  able 
to  demonstrate  to  their  satisfaction  the  truth  of 
this  position ;  and  that  the  chairman  of  the 
Committee  of  Foreign  Relations,  exercising  his 
usual  candor,  would  himself  be  satisfied.  The 
law,  passed  March  1,  1809,  contained  a  number 
of  sections  which  went  to  prevent  importations 
from  Great  Britain  and  France,  and  their  de- 
pendencies. This  law  (containing  a  clause  limit- 
ing its  duration)  was  to  expire  at  the  end  of  the 
next  session  of  Congress.  The  then  next  session 
of  Congress  ended  the  last  of  June,  1809.  The  law 
of  March,  1809,  therefore,  then  expired.  The 
larw  of  May  1st,  1810,  enacted  that  certain  sec- 
tions of  that  of  March,  1809,  should  be  revived 
upon  certain  contingencies.  Those  sections,  thus 
revived,  are  the  8d,  Ath,  5th,  6tb,  7th,  8th,  9th, 
10th,  and  18th.  Mr.  S.  then  recurred  to  those 
sections,  and  read  the  third,  which  is  as  fol- 
lows : 

[The  section  was  here  read.] 

Mr.  S.  said  it  was  unnecessary  to  read  the 
other  sections  to  which  he  had  referred,  as  the 
phraseology,  as  to  the  time  when  they  were  to 
take  effect,  was  the  same  as  in  the  section  which 
he  had  read.  He  said  it  would  not  answer  the 
purpose  of  gentlemen  who  held  a  different  opin- 
ion from  him,  to  argue  in  such  a  case  as  the 
present,  from  the  intention  of  the  Legislature. 


He  said  it  was  a  principle,  in  construing  penal 
statutes,  to  construe  them  strictly.  But  he  said 
it  was  not  necessary  for  him,  in  support  of  his 
position,  to  resort  to  this  rule  of  construction. 
The  words  of  these  sections  are  explicit,  and  the 
meaning  plain.  They  are  revived  in  the  law  of 
May,  1810.  They  must  be  considered  as  revived 
in  todidem  verbis — as  the  whole  of  the  sections 
are  revived  generally,  it  is  not  competent  to  say 
that  one  part  of  the  section  is  revived,  and  not 
the  other  part.  If  they  had  been  transcribed 
veriatim,  and  incorporated  in  the  law  of  May, 
1810,  there  could  have  been  no  question  ;  and 
there  can  be  no  difference  as  to  this  point  be- 
tween that  case,  and  reviving  them  without 
excepting  any  part.  Mr.  S.  therefore  concluded, 
that  as  the  expressions  in  the  sections  referred 
to  were,  that  they  were  to  take  effect  the  20th 
of  May  next ;  and  the  law  reviving  them  passed 
the  1st  of  May,  1810 ;  that  they  cannot  have 
any  efficacy  until  the  20th  of  May,  1811.  And 
he  said  the  gentleman  from  Virginia,  (Mr. 
Eppes,)  in  attending  to  this  point,  had  implied 
his  doubts  upon  it  by  saying,  that  as  there 
might  be  doubts  among  lawyers,  though  among 
unlearned  men  there  could  be  none,  the  Com- 
mittee of  Foreign  Relations,  in  reporting  the 
bill  now  under  consideration,  were  disposed  to 
give  a  liberal  construction  to  the  meaning  of 
the  Legislature.  But,  said  Mr.  S.,  this  cannot 
help  the  matter.  No  new  law,  in  the  nature  of 
an  explanatory  law,  can  give  efficacy  to  the 
former  one,  if  that  law  would  otherwise  have 
no  force.  If,  then,  he  was  correct  in  his  ideas 
upon  the  subject,  and  he  thought  ev-ery  lawyer 
in  the  House  must  be  of  his  opinion,  Mr.  S.  ask- 
ed, what  is  the  consequence?  He  said  that, 
from  the  2d  of  February,  any  seizures  which 
have  been  or  shall  be  made  by  your  custom- 
house officers,  cannot  be  considered  as  legal. 
Your  Federal  courts  cannot  condemn  property 
so  seized ;  and  in  case  they  are  made,  your  State 
courts  will  sustain  actions  of  trover  and  tres- 
pass in  favor  of  the  owners  thereof  against  such 
officers. 

Mr.  Weight. — Mr.  Chairman :  The  gentleman 
from  New  York  (Mr.  Emott)  labored  yesterday 
for  three  hours  on  his  proposed  amendment  to 
the  bill  under  consideration,  and  exercised  all  his 
ingenuity  to  seduce  us  into  a  violation  of  the 
faith  of  the  nation,  pledged  in  the  act  entitled 
"  An  act  concerning  the  commercial  intercourse 
between  the  United  States  and  Great  Brit- 
ain and  France  and  their  dependencies,  and  for 
other  purposes."  By  this  act  the  nation  pledged 
itself  to  Great  Britain  and  to  France,  "  that  if 
either  of  them  should  so  revoke  or  modify  their 
edicts  that  they  should  cease  to  violate  the  neu- 
tral commerce  of  the  United  States,  that  the 
President  should,  by  proclamation,  declare  the 
same ;  and  that,  three  months  after  the  date  of 
said  proclamation,  no  goods,  wares,  or  merchan- 
dise, the  growth,  produce,  or  manufacture  of 
the  other  nation,  her  colonies  or  dependencies, 
should  be  imported  into  the  United  States." 
The  Government,  strictly  preserving  her  neutral 
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character,  at  the  same  moment  presented  to 
both  nations  the  same  proposition,  and  by  the 
solemnity  of  that  act,  in  the  face  of  the  world, 
pledged  the  faith  of  the  nation  to  the  faithful 
performance  of  the  condition,  above  stated,  on 
their  part  to  be  performed,  in  the  event  of 
either  Great  Britain  or  France  so  revoking  or 
modifying  their  edicts  that  they  should  cease 
to  violate  the  neutral  commerce  of  the  United 
States. 

France,  on  the  5th  of  August,  1810,  did  so  re- 
voke her  edicts  that  they  should  cease  to  violate 
the  neutral  commerce  of  the  United  States,  af- 
ter the  second  day  of  November ;  and,  although 
the  fact  has  been  'established  by  the  letter  of 
the  Duke  of  Oadore,  of  the  5th  of  August,  to 
General  Armstrong,  our  Minister  at  Paris,  and 
by  him  communicated  to  the  President  of  the 
United  States;  and,  although  the  President 
did,  by  his  proclamation,  bearing  date  the 
second  of  Kovember,  in  obedience  to  the  said 
act  of  Congress,  declare  "that  the  edicts  of 
Prance  violating  the  neutral  commerce  of  the 
United  States  had  been  so  revoked  or  modified, 
that,  from  and  after  the  second  day  of  Novem- 
ber, they  would  cease  to  violate  the  neutral 
commerce  of  the  United  States ;"  whereby,  af- 
ter the  expiration  of  three  months  from  the 
date  of  said  proclamation,  by  virtue  of  tlie  act 
aforesaid,  "no  goods,  wares,  or  merchandise, 
the  growth,  produce,  or  manufacture  of  Great 
Britain,  her  colonies  or  dependencies,  should 
be  iijiported  into  the  United  States,  unless  she, 
before  the  expiration  of  that  time,  revoked  her 
edicts."  Yet,  sir,  this  gentleman,  to  the  bill 
on  the  table  contemplating  a  faithful  execution 
of  the  non-intercourse  law  against  Great  Britain, 
has  proposed  an  amendment  that  "no  vessel  or 
merchandise  shall  be  liable  to  seizure  or  for- 
feiture, on  account  of  any  infraction,  or  pre- 
sumed infraction,  of  the  provisions  of  the  act 
to  which  this  act  is  a  supplement ;"  thereby 
substantially  to  repeal  the  non-intercourse  act, 
although  France  has  revoked  her  decrees,  and 
Britain  has  refused  to  revoke  her  Orders  in 
Council,  and  by  the  last  information  from  our 
Minister  in  London,  every  spark  of  hope  of 
their  being  revoked  had  been  extmguished. 

That  gentleman,  a  representative  of  the 
American  people,  has  proposed  this  direct 
breach  of  public  faith,  and  as  a  pretext  to  the 
unprincipled  act,  has  had  the  temerity  to  de- 
clare "  that  the  President  had  no  authority  to 
issue  his  proclamation ;  that  the  assurances  of 
France  to  our  Government  were  deceptive; 
that  the  Berhn  and  Milan  decrees  were  not  re- 
voked ;  and  that  the  non-intercourse  act  is  not 
in  force ;"  and  thus  has  arraigned  the  President 
for  issuing  his  proclamation. 

By  the  constitution,  the  Departments  of  the 
Government  are  distinctly  marked,  and  the 
President  authorized,  as  tiie  legitimate  organ, 
to  discharge  every  fnnotion  of  the  Executive. 
Besides,  the  non-intercourse  act  has  expressly 
authorized  and  directed  him,  by  proclamation, 
to  declare  the  fact  of  the  revocation  or  modifi- 


cation of  the  edicts  which  the  belligerents  were 
by  that  act  invited  to  revoke. 

As  well  might  that  gentleman  question  tho 
legitimacy  of  a  treaty  after  it  had  been  ratified 
and  declared  by  proclamation,  or  an  act  of 
Congress  after  it  had  passed  the  usual  forms  and 
been  duly  published.  Sir,  this  act  of  the  Presi- 
dent, as  to  every  fact  stated,  implies  absolute 
verity,  and,  like  any  other  record,  can  be  tried 
only  by  itself. 

Had  the  gentleman  contented  himself  with  the 
discharge  of  his  l^slative  duties,  and  indulged 
the  President  in  the  exercise  of  his  Executive 
functions,  we  should  have  been  relieved  from  a 
long  speech,  calculated  only  to  inculpate  the 
President  and  expose  the  gentleman's  devotion 
to  Great  Britain.  How,  I  ask,  could  the  Pres- 
ident act  a  different  part,  from  the  evidence  in 
the  case?  The  Duke  of  Cadore,  the  French 
Minister  of  Foreign  Relations  at  Paris,  in  writ- 
ing, informed  General  Armstrong,  the  Ameri- 
can Minister  at  that  Court,  on  the  fifth  of  Au- 
gust, "that  he  was  authorized  to  declare  to.him, 
that  the  decrees  of  Berlin  and  MOan  are  re- 
voked, and  that  after  the  first  of  November, 
they  will  cease  to  have  effect ;  it  being  under- 
stood that,  in  consequence  of  this  declaration, 
the  English  shall  revoke  their  Orders  in  Coun- 
cil, and  renounce  the  new  principles  of  block- 
ade which  they  have  wished  to  establish,  or, 
that  the  United  States,  conformahly  to  the  act 
you  have  just  communicated,  shall  cause  their 
rights  to  be  respected  by  the  English."  Gen- 
eral Armstrong  immediately  communicated  it 
to  the  President,  who,  being  thus  in  possession 
of  the  information,  was  not  only  authorized, 
but  bound  to  issue  this  proclamation. 

I  would  ask,  if  this  diplomatic  evidence,  the 
established  mode  of  communication  between  na- 
tions, is  not  to  be  received  and  respected,  if 
national  confidence  is  not  destroyed,  and  an  end 
put  to  all  diplomatic  intercourse?  Was  not 
the  President,  in  good  faith,  bound  to  believe 
the  fact,  and,  believing  it,  bound  to  act  as  he 
did? 

Sir,  if  Great  Britain  had  made  the  like  com- 
munication through  Lord  "WeUesley  to  Mr. 
Pinkney,  and  he  to  the  President,  who  had, 
thereupon,  issued  his  proclamation,  what  would 
have  been  the  conduct  and  language  of  this 
gentleman  and  those  who  think  with  him  in 
pohtical  opinion?  They  would,  I  have  no  doubt, 
been  prepared  to  eulogize  the  Pi-esident,  and 
pubUcly  approve  the  act.  In  this  assertion  I 
am  not  left  to  conjecture,  but  wOl  prove  it  by 
the  most  unequivocal  evidence,  if  the  gentle- 
men are  consistent  with  themselves.  You  will 
recollect  that,  by  the  act  of  the  first  of  March, 
eighteen  hundred  and  nine,  interdicting  tho 
commercial  intercourse  between  the  United 
States  and  Great  Britain  and  France,  and  their 
colonies  and  dependencies,  aftfer  a  certain  pe- 
riod, unless  they  should  so  revoke  or  modify 
then"  edicts  that  they  should  cease  to  violate 
the  neutral  commerce  of  the  United  States,  the 
President  in  the  case  of  either  power,  so  re- 
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Yoking  or  modifying  their  edicts,  was  author- 
ized by  proclamation  to  declare  the  same, 
whereby  the  interdictions  were,  as  to  the 
power  so  revoking,  to  be  suspended,  and  in 
force  only  against  the  other ;  and  I  hope  you 
never  will  forget  the  deep  game  that  was 
played  by  Great  Britain  on  that  ^occasion,  and 
the  diplomatic  trick  that  was  practised  on  our 
Administration  by  Mr.  Erskine's  memorable 
treaty.  The  President  then  placed  full  faith  in 
the  act  of  the  British  Plenipotentiary,  and,  on 
the  signing  of  that  treaty  which  revoked  the 
Orders  in  Council,  immediately  issued  his  proc- 
lamation, and  thereby  dissolved  the  commer- 
cial injunction,  whereby  Great  Britain  was  sup- 
plied with  the  necessaries  of  her  existence. 
Then  the  President  acted  promptly,  as  in  the 
case  of  France ;  then  he  acted  on  the  information 
of  the  British  Minister  as  he  did  in  the  case  of 
France  on  the  information  of  the  French  Minis- 
ter. Then  the  treaty  revoking  the  Orders  in 
OouncU  was  rejected  by  the  British  Government ; 
but  now,  in  the  case  of  France,  the  revocation  of 
her  decrees  is  confirmed  and  carried  into  full  ef- 
fect. But  the  proclamation  in  the  case  of  France 
is  denounced  by  the  gentleman  from  New  York 
as  neither  form  al,  substantial,  nor  by  authority, 
although  by  oomparingit  with  the  proclamation 
in  the  case  of  Great  Britain,  which  I  hold  in  my 
hand,  it  will  be  found  formally  and  substantially 
a,  copy  of  it,  varied  only  as  to  the  Government  to 
whose  proceedings  it  relates.  When  I  assure  you 
that  the  President's  proclamation  in  the  case  of 
Great  Britain  met  with  the  approbation  of  the 
gentleman  from  New  York  and  his  political 
friends,  you  will  feel  surprised  at  their  partiality ; 
but,  when  you  examine  the  resolution  of  the 
House  of  Eepresentatives  approbating  the  con- 
duct of  the  President  in  that  case,  you  wUl  feel 
no  doubt  of  the  fact. 

Sir,  this  gentleman  has  told  us  that  the  non- 
intercourse  act  is  not  in  force,  and  that  the 
American  people  will  not  submit  to  its  execu- 
tion, notwithstanding  the  revocation  of  the 
French  decrees,  the  continuation  of  the  British 
Orders  in  Council,  and  the  President's  procla- 
mation. Whence  does  this  gentleman  derive 
the  power  of  declaring  an  act  of  Congress  not 
in  force,  declared  by  the  President's  proclama- 
tion to  be  in  force  ?  Or  in  what  section  of  the 
Union  does  the  gentleman  presume  to  say  the 
American  people  will  not  submit  to  the  law  ? 
That  that  gentleman's  speech  was  intended  to 
sow  sedition  among  the  people,  and  to  encour- 
age insubordination  to  this  law,  is  too  obvious. 

Sir,  the  decrees  of  France,  now  they  are  re- 
voked, seem  to  be  more  obnoxious  to  that  gen- 
tleman than  the  British  Orders  in  OouncU,  now 
in  full  force.  He  denounces  the  Emperor  for 
the  Eambouillet  decree,  issued  the  twenty-third 
of  March,  eighteen  hundred  and  ten ;  which 
subjected  the  ships  of  America  to  condemna- 
tion entering  the  ports  of  France,  which  the 
Emperor  declares  was  an  act  of  retaliation ;  be- 
cause Congress  had  by  their  act  of  March, 
eighteen  hundred  and  nine,  subjected  the  ves- 


sels of  France  to  condemnation  entering  the 
ports  of  the  United  States,  yet  that  gentleman, 
when  speaking  of  the  British  blockading  order 
of  eighteen  hundred  and  six,  issued  without 
even  a  pretext,  which  by  proclamation  without 
investment  subjected  our  ships  to  condemna- 
tion entering  the  ports  of  France,  says,  "  with 
respect  to  their    Orders  in    Council  I    have 
nothing  to  say    as  to  their  justice  or   their 
policy."    He  is  prepared  to  condemn  France 
for  her  act  of  retaliation,  but  he  is  not  prepared 
even  to  speak  of  Great  Britain's  new  paper 
blockading  system,  much  less  to  declare  it  un- 
just or  impolitic ;  although  Sir  William  Scott, 
in  1  Kobinson's  Rep.   page  96,  expressly  de- 
clares, "that no  vessel  was  liable  to  condemna- 
tion for  entering  a  port  alleged  to  be  blockaded, 
unless  it  was  invested  by  such  a  naval  force  as 
to  make  the  entry  therein  hazardous." 
•  Sir,  I  am  no,  apologist  for  France — ^nor  do  I 
know  how  any  American,  particularly  a  mem- 
ber of  Congress,  can  be  the  apologist  for  either, 
after  France  and  England  have  both  expressly 
admitted,  that  their  Orders  in  Council  and  de- 
crees were  direct  violations  of  the  law  of  na- 
tions, and  adopted  from  necessity,  as  a  measure 
of   retaliation    against    each  other,  and  have 
each  charged  the  other  with  the  first  aggressions 
on  our  neutral  rights.     On  examining  Qiat  sub- 
ject, I  find  that  England,  by  her  Orders  in 
Council  of  May,,  eighteen  liimdred  and  six,  by 
proclamation  had  placed  France  in  a  state  of 
blockade ;  that  France  in  eighteen  hundred.and 
seven  had  placed  the  British  isles  in  a  like 
manner  in  a  state  of  blockade;  that  England, 
by  her  Orders  in  Council  of  the  eleventh  of  No- 
vember, eighteen  hundred  and  seven,  laid  a  toll 
on  neutral  vessels,  and  made  them  pass  through 
her  ports ;  France,  by  her  decree  of  the  seven- 
teenth of  December,    eighteen    hundred  and 
'seven,  declared  the  vessels  submitting  to  that 
order  denationalized,  and  lawful  prize ;  so  that 
by  their  new  principle  of  blockade,  and  their 
unprincipled  retaliations,  the  commerce  of  the 
United  States  was  cut  up  by  the  roots.    The 
American  Government,  anxious  to  preserve  the 
remnant  of  the  property  of  the  American  mer- 
chants, that  had  escaped  the  rapacity  of  the 
tyrant  of  the  ocean,  on  the  twenty-second  of 
December,  eighteen  hundred  and  seven,  passes 
the  embargo  law,  which  the  seditious  clamors 
of  certain  arch  traitors  in  the  Eastern  States, 
the  violation  of  the  law  by  treason  and  cupidity, 
"induced  Congress  on  the  first  of  March,  eighteen 
hundred  and  nine,  to  repeal,  and  to  pass  the  pres- 
ent non-intercourse  law,  continued,  under  which 
France  has  revoked  her  decrees  of  Berlin  and 
Milan,  and  now  expects  uS  to  fulfil  the  conditions 
which  we  voluntarily  imposed  on  ourselves,  in 
the  event  of  either  revoking  their  decrees. 

Sir,  while  Great  Britain  finds  such  able  advo- 
cates on  this  flbor,  she  will  find  no  necessity  to 
redress  our  wrongs,  but  will  wait  the  issue  of 
our  proceedings  in  Congress,  to  see  if  our  reme- 
dial laws  are  not  repealed,  or  our  citizens  ex- 
cited to  oppose  their  execution.    But  we  ought 
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not  to  be  surprised  at  tWs,  when  we  take  a  re- 
trospective view  of  their  conduct,  their  united 
and  uniform  opposition  to  the  Administration 
for  many  years.  They  have  reprobated  every 
measure— Mr.  Erskine's  British  treaty  only  ex- 
cepted—and,  as  soon  as  that  was  rejected  by 
the  British  Government,  as  being  made  con- 
trary to  instructions,  our  Administration  was 
charged  with  maldng  it,  knowing  that  Mr. 
Erskine  had  no  authority,  and  with  seducing 
him  to  make  it  contrary  to  Instructions.  After- 
wards, when  Mr.  F.  J.  Jackson,  of  Copenhagen 
memory,  was  sent  over  as  a  Minister,  while  his 
hands  were  yet  stained  with  the  innocent  blood 
of  the  inhabitants  of  Copenhagen,  and  insulted 
the  administration  with  the  charge  of  making 
the  treaty  with  Mr.  Erskine,  knowing  that  be 
had  no  authority  to  make  it,  and  after  the 
peremptory  asseveration  "  that  Government  had 
no  such  knowledge,  that  with  such  knowledge 
no  such  arrangement  would  have  been  made," 
and  "  that  no  such  insinuation  could  be  admit- 
ted," he  replied,  "  that  he  made  no  insinuation, 
without  being  able  to  substantiate  a  fact,  and 
in  that  I  must  continue ;"  thereby  persevering 
in  the  charge  of  falsehood  in  the  Administration 
for  which  he  was  dismissed.  Again  our  Gov- 
ernment was  expressly  charged  with  knowing 
that  Mr.  Erskine  had  no  authority,  and  with 
dismissing  Mr.  Jackson  without  any  just  cause ; 
that  his  charge  was  true,  and  that  in  this  the 
Government  acted  under  the  influence  of  France. 
In  order  to  make  such  an  impression  on  the 
public  mind,  Mr.  Jackson  is  treated  with  un- 
common attention.  When  he  arrives  at  Balti- 
more he  is  surrounded  by  tories,  royalists,  Burr- 
ites,  and  British  agents,  and  treated  with  great 
politeness — when  he  arrives  in  Philadelphia,  he 
is  overwhelmed  by  the  civilities  of  refugees,  to- 
ries, Burrites,  and  United  States'  Bank  directors 
— when  he  arrives  at  New  York,  he  is  received 
with  open  arms  by  a  set  of  beings  of  the  same 
description,  who  invite  him  to  a  public  dinner, 
and  to  test  their  attachment  to  the  British  Gov- 
ernment treat  him  to  "God  save  the  King" — 
when  he  reaches  Boston,  there  is  great  parade 
indeed ;  he  is  welcomed  to  the  city  by  tories, 
traitors,  disorganizers,  and  embargo-breakers, 
and  Fanueil  Hall,  once  the  Council  Chamber  of 
the  patriots  of  the  Revolution,  is  prostituted  to 
the  disgraceful  purpose  of  a  public  dinner  to 
this  disgraced  Minister,  and  there  we  see  a  dis- 
tinguished Senator  of  the  United  States  testing 
his  loyalty  by  the  toast  of  "  Britain's  fast  an- 
chored isle,  the  world's  last  hope."  After  this 
hasty  review  of  the  past,  we  ought  not  to  be 
surprised  at  any  measures  that  may  be  taken 
against  the  Administration,  when  Great  Britain 
is  in  the  question. 


Satueday,  February  23. 

Commercial  Intercourse. 

Mr.  MiLNOE  said :  Mr.  Chairman,  when  I  take 

a  view  of  the  course  which  has  been  pursued  in 

relation  to  this  subject,  during  the  present  ses- 


sion, I  confess  I  feel  greatly  surprised  that  we 
should  be  called  upon  to  adopt  the  present  meas- 
ure.    It  will  be  recollected,  sir,  that,  at  a  very 
early  period,  the  honorable  chairman  of  the 
Committee  on  Foreign  Relations,  reported  a 
bill  supplemental  to  the  act  of  the  1st  of  May 
last.    Although  the  gentleman  did  make  one  or 
two  feeble  attempts  to  call  it  up  for  considera- 
tion, yet  it  was  manifest  that  there  was  a  gen- 
eral indisposition  to  act  upon  it  at  that  time. 
This,  in  the  opinion  of  myself  and  many  others, 
arose  from  a  dfcubt  in  the  good  faith  of  the 
Emperor  of  the  French.     It  was  true  that  he 
had,  through  the  Duke  of  Cadore,  declared  that 
the  Berlin  and  Milan  decrees  were  revoked  on 
the  5th  of  August,  and  that  they  should  cease 
to  have  effect  after  the  first  of  November ;  and 
it  was  also  true  that  the  President  of  the  United 
States  had,  by  his  proclamation  of  the  2d  of " 
November,  declared,  not  simply  that  this  prom- 
ise had  been  given,  but  that  the  decrees  were 
revoked,  and  had  ceased  to  operate.    Notwith- 
standing this  declaration  of  the  President,  the 
previous  conduct  of  the  French  Emperor  inspir- 
ed an  almost  universal  doubt  of  his  good  faith, 
and  the  curious  character  of  the  declaration 
made  by  Cadore,  was  calculated  to  increase  it. 
The  decrees  of  Berlin  and  Milan  were  revoked ; 
that  is,  dead  on  the  5  th  of  August,  and  ceased 
to  have  effect ;  that  is,  to  live  on  the  first  of 
November ;  thus  this  creature  had  the  wonder- 
ful faculty  of  being  dead  and  ahve  at  the  same 
time ;  of  ceasing  to  have  effect,  and  acting  with 
full  vigor  at  the  same  instant.     "While  all  was 
doubt  and  hesitation,  despatches  were  received 
from  Mr.  Eussell,  our  Charge  d' Affaires  at  Paris, 
which  made  it  apparent  that  the  decrees  which 
were  to  cease  to  have  effect  on  the  first  of  No- 
vember, were,  in  the  month  of  December,  stiU 
in  existence,  and  in  full  and  practical  operation. 
It  is  now  evident  that  the  President  was  duped 
by  the  French  Emperor,  and  led  to  issue  a  pro- 
clamation on  the  faith  of  his  promise,  declaring 
a  fact  which  did  not  exist;    So  convinced  were 
the  House  that  this  was  the  true  state  of  the 
case,  that  the  honorable  chau'man  of  the  Com- 
mittee on  Foreign  Relations  himself  moved  to 
recommit  the  bill  he  had  previgusly  introduced, 
and  it  was  done.     What,  then,  I  would  ask,  sir, 
has  since  occurred  to  alter  the  face  of  affairs,  to 
induce  this  new  attempt  to  fasten  on  the  re- 
strictive system   against  our  intercourse  with 
Great  Britain  ?     Is  there  any  thing  in  the  last 
communication  from  the  President,  calculated 
to  produce  such  an  effect  ?     On  the  contrary,  it 
furnishes  the  most  conclusive  evidence  of  the 
treachery  of  Bonaparte,  and  ought  to  serve  as  a 
beacon  to  warn  us  against  trusting  him  further. 
It  is  true  that  there  is  a  letter  from  Mr.  Pinkney 
to  Lord  Wellesley,  dated  December  10th,  in 
which  the  former  labors  to  prove,  that  Cadore's 
note  to  Armstrong  is  an  absolute  repeal  of  the 
French  decrees,  without  any  conditions  prece- 
dent, and  that  therefore  the  British  Govern- 
ment ought  to  be  satisfied  of  its  validity,  and 
take  immediate  measirres  for  revoking  their  or- 
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ders  and  blockades,  agreeably  to  tbeir  promise. 
Bin,  it  unfortunately  happened  that,  on  the 
same  day  on  which  our  Minister  at  London  was 
performing  his  duty,  in  transmitting  his  able  but 
theoretical  argument  to  the  British  Ministry, 
our  Minister  at  Paris  was  also  performing  his 
duty  in  remonstrating  against  the  practical  ope- 
ration of  those  very  decrees,  which  were  to 
have  ceased  to  have  effect  on  the  iirst  of  No- 
vember. [Here  Mr.  M.  read  the  letter  of  Mr. 
Eussell  to  the  Duke  of  Cadore,  dated  December 
10th,  remonstrating  against  the  seizure  of  the 
brig  New  Orleans  Packet,  it  being  the  only 
case,  as  declared  by  Mr.  Eussell,  to  which  the 
deci-ees  could  be  applied  subsequent  to  the  first 
of  November.] 

I  recollect,  sir,  when  Mr.  Russell's  correspond- 
ence   was    communicated    to   this   House,  an 
apology  was  set  up  for  the  French  Emperor.   It 
was  alleged  that  the  President's  proclamation 
had  not  arrived  in  France  at  the  time  of  the 
seizure  of  the  New  Orleans  Packet,  and  that 
Bonaparte,  having  received  no  evidence  of  the 
intention  of  the  American  Government  to  ful- 
fil their  engagement,  had  used  the  precaution- 
ary measure  of  seizing  the  vessel,  nntU  he  should 
receive  some  evidence  of  our  good  faith ;  and 
we  were  exultingly  told  that  the  President's 
proclamation  would  put  all  to  rights,  by  satisfy- 
ing his  doubting  Majesty  of  our  sincerity,  and 
would  induce  him  to  release  all  property  seized 
subsequent  to  the  first  of  November,  and  once 
more  to  put  an  end  to  those  nine-lived  decrees. 
How  has  this  prediction  been  verified?     The 
President's  proclamation  was  communicated  to 
the  French  Government  on  the  12th  of  Decem- 
ber, two  days  after  Mr.  Eussell's  remonstrance ; 
and  yet,  for  any  thing  we  know,  that  remon- 
strance remains  unanswered,  and  the  New  Or- 
leans Packet  remains  under  seizure  to  this  very 
day.  It  is  true  that,  after  waiting  thirteen  days. 
His  Majesty  condescended  to  direct  the  partial 
suspension  of  the  decrees,  thereby  giving  the 
most  positive  proof  not  only  of  their  existence, 
but  of  their  active  operation.     On  the  25th  of 
December,  the  Dukes  of  Massa  and  of  Gaete, 
by  the  direction  of  their  master,  severally  wrote 
a  letter  to  the  ofiBcers  connected  with  their  re- 
spective departments,  directing  them  to  suspend 
the  operation  of  those  very  decrees,  so  far  as 
respected  the  condemnation  of  vessels  and  car- 
goes seized  after  the  first  of  November ;  not 
only  those  then  in  custody,  but  such  as  should 
thereafter  be  seized.    I  will  read  a  part  of  those 
letters  for  the  purpose  of  refreshing  the  memo- 
ries of  gentlemen  on  the  subject.     The  Duke  of 
Massa  writes  to  the  President  of  the  Council  of 
Prizes  as  follows :  "  In  consequence  of  this  en- 
gagement entered  into  by  the  Government  of 
the  United  States,  to  cause  their  rights  to  be 
respected.  His  Majesty  orders  that  all  the  causes 
that  may  be  pending  in  the  Council  of  Prizes, 
of  captures  of  American  vessels,  made  after  the 
first  of  November,  and  those  that  may  in  future 
be  brought  before  it,  shall  not  be  judged  accord- 
ing to  the  pi-inciples  of  the  decrees  of  Berlin 


and  Milan,  but  that  they  shall  remain  suspend- 
ed; the  vessels  captured  or  seized  to  remain 
only  in  a  state  of  sequestration,  and  the  rights 
of  the  proprietors  being  reserved  for  them  un- 
til the  2d  February  next,  the  period  at  which, 
the  United  States  having  fulfilled  the  engage- 
ment to  cause  their  rights  to  be  respected,  the 
said  captures  shall  be  declared  null  by  the  Coun- 
cil— and  the  American  vessels  restored,  together 
with  their  cargoes,  to  the  proprietors."  The 
letter  of  the  Duke  of  Gaete  is  of  a  similar  im- 
port. I  will  read  a  single  paragraph,  which  is 
as  follows:  "His  Majesty  having  seen  in  these 
two  pieces''  (the  President's  proclamation  and 
Gallatin's  circular  to  the  collectors)  "  the  enun- 
ciation of  the  measures  which  the  Americans 
purpose  taking  on  the  second  of  February  next, 
to  cause  their  rights  to  be  respected,  has  order- 
ed me  to  inform  yon  that  the  Berlin  and  Milan 
decrees  must  not  be  applied  to  any  American 
vessels  that  have  entered  our  ports  since  the 
first  of  November,  or  may  enter  in  future ;  and 
that  those  which  have  been  sequestered,  as  be- 
ing in  contravention  of  these  decrees,  must  be 
the  object  of  a  special  report." 

Here,  sir,  we  find  these  two  oflBcers,  by  di- 
rection of  their  master,  explicitly  recognizing 
the  existence  of  the  Berlin  and  Milan  decrees, 
and  suspending  their  operation  not  as  to  seques- 
tration, but  only  as  to  condemnation.  Not  only 
those  which  had  arrived  after  the  first  of  No- 
vember, but  those  which  should  thereafter  ar- 
rive, were  to  be  held  in  a  state  of  sequestra- 
tion, and  to  be  subject  to  a  special  report.  "With 
this  plain  statement  before  their  eyes,  wUl  gen- 
tlemen assert,  can  they  possibly  believe,  that 
the  decrees  were  revoked  and  ceased  to  have 
effect  on  the  first  of  November  ?  They  surely 
cannot.  If,  then,  the  declaration  of  the  fifth  of 
August  is  proved  to  be  false,  and  the  assurance 
that  the  decrees  should  cease  to  have  effect 
after  the  first  of  November  was  mere  delusion, 
what  becomes  of  the  act  of  the  first  of  May, 
and  of  the  President's  proclamation  ?  Sir,  they 
are  mere  dead  letters,  having  no  binding  force 
or  operation.  The  practical  operation  of  the  act 
of  the  first  of  May  was  to  depend  upon  the  per- 
formance of  certain  conditions  on  the  part  of 
one  or  the  other  of  the  belligerents,  and  the 
President's  proclamation  was  intended  as  a 
mere  notification  of  such  performance.  Admit- 
ting, then,  that  a  faithful  performance  of  the 
pledge  of  the  fifth  of  August,  on  the  part  of 
France,  would  have  had  a  binding  force  on  us 
to  carry  our  part  of  the  agreement  into  effect, 
can  any  man  under  the  existing  circumstances 
believe  we  are  so  bound  ?  Can  a  violation  of  a 
solemn  pledge  confer  an  obligation  which  was 
only  intended  to  be  created  on  the  complete  ful- 
filment of  that  pledge  ?  Surely  not.  Sir,  the 
law  of  the  first  of  May,  professed,  on  the  face  of 
it,  to  be  impartial  towards  the  two  nations  who 
have  violated  our  rights.  It  promised  that,  if 
either  would  so  revoke  or  modify  her  edicts  as 
that  they  should  cease  to  violate  the  neutral 
commerce  of  the  United  States,  in  that  case 
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certain  restrictive  measures  should  be  revived 
against  the  other.  Have  either  complied  ? 
France  did,  indeed,  make  a  declaration  that  her 
edicts  were  revoked,  and  should  cease  to  have 
effect  on  a  certain  day.  That  day  has  long  since 
passed,  and,  for  any  thing  we  know,  those 
edicts  are  in  full  operation.  Nay,  we  have  pos- 
itive proof  of  their  active  existence,  nearly  two 
months  after  they  were  to  have  ceased ;  for,  on 
the  25th  of  December,  their  operation  as  to  the 
condemnation  of  American  property  was  sus- 
pended, while  their  power  to  sequester  was  ab- 
solutely recognized  and  continued.  With  such 
glaring,  such  positive  proof  before  our  eyes,  of 
the  perfidy  of  France,  we  are  about  to  act  as 
though  we  believed  she  had  performed  her  prom- 
ise with  the  utmost  good  faith.  Nay,  more, 
sir  ;  if  she  had,  indeed,  complied  with  her  en- 
gagement, she  could  require  nothing  more  of 
us  than  the  act  of  the  1st  of  May  last ;  that  was 
the  full  amount  of  our  engagement,  the  utmost 
limit  of  our  bond.  Upon,  and  in  consequence 
of  that,  was  the  Emperor's  promise  founded. 
Yet  we  are  not  satisfied  with  that ;  persisting, 
in  the  face  of  the  most  positive  and  conclusive 
testimony  to  the  contrary,  to  affect  to  believe 
that  he  has  performed  his  promise,  we  are  go- 
ing beyond  our  contract ;  and,  lest  some  doubts 
should  arise  of  the  Emperor's  want  of  faith,  lest 
our  courts  should  decide,  as  they  must  decide, 
that  the  decrees  being  still  in  force,  the  act  of 
the  first  of  May  is  a  mere  dead  letter,  we  are 
about  to  volunteer  our  services,  and,  by  the  sec- 
tion of  the  bpl  now  under  consideration,  to  re- 
vive those  sections  of  the  old  non-intercourse 
law  which  were  intended  in  a  certain  event  to 
have  been  revived  by  the  act  of  the  first  of 
May ;  to  revive  them  against  Great  Britain,  and 
that  without  exacting  any  conditions  on  the 
part  of  France.  And  must  this  sacrifice  be 
made  in  order  to  bolster  up  the  President's  pro- 
clamation so  prematurely  issued?  Must  the 
best  interests  of  the  nation  be  put  to  hazard  to 
save  him  the  mortification  of  acknowledging 
his  error  and  retracing  his  steps  ?  Here,  I  fear, 
lies  the  true  motive  for  our  present  procedure. 
This  restrictive  system  is  now  to  be'revived 
against  England,  the  French  decrees  being  in 
full  force  and  operation  against  us  at  the  same 
time.  Is  this  an  honest  neutrality  ?  Is  it  equal 
and  exact  justice  to  those  two  nations  ?  Is  it 
not  rewai'ding  the  perfidy  of  the  one  at  the  ex- 
pense of  the  other,  and  at  the  expense  of  our- 
selves ?  Let  us  be  cautious  how  we  proceed  in 
this  course.  -If  France  choose,  in  consequence 
of  our  non-intercourse  law  of  1809,  which  was 
equal  in  its  operation  as  to  both  nations,  to  take 
it  so  much  in  dudgeon  as  to  confiscate  the 
whole  of  the  American  property  within  her 
power,  even  that  which  had  sought  the  rights 
of  hospitality  in  her  ports,  how  much  more  may 
Great  Britain  feel  herself  justified  in  retaliating 
on  this  most  partial  and  unjust  measure  which 
we  are  about  to  adopt  against  her,  by  confiscat- 
ing the  millions  of  our  property  now  within  her 
power.  And  if  we  have  been  silent  under  the 
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former,  and  have  apparently  acquiesced  in  it, 
what  shall  we,  what  can  we,  say,  in  case  the 
latter  event  should  take  place  ?  But,  sir,  the 
apologists  of  France  tell  ns  that  His  Majesty,  the 
Emperor,  has  pledged  his  royal  word  that  the 
decrees  shall  cease  to  operate  as  it  respects  us  ; 
and  that,  though  he  has  thought  proper  to  post- 
pone the  measure  from  the  first  of  November  to 
the  second  of  February,  he  has  only  done  so  in 
order  to  ascertam  whether  we  mean  to  go  on  to 
fulfil  our  engagements  with  good  faith  ;  that  he 
is  only  holding  ^ur  property  seized  since  the 
first  of  November  as  security  for  our  perform- 
ance ;  and  that,  when  he  finds  we  are  deter- 
mined to  resist  the  illegal  orders  and  blockades 
of  Great  Britain,  he  will  give  up  the  property  of 
our  citizens.  How  insulting,  this,  to  American 
feelings,  to  be  told  that  a  total  violation  of  faith 
on  the  part  of  this  man  is  excusable,  because  he 
chooses  to  suspect  our  faith.  But,  sir,  do  these 
people  really  believe  the  property  of  our  citi- 
zens will  be  given  up  after  the  second  of  Feb- 
ruary, and  in  consequence  of  the  measure  we 
are  now  about  to  adopt?  "When  did  that  vora- 
qious  monster  ever  disgorge  the  plunder  he  had 
once  received  into  his  insatiable  maw  ?  Of  the 
millions  upon  millions  of  which  he  has,  at  differ- 
ent times,  and  under  various  pretexts,  plunder- 
ed our  unsuspecting  citizens,  where  is  the  in- 
stance of  a  single  doUar  returning  to  its  rightful 
owner  ?  No,  sir,  let  it  once  get  within  his  iron 
grasp,  and  it  is  lost  forever.  The  present  meas- 
ure is  evidently  intended  as  a  propitiatory  sa- 
crifice to  concihate  Napoleon — to  induce  him 
to  become  our  friend,  and  to  cease  to  rob  and 
plunder,  our  defenceless  citizens.  Is  it  calculat- 
ed to  produce  this  effect?  Short-sighted  as  we 
confessedly  are,  sir,  I  should  suppose  we  can 
scarcely  be  such  siDy  politicians  as  to  expect 
such  an  effect  from  such  a  measure.  A  brief 
view  of  the  course  which  has  been  pursued,  and 
is  pursuing,  by  the  Emperor  of  France,  must 
produce  a  conviction  in  every  unprejudiced 
mind,  that  he  is  not  to  be  diverted  from  his  pur- 
pose by  3  toy  like  this.  Sir,  it  must  be  evident 
to  every  mind  that  his  ambition  soars  to  univer- 
sal conquest.  To  this  point  all  his  measures 
tend — every  other  consideration  is  made  to 
yield.  For  the  accomplishment  of -this  object, 
almost  every  nation  on  the  Continent  of  Europe 
has  been  insulted,  plundered,  and  subdued.  To 
this  end  the  external  commerce  of  the  conti- 
nent has  been  annihilated,  the  agricultural  and 
manufacturing  interests  have  been  depressed, 
and  millions  of  his  own  subjects,  and  those  of 
nations  under  his  influence,  impoverished  and 
ruined.  But  there  is  one  impediment  to  his 
gigantic  project.  Britain,  proud,  haughty  Brit- 
ain, stands  in  the  way,  and  puts  a  stop  to  his 
career.  Isolated,  as  she  happily  is,  and  the 
proud  mistress  of  the  ocean,  she  presents  an 
impenetrable  barrier  to  his  ambitious  views. 
But  Britain  must  be  humbled,  she  must  be  sub- 
dued. Her  power  on  the  ocean  must  be  de- 
stroyed ;  and,  to  effect  this,  she  must  be  attack- 
ed through  her  commerce  and  manufactures. 
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For  this  purpose,  what  he  is  pleased  to  call  his 
great  continental  system  has  been  devised  and 
rigorously  enforced.     Finding  that  all  his  re- 
strictions and  confiscations,  aided  by  all  his  civil 
and  military  power,  could  not  prevent  the  in- 
troduction of  British  merchandise  upon    the 
continent,  he  has  resorted  to  a  plan  which  prom- 
ises to  be  more  effectual.      Kegardless  of  the 
rights  and  interests  of  his  subjects,  he  does  not 
inquire  whose  the  property  may  be  ;  if  it  is  of 
British  origin  it  is  committed  to  the  flames. 
Such  is  his  plan  ;  such  are  the  efforts  and  sa- 
crifices he  is  making  to  insure  its  accomplish- 
ment.    And  yet,  Mr.  Chairman,  it  would  seem 
as  if  we  had  the  consummate  folly  to  believe 
that  we  can  appease  this  merciless  tyrant  by  so 
weak,  so  silly,  so  futile  a  measure  as  this  one 
now  under  consideration.     We  seem  to  have 
the  madness  to  believe  that  this  man,  after  the 
immense  sacrifices  he  has  made  for  the  attain- 
ment of  his  object,  would  yield  that  object  in 
our  favor,  and  in  order  to  be  upon  friendly 
terms  with  us  would  forego  all  other  considera- 
tions.    And  from  what  premises  is  such  a  con- 
clusion drawn  ?    Is  it  from  his  past  treatment  Of 
us?    Let  us,  Mr.  Chairman,  take  a  brief  review 
of  his  past  conduct  towards  us,  in  order  to  see 
what  we  may  expect  in  future.  It  is  some  years 
.since  he  ordered  our  ships  and  cargoes  to  be 
burned  upon  the  ocean,  and  many  were  burnt. 
He  has,  at  various  terms,  and  under  different 
pretexts,  seized  and  confiscated  the  property  of 
our  citizens  on  the  ocean,  and  in  his  ports,  and 
in  the  ports  of  his  vassals.    No  longer  ago  than 
last  spring;,  he  told  us  that  we  were  without  just 
political  views,  without  honor,  without  energy ; 
and  that,  after  refusing  to  fight  for  honor,  we 
might  find  it  necessary  to  fight  for  interest. 
This  insulting  declaration,  which  was  dated  on 
the  lith  of  February,  was  followed  on  the  23d 
of  March  by  the  Rambouillet  decree,  which  con- 
fiscated all  American  vessels  and  cargoes  which 
had  arrived  from  the  20th  of  May,  1809,  or 
should  thereafter  arrive  in  any  port  of  France, 
her  allies,  or  those  occupied  by  her  arms.  Thus 
was  from  twenty  to  thirty  millions  of  the  prop- 
erty of  our  unsuspecting  and  confiding  citizens, 
who  had  saught  the  rights  of  bospit^ity  in  his 
ports,  sacrificed  without  a  pretext,  or  with  a 
pretext  which  added  to  the  injury.     Finding, 
after  this  gross  violation    of  every  principle 
which  ought  to  govern  honest  and  honorable 
nations,  that  our  merchants,  taught  by  sad  ex- 
.perience  that  there  was  no  safety  within  the 
range  of  his  power,  would  venture  there  no 
more,  he  found  it  necessary  to  throw  out  another 
lure  to  entice  the  unwary  within  his  reach.  His 
tone  is  now  suddenly  changed.    Instead  of  the 
haughty  and  insulting  tyrant,  he  assumes  the 
shape  of  a  fond  and  doating  lover.     "  His  Ma- 
jesty loves  the  Americans.    Their  prosperity 
and  their  commerce  are  within  the  scope  of  his 
policy.    He  is  pleased  in  aggrandizing  the  Unit- 
ed States."    Yes,  truly.  His  Majesty  loves  the 
Americans  !     If  not  foy  our  persons,  yet  for  our 
property,  he  has  given  the  most  ample  and  con- 


vincing proofs  of  his  love.  These  sugared  words, 
displaying  so  much  of  the  milk  of  human  kind- 
ness, seem  to  have  perfectly  reconciled  us  to  his 
loving  Majesty,  and  to  have  quite  obliterated 
the  remembrance  of  his  harsh  and  unkind  lan- 
guage so  lately  used  towards  us.  And  not  only 
so,  but  it  seems  to  have  fully  compensated  us 
for  all  his  robberies  ;  and  we  forbear  to  touch 
that  string,  lest  he  might  be  somewhat  ruffled, 
and  once  more  induced  to  vent  his  anger  on  us. 
But  lest  his  bare  professions  of  love  should  not 
have  the  desired  effect  of  inducing  the  Ameri- 
cans once  more  to  place  their  property  within 
his  power,  he  directed  his  Minister  to  declare 
that  the  Berlin  and  Milan  decrees  were  revok- 
ed, and  should  cease  to  have  effect  after  the 
first  of  November.  Our  Administration,  con- 
fiding in  his  assurances,  in  the  face  of  all  his 
previous  conduct,  published  the  proclamation 
of  the  second  of  November,  and  thereby  assist- 
ed in  deceiving  our  too  credulous  citizens.  But 
few,  however,  ventured  to  place  trust  in  him  ; 
and  those  who  did,  have  met  with  a  fate  which 
every  man  of  reflection  ought  to  have  anticipat- 
ed. If,  sir,  such  has  been  the  course  of  that 
man's  conduct  towards  us,  (and  that  it  has,  I 
appeal  to  aU  the  documents  which  have  been 
laid  before  us,)  I  would  ask  why  are  we  called 
upon  to  pass  the  section  now  under  considera- 
tion? To  me,  it  is  matter  of  mystery  and 
astonishment. 


Monday,  February  25. 
Commercial  Intercourse. 

The  House  resumed  the  consideration  of  the 
unfinished  business  of  Saturday  last,  to  wit,  the 
bill  supplementary  to  the  act  entitled  "  An  act 
concerning  the  commercial  intercoui'se  between 
the  United  States  and  Great  Britain  and  France, 
and  their  dependencies,  and  for  other  purposes," 
and  the  amendments  reported  thereto  by  the 
Committee  of  the  whole  House.  The  said  amend- 
ments were  read  at  the  clerk's  table. 

Mr.  Qtjinot. — ^Mr.  Speaker :  The  amendments 
contained  in  the  sections  under  consideration, 
contemplate  the  continuance  and  enforcement 
of  the  non-intercourse  law.  This  proposition 
presents  a  great,  an  elevated  and  essential  topic 
of  discussion,  due  to  the  occasion,  and  claimed 
by  this  people,  which  comprehends  within  the 
sphere  and  analogies  of  just  argument,  the  chief 
of  those  questions,  the  decision  of  which,  at 
this  day,  involves  the  peace,  the  happiness,  and 
honor  of  this  nation.  Whatever  has  a  tendency 
to  show,  that  if  the  system  of  non-intercourse 
exist,  it  ought  not  to  be  continued ;  or,  that  if 
it  do  not  exist,  it  ought  not  to  be  revived; 
whatever  has  a  tendency  to  prove,  that  we  are 
under  no  obligation  to  persist  in  it,  nor  under 
any  obligation  to  abandon  it,  is  now  within  the 
fair  range  of  debate. 

After  long  delay,  and  much  coy  demeanor, 
the  Administration-of  this  country  have  conde- 
scended to  develop  their  policy.  Though  they 
have  not  spoken  to  our  mortal  ears,  with  their 
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fleshly  tongues,  yet  they  have  whispered  their 
purposes  through  the  constituted  organs  of  this 
House.  And  those  are  the  features  of  the  policy 
which  they  recommend :  it  is  proposed  to  grant 
particular  and  individual  relief  from  anticipated 
oppressions  of  the  commercial  restrictive  system. 
It  is  proposed  to  perpetuate  that  system,  inde- 
finitely, and  leave  our  citizens,  still  longer,  sub- 
ject to  its  emharrassments,  its  uncertainty  and 
its  terrors.  The  chairman  of  our  Committee  of 
Foreign  Eelations,  (Mr.  Eppes,)  at  the  time  he 
introduced  these  amendments  to  the  House,  ex- 
hibited the  true  character  of  this  policy,  when 
he  told  us  that  it  was  "modelled  upon  the 
principle  not  to  turn  over  to  the  Judiciary  the 
decision  of  the  existence  of  the  non-intercourse 
law,  but  to  make  it  the  subject  of  legislative 
declaration."  In  other  words,  it  is  found  that 
the  majority  of  this  House  have  too  much  policy 
to-  deny,  and  too  much  principle  to  assert,  that 
the  fact,  on  which,  and  on  which  alone,  the 
President  of  the  United  States  was  authorized 
to  issue  his  proclamation  of  the  second  of  No- 
vember last,  has  occurred.  A  scheme  has, 
therefore,  been  devised,  by  which,  without  any 
embarrassment  on  this  intricate  point,  the  con- 
tinuance and  enforcement  of  non-intercourse 
may  be  insured,  and  toils,  acceptable  to  France, 
woven  by  the  hands  of  our  own  Administration, 
spread  over  almost  the  only  remaining  avenue 
of  our  commercial  hope. 

The  proposition,  contained  in  these  amend- 
ments, has  relation  to  the  most  momentous  and 
most  elevated  of  our  legislative  obligations. 
We  are  not,  now,  about  to  discuss  the  policy 
by  which  a  princely  pirate  may  be  persuaded  to 
relinquish  his  plunder ;  nor  yet  the  expectation 
entertained  of  relaxation,  in  her  belligerent  sys- 
tem, of  a  haughty,  and  perhaps  jealous  rival ; 
nor  yet  the  faith  which  we  owe  to  a  treacherous 
tyrant;  nor  yet  the  fond,  but  frail  hopes  of 
favors  from  a  British  regency,  melting  into  our 
arms,  in  the  honeymoon  of  power.  The  obliga- 
tions which  claim  our  observance  are  of  a  nature 
much  more  tender  and  imperious ;  the  obliga- 
tions which,  as  Representatives,  we  owe  to  our 
constituents ;  the  allegiance  by  which  we  are 
bound  to  the  American  people ;  the  obedience 
which  is  due  to  that  solemn  faith,  by  which  we 
are  pledged  to  protect  their  peace,  their  prosperi- 
ty, and  their  honor.  All  these  high  considera- 
tions are  materially  connected  with  this  policy. 

It  is  not  my  intention,  Mr.  Speaker,  to  dilate 
on  the  general  nature  and  effects  of  this  com- 
mercial restrictive  system.  It  is  no  longer  a 
matter  of  speculation.  "We  have  no  need  to 
resort  for  illustration  of  its  nature  to  the  twi- 
light lustre  of  history,  nor  yet  to  the  vibrating 
brightness  of  human  intellect.  We  have  expe- 
rience of  its  eflTects.  They  are  above,  around, 
and  beneath  us.  They  paralyze  the  enterprise 
of  your  cities.  They  sicken  the  industry  of 
your  fields.  They  deprive  the  laborer  and  the 
mechanic  of  his  employment.  They  subtract 
from  the  husbandman  and  planter  the  just  re- 
ward for  that  product  which  he  has  moistened 


with  the  sweat  of  his  brow.  They  crush  indi- 
viduals, in  the  ruins  of  their  most  flattering 
hopes,  and  shake  the  deep-rooted  fabric  of  gen- 
eral prosperity. 

It  will,  however,  be  necessary  to  say  a  word 
on  the  general  nature  of  this  system.  Not  so 
much  for  the  purpose  of  elucidating,  as  to  clear 
the  way,  and  give  distinctness  to  the  course  of 
my  argument.  It  will  also  be  useful  to  deprive 
the  advocates  of  this  system  of  those  colors  and 
popular  lures,  tc^hich  they  resort,  on  a  subject 
in  no  way  connected  with  the  objects  with 
which  they  associate  it. 

My  argument  proceeds  upon  the  assumption 
of  the  irrelevancy  of  four  topics,  usually  adduced 
in  support  of  the  system  contained  in  the  law 
of  May,  1810,  and  of  March,  1809  ;  commonly 
called  the  non-intercourse  system.  I  take  for 
granted  that  it  is  not  advantageous;  in  other 
words,  that  it  is  injurious ;  that  it  is  not  fiscal 
in  its  nature ;  nor  protective  of  manufactures ; 
nor  competent  to  coerce  either  belligerent. 
That  it  is  injurious  is  certain,  not  only  because 
it  is  deprecated  by  that  part  of  the  community 
which  it  directly  affects,  but  because  no  man 
advocates  it  as  a  permanent  system,  and  every 
one  declares  his  desire  to  be  rid  of  it.  Fiscal 
it  cannot  be,  because  it  prohibits  commerce, 
and  consequently  revenue ;  and  by  the  high 
price  and  great  demand  for  foreign  articles, 
which  it  produces,  encourages  smuggling.  Pro- 
tective of  manufactures  it  cannot  be,  because  it 
is  indiscriminate  in  its  provisions  and  uncertain 
in  its  duration ;  and  this  uncertainty  depends, 
not  on  our  legislative  discretion,  but  on  the 
caprice  of  foreign  powers ;  our  enemies,  or 
rivals.  No  commercial  system,  which  is  indis- 
criminate in  its  restrictions,  can  be  generally 
protective  to  manufactures.  It  may  give  a 
forced  vivacity  to  a  few  particular  manufac- 
tures. But  in  all  countries,  some,  and  in  this 
almost  all  manufactures,  depend,  either  for  in- 
struments or  subjects,  on  foreign  supply.  But, 
if  this  were  not  the  case,  a  system,  whose  con- 
tinuance depended  upon  the  will  or  the  ever 
variant  policy  of  foreign  nations,  can  never  offer 
such  an  inducement  to  the  capitalist,  as  wjU 
encourage  him  to  make  extensive  investments, 
in  establishments  resting  on  such  precarious 
foundations.  As  to  the  incompetency  of  this 
system  to  coerce  either  belligerent,  I  take  that 
for  granted,  because  no  man,  as  far  as  I  recollect, 
ever  pretended  it;  at  least  no  man  ever  did 
show,  by  any  analysis,  or  detailed  examination 
of  its  relative  effects  on  us,  and  either  belliger- 
ent, that  it  would  necessarily  coerce  either  out 
of  that  policy  which  it  was  proposed  to  coun- 
teract. Embargo  had  its  friends.  There  were 
those  who  had  a  confidence  in  its  success.  But 
who  was  ever  the  friend  of  non-intercourse? 
Who  ever  pretended  to  beheve  in  its  eflBcacy  ? 
The  embargo  had  a  known  origin,  and  the 
features  of  its  character  were  distinct.  But 
"  where,  and  what  was  this  execrable  shape — 
if  shape  it  may  be  called,  which  shape  has 
none  ? "    We  all  know  that  the  non-interconrse 
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was  not  the  product  of  any  prospective  intelli- 
gence. It  was  the  result  of  the  casual  concur- 
rence of  chaotic  opinions.  It  was  agreed  upon, 
because  the  majority  could  agree  upon  noth- 
ing else.  They  who  introduced  it,  abjured  it. 
They  who  advocated  it,  did  not  wish,  and 
scarcely  knew  its  use.  And  now  that  it  is  said 
to  be  extended  over  us,  no  man,  in  this  nation, 
who  values  his  reputation,  will  take  his  Bible 
oath  that  it  is  in  effectual  and  legal  operation. 
There  is  an  old  riddle  on  a  coffin,  which  I  pre- 
sume we  all  learned  when  we  were  boys,  that 
is  as  perfect  a  representation  of  the  origin,  pro- 
gress, and  present  state  of  this  thing,  called 
non-intercourse,  as  is  possible  to  be  conceived. 
*'  There  was  a  man  bespoke  a  thing, 

Which  when  the  maker  home  did  bring, 

That  same  maker  did  refuse  it ; 

The  man  that  spoke  for  it  did  not  nse  it. 

And  he  who  had  it  did  not  know 

Whether  he  had  it ; — yea,  or  no." 

True  it  is,  that  if  this  non- intercourse  shall 
ever  be,  in  reality,  extended  over  us,  the  simili- 
tude will  fail,  in  a  material  point.  The  poor 
tenant  of  the  coffin  is  ignorant  of  his  state. 
But  the  poor  people  of  the  United  States  wiU 
be,  literally,  buried  alive  in  non-intercourse; 
and  realize  the  grave  closing  on  themselves  and 
their  hopes  with  a  full  and  cruel  consciousness 
of  all  the  horrors  of  their  condition. 

For  these  reasons,  I  put  all  such  common- 
place topics  out  of  the  field  of  debate.  This, 
then,  is  the  state  of  my  argument ;  that  as  this 
non-intercourse  system  is  not  fiscal,  nor  pro- 
tective of  manufactures,  nor  competent  to  co- 
erce, and  is  injurious,  it  ought  to  be  abandoned, 
unless  we  are  bound  to  persist  in  it,  by  imperi- 
ous obligations.  My  object  will  be  to  show 
that  no  such  obligations  exist ;  that  the  present 
is  a  favorable  opportunity,  not  to  be  suffered  to 
escape,  totally  to  relinquish  it ;  that  it  is  time 
to  manage  our  own  commercial  concerns,  ac- 
cording to  our  own  interest ;  and  no  longer  put 
them  into  the  keeping  of  tbose  who  hate  or 
those  who  envy  their  prosperity ;  that  we  are 
the  constituted  shepherds,  and  ought  no  more 
to  transfer  our  custody  to  the  wolves. 

It  is  agreed,  on  all  sides,  that  it  is  desirable 
to  abandon  this  commercial  restrictive  system. 
But  the  advocates  of  the  measure  now  pi'o- 
posed,  say  that  we  cannot  abandon  it,  because 
our  faith  is  plighted.  Yes,  sir,  our  faith  is 
plighted ;  and  that,  too,  to  that  scrupulous  gen- 
tleman, Napoleon ;  a  gentleman  so  distinguished 
for  his  own  regard  of  faith ;  for  his  kindness 
and  mercies  towards  us ;  for  angelic  whiteness 
of  moral  character ;  for  overweening  affection 
for  the  American  people  and  their  prosperity. 
Truly,  sir,  it  is  not  to  be  questioned,  but  that 
our  faith  should  be  a  perfect  work  towards  this 
paragon  of  purity.  On  account  of  our  faith, 
plighted  to  him,  it  is  proposed  to  continue  this 
non-intercourse. 

But,  Mr.  Speaker,  we  may  be  allowed,  I  pre- 
sume, to  inquire  whether  any  such  faith  be 
plighted.    I  trust  we  are  yet  freemen.    We  are 


not  yet  so  far  sunk  in  servility,  that  we  are  for- 
bidden to  examine  into  the  grounds  of  our  na- 
tional obligations.  Under  a  belief  that  this  is 
permitted,  I  shall  enter  upon  the  task,  and  in- 
quire whence  they  arise  and  what  is  their 
nature. 

Whence  they  arise  is  agreed.  Our  obliga- 
tions result,  if  any  exist,  under  the  act  of  May 
the  first,  1810,  called  "An  act  concerning  the 
commercial  intercourse  between  the  United 
States  and  Great  Britain  and  France,  and  their 
dependencies,  and  for  other  purposes."  It  re- 
mains, therefore,  to  inquire  into  the  character 
of  this  act,  and  the  obligations  arising  under 
its  provisions. 

Before,  however,  I  proceed,  I  would  premise, 
that  whether  I  shall  obtain,  I  am  doubtful,  but 
I  am  sure  that  the  nature  of  my  argument  de- 
serves, the  favor  and  prepossession  for  its  suc- 
cess, of  every  member  in  the  House.  My  object 
is  to  show,  that  the  obligation  which  we  owe 
to  the  people  of  the  United  States,  is  a  free  and 
unrestricted  commerce.  The  object  of  those 
who  advocate  these  measures  is  to  show  that 
the  obligation  we  owe  to  Napoleon  Bonaparte, 
is  a  commerce  restricted  and  enslaved.  Now, 
as  much  as  our  allegiance  is  due  more  to  the 
people  of  the  United  States  than  it  is  to  Napo- 
leon Bonaparte,  just  so  much  ought  my  argu- 
ment to  be  received  by  the  American  Congress, 
with  more  favor  and  prepossession  than  the 
argument  of  those  who  advocate  these  meas- 
ures. It  is  my  intention  to  make  my  course  of 
reasoning  as  precise  and  distinct  as  possible. 
Because  I  invite  scrutiny.  I  contend  for  my 
country  according  to  my  conscientious  concep- 
tions of  its  best  interests.  If  there  be  fallacy, 
detect  it.  My  invitation  is  given  to  generous 
disputants.  As  to  your  stump  orators,  who 
utter  low  invective  and  mistake  it  for  wit,  and 
gross  personality,  and  pass  it  off  for  argument, 
I  descend  not  to  their  level ;  nor  recognize  their 
power  to  injm-e ;  nor  even  to  offend. 

Whatever  obligations  are  incumbent  upon 
this  nation,  in  consequence  of  the  act  of  the 
first  of  May,  1810,  they  result  from  the  follow- 
ing section:  "And  ie  it  further  enacted,  That 
in  case  either  Great  Britain  or  France  shall, 
before  the  third  day  of  March  next,  so  revoke 
or  modify  her  edicts  as  that  they  shall  cease  to 
violate  the  neutral  commerce  of  the  United 
States,  which  fact  the  President  of  the  United 
States  shall  declare  by  proclamation,  and  if  the 
other  nation  shaU  not,  within  three  months 
thereafter,  so  revoke  or  modify  her  edicts,  in 
like  manner,  then  the  third,  fourth,  fifth,  sixth, 
seventh,  eighth,  ninth,  tenth,  and  eighteenth 
sections  of  the  act,  entitled  '  An  act  to  interdict 
the  commercial  intercourse  between  the  United 
States  and  Great  Britain  and  France,  and  their 
dependencies,  and  for  other  purposes,'  shall, 
from  and  after  the  expiration  of  three  months 
from  the  date  of  the  proclamation  aforesaid,  be 
revived  and  have  full  force  and  effect,  so  far  as 
relates  to  the  dominions,  colonies,  and  depen- 
dencies of  the  nation  thus  refusing  or  neglect- 
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ing  to  revoke  or  modity  her  edicts  in  manner 
aforesaid.  And  the  restrictions  imposed  by 
this  act  shall,  from  the  date  of  such  proolaiiia- 
tion,  cease  and  be  discontinued  in  relation  to 
the  nation  revoking  or  modifying  her  decrees, 
in  the  manner  aforesaid." 

Divested  of  technical  expression,  this  is  the 
abstract  form  of  this  section.  It  provides  that 
a  new  commercial  condition  shall  result,  on  the 
occurrence  of  a  specified  fact ;  which  fact  the 
President  shall  declare.  On  this  state  of  the 
subject  I  observe  that  nothing  in  the  act  indi- 
cates whether  the  object  of  the  United  States, 
in  providing  for  this  eventual  commercial  con- 
dition, was  its  own  benefit,  convenience,  or 
pleasure ;  or  whether  it  was  in  the  nature  of  a 
proffer  to  foreign  nations.  It  will,  however, 
be  agreed  on  all  sides,  that  the  object  was 
either  the  one  or  the  other.  If  the  object  were 
our  own  benefit,  convenience,  or  pleasure,  it 
will  not  be  pretended  that  we  are  under  any 
obligation  to  continue  the  system.  For  that 
which  was  adopted,  solely  for  either  of  these 
ends,  may,  whenever  our  views  concerning 
them  vary,  be  abandoned ;  it  being  the  concern 
of  no  other.  But  it  is  said  that  the  act  was,  in 
truth,  a  profier  to  the  two  belligerents,  of  com- 
merce to  the  obsequious  nation,  prohibition  of 
commerce  to  the  contumacious  nation.  If  this 
were  the  case,  I  shall  agree,  for  the  sake  of 
argument,  that  it  ought  to  be  fulfilled  to  the 
full  extent  of  the  terms.  But  inasmuch  as  there 
is,  in  the  terms  of  the  act,  no  indication  of  such 
a  profier,  it  follows  that  its  nature  must  arise 
from  the  circumstances  of  the  case;  and  that 
the  whole  of  the  obligation,  whatever  it  is, 
grows  out  of  an  honorable  understanding,  and 
nothing  else.  As  such,  I  admit,  it  should  be 
honorably  fulfilled.  The  nature  of  this  proflfer 
is  that  of  a  proposition  upon  terms.  Now  what 
I  say  is,  and  it  is  the  foundation  of  my  argu- 
ment, that  whoever  claims  an  honorable  com- 
pliance with  such  a  proposition,  must  be  able 
to  show,  on  his  part,  an  honorable  acceptance 
and  fulfilment  of  the  terms.  The  terms  our 
act  proposed  were — an  act  to  be  done ;  an  efiect 
to  be  produced.  The  act  to  be  done  was,  the 
revocation  or  modification  of  the  edicts.  The 
efiect  to  be  produced  was  that  this  revocation 
or  modification  should  be  such  as  that  these 
edicts  should  "cease  to  violate  our  neutral 
commerce."  Now  the  questions  which  result 
are,  has  the  act  been  done?  If  done,  has  it 
been  so  done  as  to  amount  to  an  honorable  ful- 
filment or  acceptance  of  our  terms  ?  The  ex- 
amination of  these  two  points  will  explain  the 
real  situation  of  these  United  States,  and  the 
actual  state  of  their  obligations. 

In  considering  the  question  whether  the  fact 
of  revocation,  or  modification,  has  occurred,  it 
is  unfortunate  that  it  does  involve,  at  least  in 
popular  estimation,  the  propriety  of  the  pro- 
clamation, issued  on  the  second  of  November 
last,  by  the  President  of  the  United  States.  I 
regret,  as  much  as  any  one,  that  such  is  the 
state  of  things,  that  the  question,  whether  a 


foreign  despot  has  done  a  particular  act,  seems 
necessarily  to  be  connected  with  the  question 
concerning  the  prudence  and  perspicacity  with 
which  our  own  Chief  Magistrate  has  done  an- 
other act.  I  say  in  popular  estimation  these 
subjects  seem  so  connected.  I  do  not  think 
that,  in  the  estimation  of  wise  and  reflecting 
men,  they  are  necessarily  thus  connected.  For 
the  fact  might  not  have  occurred  precisely  in 
the  form  contemplated  by  the  act  of  May,  1810, 
and  yet  the  Pr«ident  of  the  United  States,  in 
issuing  his  proclamation,,  might  be  either  justi- 
fiable or  excusable.  It  might  be  justifiable. 
A  power  intrusted  to  a  politician  to  be  used  on 
the  occurrence  of  a  particular  event,  for  the 
purpose  of  obtaining  a  particular  end,  he  may 
sometimes  be  justifiable  in  using,  in  a  case 
which  may  not  be  precisely  that  originally  con- 
templated. It  may  be  effectually,  though  not 
formally,  the  same.  It  may  be  equally  efficient 
in  attaining  the  end.  In  such  a  case  a  politi- 
cian never  will,  and  perhaps  ought  not  to  hesi- 
tate at  taking  the  responsibility,  which  arises 
from  doing  the  act  in  a  case  not  coming  within 
the  verbal  scope  of  his  authority.  Thus,  in  the 
present  instance.  The  President  of  the  United 
States  might  have  deemed  the  terms,  in  the 
letter  of  the  Duke  of  Cadore,  such  as  gave  a 
reasonable  expectation  of  acceptance  on  the 
part  of  Great  Britain.  He  has  taken  the  re- 
sponsibility. He  has  been  deceived.  Neither 
Great  Britain  accepts  the  terms,  nor  France 
performs  her  engagements.  The  proclamation 
might  thus  have  been  wise,  though  unfortunate 
in  its  result.  And  as  to  excuse,  will  it  be  said 
that  there  is  nothing  of  the  sort  in  this  case? 
"Why,  sir,  our  Administration  saw  the  Great 
Napoleon,  according  to  his  own  confession, 
over  head  and  ears  in  love  with  the  American 
people.  At  such  a  sight  as  this,  was  it  to  be 
expected  of  flesh  and  blood  that  they  should 
hesitate  to  plunge  into  a  sea  of  bliss,  and  in- 
dulge in  joy  with  such  an  amorous  Cyprian? 

But,  whether  the  fact  has  occurred,  on  which 
alone  this  proclamation  could  have  legally  is- 
sued, is  a  material  inquiry  and  cannot  be  evaded, 
let  it  reach  where  or  whom  it  will.  For  with 
this  is  connected  the  essential  condition  of  this 
country ;  on  this  depends  the  multiplied  rights 
of  our  fellow-citizens,  whose  property  has  been 
or  may  be  seized  or  confiscated  under  this  law : 
and  hence  result  our  obligations,  if  any,  as  is 
pretended,  exist.  It  is  important  here  to  ob- 
serve, that,  according  to  the  terms  of  the  act 
of  May  1,  1810,  the  law  of  March  1,  1809,  re- 
vives on  the  occurrence  of  the  fact  required, 
and  not  on  the  proclamation  issued.  If  the 
fact  had  not  occurred,  the  proclamation  is  a 
dead  letter,  and  no  subsequent  performance  of 
the  required  fact,  by  either  belligerent,  can 
retroact  so  as  to  give  validity  to  the  previous 
proclamation.  The  course  required  by  the  act 
of  the  1st  of  May,  1810,  unquestionably  is,  that 
the  fact  i-equired  to  be  done  should  he  prece- 
dent, in  point  of  time,  to  the  right  accruing  to 
issue  the   proclamation ;   and  of  consequence 
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that,  by  no  construction,  can  any  subsequent 
performance  of  the  fact  required  operate  back- 
ward to  support  a  proclamation  issued  previous 
to  the  occurrence  of  that  fact  ?  Whenever  this 
fact  is  really  done,  a  new  proclamation  is  re- 
quired to  comply  with  the  provisions  of  the 
act,  and  to  give  efficacy  to  them. 

I  am  the  more  particular  in  refemng  to  this 
necessary  construction,  resulting  from  the  terms 
of  the  act  of  the  first  of  May  last,  because  it  is 
very  obvious  that  a  different  opinion  did  until 
very  lately,  and  probably  does  now,  prevail  on 
this  floor.  We  all  recollect  what  a  state  of  de- 
pression the  conduct  of  Bonaparte  in  seizing  our 
vessels,  subsequent  to  the  first  of  November, 
produced,  as  soon  as  it  was  known  in  this  House, 
and  what  a  sadden  joy  was  lighted  up  in  it, 
when  the  news  of  the  arrival  of  a  French  Min- 
ister was  communicated.  Great  hopes  were 
entertained  and  expressed,  that  he  would  bring 
some  formal  revocation  of  his  edicts,  or  disa- 
vowal of  the  seizures  which  might  retroact  and 
support  the  proclamation.  It  was  confidently 
expected  that  some  explanation,  at  least  of  these 
outrages,  would  be  contained  in  his  portman- 
teau ;  that  under  his  powder-pufij  or  in  his  snuff 
box,  some  dust  would  be  found  to  throw  into 
the  eyes  of  the  American  people;  which  might 
so  far  blind  the  sense,  as  to  induce  them  to  ac- 
quiesce in  the  enforcement  of ,  the  non-inter- 
course, without  any  very  scrupulous  scrutiny 
into  the  preformanoe  of  the  conditions  by  Bona- 
parte. But,  alas  !  sir,  the  Minister  is  as  parsi- 
monious as  his  master  is  voracious.  He  has  not 
condescended  to  extend  one  particle,  not  one 
pinch  of  comfort  to  the  Administration.  From 
anything  in  the  Messages  of  our  President,  it 
wouM  not  be  so  much  as  known  that  such  a 
blessed  vision,  as  was  this  new  Envoy,  had 
saluted  his  eyes.  His  communications  preserve 
an  ominous  silence  on  the  topic.  Administra- 
tion, after  all  their  hopes,  have  been  compelled 
to  resort  to  the  old  specific,  and  have  caused  to 
be  tipped  upon  our  tables  a  cart-load  of  sand, 
grit,  and  sawdust,  from  our  metaphysical  me- 
chanic, who  seesaws  at  St.  James',  as  they  pull 
the  wire  here  in  Washington.  Yes,  sir,  a  letter 
written  on  the  tenth  day  of  December  last,  by 
our  Minister  in  London,  is  seriously  introduced 
to  prove,  by  abstract  reasoning,  that  the  Berlin 
and  Milan  decrees  had  ceased  to  exist  on  the 
first  of  the  preceding  November,  of  whose  ex- 
istence, as  late  as  the  25th  of  last  December,  we 
have,  as  far  as  the  nature  of  things  permit, 
ocular,  auricular,  and  tangible  demonstration. 
And  the  people  of  this  country  are  invited  to 
believe  the  logic  of  Mr.  Pinkney  in  the  face  of 
the  fact  of  a  continued  seizure  of  all  the  vessels 
which  came  within  the  grasp  of  the  French  cus- 
tom-house, from  the  first  of  November,  down 
to  the  date  of  our  last  accounts ;  and,  in  de- 
fiance of  the  declaration  of  our  Charge  d' Af- 
faires, made  on  the  10th  of  December,  that  "  it 
will  not  be  pretended  that  the  decrees  have  in 
fact  been  revoked,"  and  in  utter  discredit  of  the 
allegation  of  the  Duke  of  Massa,  made  on  the 


25th  of  the  same  month,  which,  in  effect,  de- 
clares the  Berlin  and  Milan  decrees  exist,  by 
declaring  "  that  they  shall  remain  suspended." 
After  such  evidence  as  this,  the  question  whether 
a  revocation  or  modification  of  the  edicts  of 
France  has  so  occurred  "  as  that  they  cease  to 
violate  the  neutral  commerce  of  the  United 
States,"  does  no  longer  depend  upon  the  sub- 
tleties of  syllogistic  skill,  nor  is  to  be  disproved 
by  any  power  of  logical  illation.  It  is  an  affair 
of  sense  and  feeling.  And  our  citizens,  whose 
property  has  been,  since  the  first  of  November, 
uniformly  seized,  and  of  which  they  are  avow- 
edly to  be  deprived  three  months,  and  which  is 
then  only  to  be  returned  to  them  on  the  condi- 
tion of  good  behavior,  may  as  soon  be  made  to 
believe,  by  the  teaching  of  philosophy,  that 
their  rights  are  not  violated,  as  a  wretch, 
writhing  under  the  lash  of  the  executioner, 
might  be  made  by  a  course  of  reasoning  to  be- 
lieve, that  the  natural  state  of  his  flesh  was  not 
violated,  and  that  his  shoulders,  out  of  which 
blood  was  flowing  at  every  stroke,  were  in  the 
quiet  enjoyment  of  outicular  ease. 

Whether  the  revocation  expressed  in  the  let- 
ter of  the  Duke  of  Oadore,  was  absolute  or  con- 
ditional, or  whether  the  conditions  were  pre- 
cedent or  subsequent,  in  the  present  state  of  our 
evidence,  it  seems  scarcely  important  to  inquire. 
Yet  the  construction  of  that  celebrated  passage, 
in  his  letter  of  the  5th  of  August,  has  been,  as 
I  have  ever  seen,  given  so  much  in  the  manner 
of  lawyers,  and  so  little  in  that  of  statesmen, 
that  it  deserves  a  short  elucidation ;  how  much 
the  words  "  it  being  understood  that,"  in  their 
particular  position  are  worth  ;  and  whether  they 
have  the  effect  of  a  condition  precedent,  or  of  a 
condition  subsequent.  A  statesman  will  look 
at  the  terms  contained  in  that  letter  in  a  dif- 
ferent aspect,  not  for  the  purpose  of  ascertain- 
ing how  much  a  court  of  law  might  be  able  to 
make  of  them,  as  to  discern  in  what  position  of 
language  the  writer  intended  to  intrench  him- 
self, and  to  penetrate  his  real  policy,  notwith- 
standing the  veil  in  which  he  chose  to  envelope 
it.  He  wUl  consider  the  letter  in  connection 
with  the  general  course  of  French  policy,  and 
the  particular  circumstances  which  produced 
it._  By  these  lights,  it  is  scarcely  possible  to 
mistake  the  character  and  true  construction  of 
these  expressions.  Upon  recurring  to  the 
Berlin  and  Milan  decrees,  it  wUl  be  found  that 
they  contain  a  solemn  pledge,  that  "  they  shall 
continue  to  be  rigorously  in  force,  as  long  as 
that  (the  English)  Government  does  not  return 
to  the  principle  of  the  law  of  nations."  Their 
determination  to  support  this  pledge,  the  French 
Government  has  uniformly  and  undeviatingly 
declared.  They  have  told  us  constantly  that 
they  require  a  previous  revocation  on  the  part 
of  Great  Britain,  as  the  condition  of  their  re- 
scinding those  edicts.  The  question  who  should 
first  revoke  their  edicts  had  come  to  be,  noto- 
riously, a  sort  of  point  of  honor  between  the  two 
belligerents.  Perfectly  acquainted  with  this 
state  of  things,  we  have  been  perpetually  ne- 
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gotiating  between  the  one  and  the  other,  and 
contending  with  each  that  it  was  his  duty  pre- 
viously to  revoke.  At  length  the  French  Gov- 
ernment, either  tired  with  our  solicitations,  or 
more  probably,  seeing  their  own  advantage  in 
our  anxiety  to  get  rid  of  these  decrees,  which 
yet,  as  an  essential  part  of  its  continental  system 
of  total  commercial  exclusion  it  never  intended 
to  abandon,  devised  this  scheme  of  policy,  which 
has  been  the  source  of  so  much  contest,  and 
has  puzzled  all  the  metaphysicians  in  England 
and  the  United  States.  Oadore  is  directed  to 
say  to  Mr.  Armstrong :  "  In  this  new  state  of 
things  I  am  authorized  to  declare  to  you,  sir, 
that  the  decrees  of  Berlin  and  Milan  are  re- 
voked, and  that  after  the  first  of  November 
they  will  cease  to  have  effect ;  it  being  under- 
stood that,  in  consequence  of  this  declaration, 
the  English  shall  revoke  their  Orders  in  Council, 
and  renounce  the  new  principles  of  blockade 
which  they  have  wished  to  establish ;  or  that 
the  United  States,  conformably  to  the  act  you 
have  just  communicated,  shall  cause  their  rights 
to  be  respected  by  the  English."  In  this  curious 
gallimaufry  of  time  present  and  time  future, 
of  doing  and  refraining  to  do,  of  declaration  and 
understanding,  of  English  duties  and  American 
duties,  it  is  easy  to  trace  the  design,  and  see  its 
adaptation  to  the  past  and  present  policy  of  the 
French  Emperor.  The  time  present  was  used, 
because  the  act  of  the  United  States  required 
that  previously  to  the  proclamation  the  edicts 
"  shall  be  "  revoked.  And  this  is  the  mighty 
mystery  of  time  present  being  used,  in  express- 
ing an  act  intended  to  be  done  in  time  future. 
For  if,  as  the  order  of  time,  and  the  state  of  in- 
tention indicated,  time  future  had  been  used, 
and  the  letter  of  Oadore  had  said  the  decrees 
shall  be  revoked  on  the  first  of  November  next, 
then  the  proclamation  could  not  be  issued,  be- 
cause the  President  would  be  obliged  to  wait 
to  have  evidence  that  the  act  had  been  effect- 
ually done.-  Now  as  the  French  Emperor 
never  intended  that  it  should  be  effectuated,  and 
yet  meant  to  have  all  the  advantage  of  an  ef- 
fectual deed  without  performing  it,  this  nota- 
ble scheme  was  invented.  And,  by  French 
finesse,  and  American  acquiescence,  a  thing  is 
considered  as  effectually  done,  if  the  declaration 
that  it  is  done  be  made  in  language  of  time 
present,  notwithstanding  the  time  of  perform- 
ance is  in  the  same  breath  declared  to  be  in 
time  future.  Having  thus  secured  the  concur- 
rence of  the  American  administration,  the  next 
part  of  the  scheme  was  so  to  arrange  the  ex- 
pression that  either  the  British  Government 
should  not  accede,  or  if  it  did  accede,  that  it 
should  secure  to  France  the  point  of  honor — a 
previous  revocation  by  the  British ;  and  if  they  '■ 
did  not  accede,  that  there  should  be  a  color  for 
seizures  and  sequestrations,  and  thus  still 
further  to  bind  the  Americans  over  to  their 
good  behavior.  All  this  is  attained  by  this 
well-devised  expression  "itbemg  understood 
that,  in  consequence  of  this  declaration,  the 
lEnglish  shall  revoke." 


Now,  Great  Britain  either  would  accede  to 
the  terms,  or  she  would  not.  If  she  did,  and 
did  it  as  the  terms  required,  in  consequence  of 
this  declaration,  then  it  must  be  done  previous 
to  the  first  of  November,  and  then  the  point  of 
honor  was  saved  to  France ;  so  that  thus 
France,  by  a  revocation  verbally  present,  effect- 
ually future,  would  attain  an  effectual  previous 
revocation  fi-om  the  English.  But  if,  as  France 
expected  Great  Britain  would  not  trust  in  such 
paper  security,  «id  therefore  not  revoke,  pre- 
viously to  the  first  of  November,  then  an  apol- 
ogy might  be  found  for  France,  to  justify  her  in 
refusing  to  effectuate  that  present,  future,  and 
absolute,  conditional  revocation.  And  if  ever 
the  Duke  of  Oadore  shall  condescend,  which  it 
is  probable  he  never  will,  to  reason  with  our 
Government  on  the  subject,  he  may  teU  them 
that  they  knew  that  the  French  Emperor  had 
issued  those  decrees,  upon  the  pledge  that  they 
were  to  continue  until  the  British  abandoned 
their  maritime  principles ;  that  he  told  us,  over, 
and  over,  and  over  again,  that  previous  revoca- 
tion by  the  British  was  absolutely  required ; 
that  for  the  purpose  of  putting  to  trial  the 
sincerity  of  the  British,  he  had  indeed  declared 
that  the  French  decrees  "are  revoked,"*on  the 
first  day  of  •  November  ensuing  ;  but  then  it 
was  on  the  expresssd  condition  that  in  conse- 
quence of  that  declaration,  not  of  the  revoca- 
tion, but  of  that  declaration,  the  British  were 
to  revoke,  and,  if  they  did  not,  the  "  under- 
standing" was  not  realized;  and  his  rights  of 
enforcing  his  system  remained  to  him.  And  I 
confess  I  do  not  well  see  what  answer  can  be 
made  to  such  an  argument.  Let  us  examine 
the  case  in  common  life.  Tou,  Mr.  Speaker, 
have  two  separate  tracts  of  land,  each  lying 
behind  the  farms  of  A  and  B,  so  that  you  can- 
not get  to  one  of  the  tracts,  without  going  over 
the  farm  of  A,  nor  to  the  other  tract  without 
going  over  the  farm  of  B.  For  some  cause  or 
other,  both  A  and  B  have  a  mutual  interest 
that  you  should  enjoy  the  right  of  passage  to 
your  tract,  over  the  farm  of  each  respectively. 
A  and  B  get  into  quarrels  and  wish  to  involve 
yoii  in  the  dispute.  You  keep  aloof,  but  are 
perpetually  negotiating  with  each  for  your  old 
right  of  passage-way,  and  telling  each  that  it  is 
owing  to  him  that  the  other  prohibits  your  en- 
joyment of  it  At  last  A  says  "Oome.  "We 
will  put  this  B  to  trial  I  on  this  fifth  day  of 
August,  declare  my  prohibitions  of  passage-way 
are  revolted,  and,  after  the  first  daiy  of  Novem- 
ber, my  prohibitions  shall  cease  to  have  effect ; 
but,  it  is  understood  that  B,  in  consequence  of 
this  declaration,  shall  also  revoke  his  prohibi- 
tion of  passage-way."  If  B  refuses,  does  A, 
under  the  circumstances  of  such  a  declaration, 
violate  any  obligation,  should  he  refuse  to  per- 
mit the  passage  ?  Might  not  A  urge  with  great 
color  and  force  of  argument,  that  this  arrange- 
ment was  the  effect  of  your  solicitation  and  as- 
surance that  B  would  be  tempted  by  such  a 
proffer,  and  that  the  revocation  of  B  was  re- 
quu-ed,  by  the  terms,  to  be  the  consequence  of 


376 


ABRIDGMENT  OF  THE 


H.  OF  R.] 


Commercial  Intercourse. 


[Febeoaey,  1811. 


A's  declaration,  for  the  very  purpose  of  indi- 
cating that  it  must  he  anterior  to  the  fact  of 
A's  effectual  revocation  ?  But  let  this  be  as  it 
will ;  suppose  that  you,  on  the  first  of  Novem- 
ber, in  consequence  of  A's  assurance,  had  sent 
your  servants  and  teams  to  bring  home  your 
products,  and  A  should  seize  your  oxen,  and 
teams  and  products,  and  drive  your  servants, 
after  having  stripped  them,  from  his  farm,  and 
should  tell  you,  th.it  he  should  keep  this,  and 
all  other  property  of  yours,  on  which  he  can 
lay  his  hands,  for  three  months,  and  then  he 
should  restore  it  to  you,  or  not,  as  he  saw  fit, 
according  to  his  opinion  of  your  good  behavior. 
I  ask,  if,  in  any  sense,  you  could  truly  say  that 
on  the  first  day  of  November  the  prohibitions 
or  edicts  of  A  were  so  revoked,  that  they  ceased 
to  violate  your  liberty  of  passage  1  Sir,  when 
viewed  in  relation  to  common  life,  the  idea  is  so 
absurd,  that  it  would  be  absolutely  abusive  to 
ask  the  question.  I  refer  the  decision  of  so 
simple  a  case  to  the  sound  sense  of  the  Ameri- 
can people,  and  not  to  that  of  "  scurvy  politi- 
cians, who  seem  to  see  the  things  they  do  not." 
In  a  condensed  form  my  argument  is  this.  From 
a  revocation  merely  verbal,  no  obligations  re- 
sult. By  the  terms  of  our  act  the  revocation 
must  be  effectual,  "  so  as  the  edict  shall  cease 
to  violate  our  rights."  Now  the  simple  ques- 
tion is,  whether  a  uniform  seizure,  since  the 
first  of  November,  under  those  edicts  (for  none 
other  are  pretended)  of  all  their  property,  and 
holding  it  for  three  months,  to  see  how  they 
will  behave,  be  or  be  not  a  violation  of  the 
rights  of  the  American  people  ?  In  relation  to 
the  revival  by  a  formal  declaration  of  the  non- 
intercourse  system,  as  is  proposed  in  one  of 
these  sections,  I  offer  this  argument :  Either  the 
fact,  on  which  the  President's  proclamation 
could  alone  have  been  issued,  has  occurred  or 
it  has  not.  If  it  has  occurred,  then  the  law  of 
March,  1809,  is  revived,  and  this  provision,  by  a 
declarative  law,  is  unnecessary.  If  it  have  not 
occurred,  then  there  is  no  obligation  to  revive 
it,  for  alone  on  the  occurrence  of  the  specified 
fact  does  our  obligation  depend.  In  such  case 
the  revival  by  declaration  is  a  mere  gratuity  to 
Napoleon.  This  is  in  fact  the  true  character  of 
the  law.  As  to  the  provisions  for  relief  of  our 
merchants  against  anticipated  seizure,  I  hold 
them  scarcely  deserving  consideration.  Heaven 
be  praised  we  have  independent  tribunals  and 
intelligent  juries.  Our  judges  are  not  corrupt 
and  our  yeomanry  will  not  be  swayed  in  their 
decisions,  by  the  hope  of  presidential  favors, 
nor  be  guided  by  party  influence.  The  harpies 
of  your  custom-house  dare  as  soon  eat  off  their 
own  claws,  as  thrust  them,  in  the  present  state 
of  the  law  of  March,  1809,  into  the  fatness  of 
their  fellow-citizens.  The  timorous  and  light- 
shunning  herd  of  spies  and  informers  have  too 
much  instinct  to  pounce  on  such  a  prey. 

But,  in  order  to  cause  any  obligation  to  result 
under  the  law  of  May  1,  1810,  it  is  necessary, 
not  only  that  the  fact  required  be  done,  and  the 
effect  required  produced ;  but  also  the  terms  of 


that  act  must  be  accepted.  The  proffer  we 
made,  if  such  be  the  character  of  that  act,  was 
only  to  revive  the  non-intercourse  law  against 
the  contumacious  belligerent,  after  three  months 
had  expired  from  the  date  of  the  proclamation. 
Now  it  is  remarkable,  that,  so  far  from  accept- 
ing the  terms  of  the  proposition  contained  in 
our  act,  as  the  extent  of  our  obligations,  Bona- 
parte expressly  tells  us  that  they  mean  sonle- 
thing  else;  and  something,  too,  that  no  man  in 
this  House  will  dare  to  aver  they  really  intend. 
It  is  also  remarkable  that  the  tenns  of  this 
celebrated  letter  from  the  Duke  of  Cadore,  of 
the  fifth  of  August,  which  have  been  represent- 
ed as  a  relaxation  in  the  rigor  of  the  French 
Emperor's  policy,  are,  in  fact,  something  worse 
than  the  original  terms  of  the  Milan  decree, 
and  that,  instead  of  having  obtained  a  boon 
from  a  friend  in  this  boasted  letter,  our  Ad- 
ministration have  only  caught  a  gripe  from  a 
Tartar.  By  the  terms  of  the  Milan  decree,  it 
was  to  "  cease  with  respect  to  all  nations  who 
compelled  the  English  to  respect  their  fiag." 
By  the  terms  of  the  letter  of  Oadore,  it  was  to 
cease  on  condition  that  the  United  States 
"  cause  their  rights  to  be  respected."  Now,  as 
much  as  an  obligation,  of  an  indefinite  extent, 
is  worse  than  a  definite  obligation,  just  so  much 
worse  are  the  terms  of  the  letter  of  Cadore, 
than  the  original  terms  of  the  Milan  decree. 
Mr.  Speaker,  let  us  not  be  deceived  concerning 
the  policy  of  the  French  Emperor.  It  is  stern, 
unrelenting,  and  unrelaxing.  So  far  from  any 
deviation  from  his  original  system  being  indi- 
cated in  this  letter  of  the  Duke  of  Oadore,  a 
strict  adherence  to  it  is  formally  and  carefully 
expressed.  Ever  since  the  commencement  of 
"his  continental  system,"  as  it  is  called,  the 
policy  of  Napoleon  has  uniformly  been  to  oblige 
the  tJnited  States  to  effectual  co-operation  in 
that  system.  As  early  as  the  7th  of  October, 
180T,  his  minister,  Ohampagny,  wrote  to  Gen- 
eral Armstrong,  that  the  interests  of  all  mari- 
time powers  were  common,  to  unite  in  support 
of  their  rights  against  England.  After  this 
followed  the  embargo,  which  co-operated  effect- 
ually at  the  very  critical  moment,  in  his  great 
plan  of  continental  commercial  restriction.  On 
the  24th  of  the  ensuing  November,- he  resorts 
to  the  same  language — "  in  violating  the  rights 
of  all  nations  England  has  united  them  all  by  a 
common  interest,  and  it  is  for  them  to  have  re- 
course to  force  agaiust  her."  He  then  proceeds 
to  invite  the  United  States  to  take  "  with  the 
whole  continent  the  part  of  guaranteeing  itself 
from  her  injustice,  and  in  forcing  her  to  a 
peace." 

On  the  15th  of  January,  1808,  he  is  some- 
what more  pointed  and  positive,  as  to  our  effi- 
cient concurrence  in  his  plan  of  policy.  For 
his  Minister,  Ohampagny,  then  tells  us,  that 
"  His  Majesty  has  no  doubt  of  a  declaration  of 
war  against  England  by  the  United  States,"  and 
he  then  proceeds  to  take  the  trouble  of  declar- 
ing war  out  of  our  hands,  and  volunteers  his 
services,  gratuitously,  to  declare  it,  in  our  name 


DEBATES  OF  CONGRESS. 


377 


Febedakt,  1811.] 


Commercial  Intercourse, 


[H.  OF  R. 


and  behalf.  "  War  exists  then,  in  fact,  between 
England  and  the  United  States ;  and  His  Ma- 
jesty considers  it  as  declared  from  the  day  on 
■which  England  published  her  decrees."  And 
in  order  to  make  assurance  doubly  sure,  he  se- 
questers our  vessels  in  his  ports,  "  until  a  deci- 
sion may  be  had  on  the  dispositions  to  be  ex- 
pressed by  the  United  States,"  on  his  proposi- 
tion of  considering  themselves  "  associated  in 
the  cause  of  all  the  powers,"  against  England. 
Now  in  all  this  there  is  no  deception,  and  can 
be  no  mistake,  as  to  the  purpose  of  his  policy. 
He  tells  us,  as  plain  as  language  can  speak,  that 
"  by  causing  our  rights  to  he  respected,"  he 
means  war,  on  his  side,  against  Great  Britain. 
That  "  our  interests  are  common" — that  he 
considers  us  already  "associates  in  the  war," 
and  that  he  sequesters  our  property  by  way  of 
security  for  our  dispositions.  This  is  his  old 
policy.  I  pray  some  gentlemen  on  the  other 
side  of  the  House  to  point  out  in  what  it  dif- 
fers from  the  new.  The  letter  of  Cadore  on 
the  fifth  of  August  tells  us,  it  is  expected  that 
we  "  cause  our  rights  to  be  respected,  in  con- 
formity to  our  act,"  and  the  same  letter  also 
tells  us  what  he  understands  to  be  the  meaning 
of  our  act.  "In  short,  Congress  engages  to 
oppose  itself  to  that  one  of  the  belligerent 
powers  which  shall  refuse  to  acknowledge  the 
rights  of  neutrals."  In  other  words,  "  by  caus- 
ing our  rights  to  be  respected,"  he  means  war 
on  his  side  against  Great  Britain.  In  perfect 
conformity  with  this  uniform,  undeviating  pol- 
icy', his  Minister,  Turreau,  tells  our  Govern- 
ment, in  his  letter  of  the  28th  of  November 
last,  that  "  the  modifications  to  be  given  to  the 
present  absolute  exclusion  of  our  products  will 
not  depend  upon  the  chance  of  events,  but  will 
be  the  result  of  measures,  firm  and  pursued 
with  perseverance,  which  the  two  Governments 
will  continue  to  adopt  to  withdraw  from  the 
monopoly  and  from  the  vexations  of  the  com- 
mon enemy  a  commerce  loyal  and  necessary  to 
France  as  well  as  the  United  States."  And  to 
the  end,  that  no  one  feature  of  his  policy  should 
be  changed,  or  even  appear  to  be  relaxed, 
his  Excellency  the  Duke  of  Massa,  and  his 
Excellency  the  Duke  of  Gaete,  in  their  re- 
spective letters  of  the  25th  of  December,  de- 
clare, that  the  property  taken,  shall  be  "  only 
sequestered  until  the  United  States  have  ful- 
filled their  engagements  to  cause  their  rights  to 
be  respected."  Now,  Mr.  Speaker,  is  there  a 
man  in  this  House  bold  enough  to  maintain,  or 
with  capacity  enough  to  point  out,  any  material 
variation  between  the  policy  of  France  to  this 
country,  subsequent  to  the  Oadore  letter,  of  the 
5th  of  August,  and  its  policy  anterior  to  that 
period  ?  The  character  of  the  policy  is  one  and 
indivisible.  Bonaparte  had  not  yielded  one 
inch  to  our  Administration.  Now,  as  he  neither 
performed  the  act  required  by  the  law  of  May, 
1810;  nor  produced  the  efiect;  nor  accepted 
the  terms  it  proposed ;  whence  arise  our  obli- 
gations? How  is  our  faith  plighted  ?  In  what 
way  are  we  bound  again  to  launch  our  country 


into  this  dark  sea  of  restriction ;  surrounded  on 
all  sides  with  perils  and  penalties  ? 

The  true  nature  of  this  Cadore  policy  is  alone 
to  be  discovered  in  the  character  of  his  master. 
Napoleon  is  a  universal  genius.  "  He  can  ex- 
change shapes  with  Proteus  to  advantage."  He 
hesitates  at  no  means  and  commands  every  skill. 
He  toys  with  the  weak — he  tampers  with  the 
mean — ^he  browbeats  the  haughty — with  the 
cunning  he  is  a  serpent.  For  the  courageous 
he  has  teeth  and^lons.  For  the  cowering  he 
has  hoofs.  He  found  our  Administration  a  pen 
and  ink  gentry — parchment  politicians ;  and  be 
has  laid,  for  these  ephemeral  essences,  a  paper 
fly-trap,  dipped  in  French  honey.  Hercules, 
finding  that  he  could  not  reach  our  Adminis- 
tration with  his  club,  and  that  they  were  out 
of  their  wits  at  the  sight  of  his  lion's  skin,  has 
condescended  to  meet  them  in  petticoats,  and 
conquer  them,  spinning  at  their  own  distaff. 

As  to  those  who,  after  the  evidence  now  in 
our  hands,  deny  that  the  decrees  exist,  I  can  no 
more  reason  with  them  than  with  those  who 
should  deny  the  sun  to  be  in  the  firmament,  at 
noon-day.  The  decrees  revoked  I  The  formal 
statute  act  of  a  despot  revoked  by  the  breath  of 
his  servile  Minister  ;  uttered  on  conditions  not 
performed  by  Great  Britain,  and  claiming  terms 
not  intended  to  be  performed  by  us  I  The  fat- 
ness of  our  commerce  secure,  when  every  wind 
of  heaven  is  burdened  with  the  sighs  of  our 
suffering  seamen,  and  the  coast  of  the  whole 
continent  heaped  with  the  plunder  of  our  mer- 
chants !  The  den  of  the  tiger  safe !  Yet  the 
tracks  of  those  who  enter  it  are  innumerable, 
and  not  a  trace  is  to  be  seen  of  a  returning  foot- 
step !  The  den  of  the  tiger  safe !  WhUe  the 
cry  of  the  mangled  victims  are  heard  through 
the  adamantine  walls  of  his  cave  ;  cries,  which 
despair  and  anguish  utter,  and  which  despotism 
itself  cannot  stifie ! 

No,  Mr.  Speaker.  Let  us  speak  the  truth. 
The  act  now  proposed  is  requu-ed  by  no  obliga' 
tion.  It  is  wholly  gratuitous.  Call  it  then  by 
its  proper  name.  The  first  fruit  of  French  al- 
liance. A  token,  a  transatlantic  submission. 
Any  thing  except  an  act  of  an  American  Con- 
gress, the  Eepresentatives  of  freemen. 

The  present  is  the  most  favorable  moment  for 
the  abandonment  of  these  restrictions,  unless  a 
settled  co-operation  with  the  French  continental 
system  be  determined.  We  have  tendered  the 
provisions  of  this  act  to  both  belligerents.  Both 
have  accepted-^both,  as  principals,  or  by  then- 
agents,  have  deceived  us. 

"We  talk  of  the  edicts  of  George  the  Third  and 
Napoleon.  Yet  those  of  the  President  of  the 
United  States,  under  your  law,  are  far  more  de- 
testable to  your  merchants.  Their  edicts  plun- 
dered the  rich.  His  make  those  who  are  poor 
still  poorer.  Their  decrees  attack  the  extremi- 
ties. His  proclamation  fixes  upon  the  vitals, 
and  checks  the  action  of  the  seat  of  commercial 
life. 

I  know  that  great  hopes  are  entertained  of  re- 
lief from  the  proposed  law,  by  the  prospect  of 
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a  British  regency.  Between  a  mad  monarch 
and  a  simpering  auccessor,  it  is  expected  the 
whole  system  of  that  nation  will  be  abandoned. 
Let  gentlemen  beware,  and  not  calculate  too 
certainly  on  the  fulfilment,  by  men  in  power,  of 
professions  made  out  of  it.  The  majority  need 
not  go  out  of  our  own  country,  nor  beyond 
their  own  practice,  to  be  convinced  how  easily, 
in  such  cases,  proud  promises  may  eventuate  in 
meagre  performance. 

The  whole  bearing  of  my  argument  is  to  this 
point.  It  is  time  to  take  our  own  rights  into 
our  own  keeping.  It  is  time,  if  we  will  not  pro- 
tect, to  refrain  from  hampering,  by  our  own  acts, 
the  commerce  of  our  country.  Put  your  mer- 
chants no  longer  under  the  guardianship  and 
caprice  of  foreign  powers.  Punish  not,  at  the 
instigation  of  foreigners,  your  own  citizens  for 
following  their  righteous  calling.  We  owe  noth- 
ing to  France.  We  owe  nothing  to  Great  Brit- 
ain. We  owe  every  thing  to  the  American  peo- 
ple. Let  us  show  ourselves  reaUy  independent ; 
and  look  to  a  grateful,  a  powerful,  and  then 
united  people,  for  support  against  every  aggres- 
sor. 

Mr.  MuMroKD. — The  gentleman  (Mr.  QurNOT) 
from  Massachusetts  has  given  us  a  long  talk, 
that  amused  the  House  very  much  with  tropes 
and  figures,  and  I  hope  has  convinced  himself 
that  he  is  right.  I  am  no  advocate  of  either 
belligerent,  I  have  not  much  confidence  in  the 
declarations  of  foreign  Governments.  I  did, 
however,  put  some  confidence  in  the  Erskine 
arrangement,  but  I  was  deceived ;  it  met  my 
approbation,  because  I  was  among  those  who 
were  determined  to  settle  our  disputes  with 
Great  Britain  in  our  own  way,  as  an  independ- 
ent nation.  And  I  will  now  ask  the  gentleman 
from  Massachusetts  whether,  if  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exche<iuer,  or  any  other  higher  authority 
in  Great  Britain,  should  write  a  letter  to  Sir 
William  Scott,  and  a  circular  letter  to  the  Col- 
lector of  Liverpool,  informing  them  that  the 
Orders  in  Council  did  not  apply  to  American  ves- 
sels from  and  after  the  1st  November,  he  would 
not  deem  those  letters  to  be  evidence  of  the 
fact  ?  If  so,  why  not  give  the  same  credence 
to  the  letters  of  the  Duke  of  Massa  and  the 
Due  de  Gaete  ?  I  wish  to  preserve  the  faith  of 
the  nation.  We  have  been  plundered  by  both 
belligerents,  and  have  as  little  confidence  in  the 
one  as  in  the  other ;  but  without  some  reUance 
on  tlie  word  of  constituted  authorities  there  is 
an  end  to  all  negotiations.  The  gentleman  says 
that  we  are  about  to  shut  up  "the  only  avenue 
to  our  commercial  hope."  These  are  his  own 
words.  Let  us  now  examine  this  avenue  to  our 
commercial  hope.  I  will  in  the  r  st  place  ask 
the  indulgence  of  the  House  while  I  read  and 
state  some  facts  from  a  letter  I  have  just  re- 
c»ived  from  Liverpool,  dated  January  8,  of  the 
present  year,  from  one  of  the  most  respectable 
houses  there,  which  states  that  the  importation 
of  cotton  from  the  United  States  was  320,000 
bales  in  1810;  that  there  were  then  145,000 
bales  on  hand ;  tobacco  imported  in  the  same 


period,   14,700  hogsheads;    and  notwithstand- 
ing the  consumption,  the  quantity  imported  kept 
the  market  supplied  constantly  with  about  the 
same  number  of  hogsheads  throughout  the  year 
1810.      Potashes  imported  28,946  barrels,  on 
hand  13,000  barrels:  rice 39,000  imported,  and 
there    remain    on  hand  very  large   supplies. 
Those  are  the  principal  articles  of  the  produce  of 
our  soil  unsold  on  8th  January,  1811,  in  the 
port  of  Liverpool  alone,  besides  the  quantities 
in  the  other  ports  of  Great  Britain ;  and  the 
same  letter  observes:  "This  supply  checks  any 
attempt  at  speculation,  and  without  an  export 
vent  is  procured,  the  stock  on  hand  must  remain 
unsalable ;  if  the  -beUigerents  return  to  a  sense 
of  justice,  the  continental  markets  being  in  that 
case  re-opened,  will  require  large  supplies,  and 
cause  our  market  to  rise."     The  prices  of  up- 
land cotton  are  stated  at  12d.  sterling  per  lb.; 
tobacco,  very  prime,  4d.  to  7d.,  middling  qual- 
ity, great  quantity  on  hand,  fit  only  for  conti- 
nental market,  at  1|  a  4d. ;  pot-ashes  £43  to  £44 
per  ton — rice  19  to  23  per  cwt."    Sir,  there  is 
no  American  merchant  who  can  pursue  that 
commerce,  attended  with  the  enormous  cliarges 
and  duties  imposed  on  those  articles  without, 
inevitable  ruin ;  and  I  call  to  the  recollection  of 
gentlemen  the  numerous  failures  in  consequence 
of  biUs  of  exchange  returned  under  protest, 
which  had  been  predicated  on  shipments  to 
British  ports;  and  yet  the  gentleman  from  Mas- 
sachusetts tells  us  this  is  "  the  only  avenue  to 
our  commercial  hope."     Send  your  vessels  to 
the  Brazils,  you  meet  them  there  intriguing 
against  your  commerce ;  to  E  jenos  Ayres,  you 
find  them  there;  to  Oayeinne,  there   also;    to 
Terra  Firma,  you  there  find  them  in  conjunc- 
tion with  Miranda  intriguing  and  counteracting 
your  commerce;  to  Barbadoes,  Surinam,  De- 
merara,  Trinidad,  Martinique,  Guadaloupe,  Ja- 
maica, &o.,  and  you  are  met  with  enormous 
port  charges,  and  duties  amounting  to  prohibi- 
tion on  the  staple  articles  of  the  New  England 
States ;  codfish,  beef,  pork,  butter,  lard,  cheese, 
hams,  &c.    It  is  true  we  are  admitted  every 
now  and  then,  at  the  mere  wiU  and  caprice  of 
a  governor,  to  import  into  those  colonies  flour 
at  a  duty  of  one  dollar  per  barrel ;  rice  and  lum- 
ber in  proportion ;  on  condition  that  you  shall 
not  take  away  any  article  but  rum  and  molas- 
ses, and  this  is  the  only  avenue  to  our  commer- 
cial hope.    They  are  like  the  locusts  of  Egypt 
in  relation  to  our  commerce.      What  has  be- 
come of  your  1,350,000  tons  of  .shipping,  valued 
at  fifty  dollars  per  ton,  amounting  to  $67,500- 
000,  one-third  of  which  belongs  to  Massachu- 
setts?    Is  the  gentleman  willing  to  surrender 
the  carrying  trade  to  Great  Britain  ?    Let  him 
turn  his  attention  to  the  ports  of  New  York, 
Philadelphia,  Baltimore,  Norfolk,  Charleston, 
and  New  Orleans,  and  he  will  find  that  British 
ships  are  now  taking  the  bread  out  of  the  months 
of  his  own  constituents.     They  are  enabled  to 
take  freight  on  so  much  lower  terms  than  Amer- 
ican vessels  can  aflford  to  do  it  in  consequence  of 
the  very  great  difierence  of  duties  in  Great  Brit- 
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ain,  between  importations  in  America  or  in  a 
British  ship,  that  we  cannot  compete  with  them 
unless  you  will  countervail  them,  and  take  a 
decisive  stand  in  defence  of  your  commerce  to 
continental  Europe,  and  carry  your  produce  di- 
rect to  the  consumers,  and  be  no  longer  sub- 
jected to  be  fleeced  by  the  monopolizers  and 
retailers  of  the  old  world.  They  are  not  con- 
tent to  have  the  whole  products  of  your  soil  de- 
posited on  their  Island,  on  which  they  receive 
an  enormous  import,  and  raise  an  extra  war 
tax,  besides ;  but  they  will  claim  very  soon  the 
exclusive  right  to  carry  it  when  and  where  they 
please  in  their  own  ships.  We  are  thus  reduced 
to  a  worse  situation  than  in  a  state  of  coloniza- 
tion; we  have  now  all  the  disadvantages  of 
being  plundered  by  their  navy,  and  none  of  the 
advantages  of  receiving  its  protection,  although 
they  have  the  impudence  to  charge  us  four  per 
cent,  convoy  duty  on  their  gewgaws  and  manu- 
factures, which  convoy  they  do  not  give  us. 
Can  this  be  a  desirable  state  of  things  ?  And 
if  persevered  in,  I  am  convinced  the  commerce 
of  the  United  States  will  descend  into  the  same 
tomb  with  the  gentleman's  story  of  the  coffin. 
There  are  three  classes  of  your  citizens  to  be 
provided  for,  as  contemplated  in  the  provisions 
of  this  bill — first,  sequestrations  inFrance,  Spain, 
Italy,  Holland,  Denmark,  Sweden,  Prussia,  and 
Eussia.  Second,  those  who  have  sailed  to  France 
under  the  faith  of  the  Duke  of  Oadore's  letter 
of  the  5th  of  August.  Third,  importers  of  Brit- 
ish manufactures.  But  it  would  seem  by  the 
arguments  I  have  heard  advanced  in  this  House 
that  there  were  only  the  latter  class  to  be  pro- 
vided for,  and,  as  I  presume  British  precedent 
and  authority  will  be  admitted  by  the  gentle- 
man from  Massachusetts  to  be  good  evidence,  I 
will  inform  him  and  the  House,  what  was  the 
concurrent  testimony  of  the  English  merchants 
before  the  bar  of  the  House  of  Commons  on  the 
subject  of  exports  and  imports  of  the  United 
States.  They  stated  on  oath  that  the  exports 
to  the  United  States  were  about  twelve  mil- 
lions sterling,  and  that  the  imports  were  about 
four  millions  on  an  average  for  the  years  1802, 
1803,  1804:,  when  there  were  no  decrees  against 
American  commerce,  and  consequently  it  took 
its  own  natural  channel  and  supplied  each  mar- 
ket according  to  its  natural  consumption.  The 
difference  between  export  and  import  being 
about  eight  millions  sterling  against  us.  Those 
English  merchants  state  that  it  was  made  up 
and  received  from  our  trade  with  continental 
Europe;  this  has  not  been  disproved  by  the 
British  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  nor  by 
his  friend  Stevens,  of  War  in  Disguise — it  is  a 
fact ;  they  cannot  deny  it.  And  shall  we  be  told 
about  the  profitable  commerce  with  Great  Brit- 
ain? After  a  statement  of  these  facts,  shall 
we  go  on  to  gorge  their  warehouses  with  twelve 
millions  sterling  of  produce,  when  their  own 
internal  consumption  does  not  exceed  four  mil- 
lions sterling  ?  I  hope  not ;  and  I  do  trust  that 
the  time  is  not  far  distant  when  we  shall  assert 
and  defend  our  just  rights. 


Mr.  Blaisdbll. — ^Mr.  Speaker:  nothing  would 
induce  me  to  address  you  at  this  late  hour, 
while  there  is  so  great  a  commotion  in,  and  so 
many  tokens  of  impatience  manifested  by,  the 
House,  but  a  sense  of  duty,  and  a  desire  to  lend 
my  feeble  aid  in  arresting  the  progress  of  a 
measure  which,  in  my  opinion,  involves  a  ques- 
tion of  no  less  importance  than  whether  we  are 
prepared,  after  having  been  insulted,  robbed, 
and  deceived,  by  the  French  Emperor,  to  follow 
the  fatal  examplg  of  the  petty,  servile  States  of 
Europe,  and  throw  this  people  into  the  embraces 
of  that  monster,  at  whose  perfidy  and  corruption 
Lucifer  blushes  and  Hell  itself  stands  astonished. 
If  I  understand  the  amendment  of  the  honorable 
gentleman  from  Virginia,  its  principal  object  is 
to  renew  the  non-intercourse  of  1809,  so  far  as 
it  respects  Great  Britain,  which  was  previously 
attempted  to  be  revived  by  the  proclamation  of 
the  President  of  the  second  of  November  last. 
I  should  have  supposed  that,  rather  than  have 
made  so  glaring  a  confession  that  that  State 
paper  misstated  fact,  the  gentleman  would  have 
been  dissuaded  from  his  darling  object,  the  non- 
intercourse.  But  it  seems  that  when  it  comes 
in  competition  with  the  views  of  Napoleon,  the 
veracity  of  the  President  must  be  sacrificed. 
But,  sir,  convinced  as  I  am,  that  our  paper  war, 
which  has  been  applied  to  all  purposes,  even  to 
calling  out  the  army,  raising  the  militia,  press- 
ing the  horses,  &c.,  and  sending  them  on  an 
expedition  the  distance  of  five  hundred  miles, 
with  express  orders  not  to  fight,  has  damned 
the  character  of  this  Government,  broken  down 
the  spirit  of  the  nation,  embarrassed  our  citizens, 
and  emptied  the  late  overflowing  Treasury,  so 
as  to  render  the  resort  to  borrowing  necessary; 
I  cannot  but  hope  that  the  amendment  on  your 
table  will  be  rejected  to  give  place  to  an  amend- 
ment offered  some  days  ago  by  an  honorable 
gentleman  from  New  York,  (Mr.  Emott,)  when 
this  bill  was  under  discussion  in  Committee  of 
the  Whole. 

Sir,  if  I  understand  that  amendment,  it  went 
to  suspend  the  whole  restrictive  system,  except 
the  third  section  o&the  law  of  May  last,  which 
saves  fines  and  forfeitures  incurred  under  our 
various  restrictions.  This  amendment,  to  be 
sure,  changes  the  position  recommended  by  the 
Executive,  but  not  much  more  than  the  bill, 
with  the  addition  of  the  amendment  now  under 
consideration.  Although  it  becomes  this  House 
to  pay  due  deference  to  Executive  recommend- 
ations; yet,  if  there  are  good  reasons  for  a 
departure  from  such  recommendations,  it  equally 
becomes  the  members  of  this  House,  out  of  a 
regard  to  the  correctness  of  their  own  proceed- 
ings, to  make  such  a  departure  correspond  with 
the  reasons  which  produced  it.  The  position 
recommended  by  the  Executive  made  its  first 
appearance  in  a  short  paragraph  in  the  Presi- 
dent's Message,  recommending  such  a  modifica- 
tion of  the  law  of  May  last,  as  would  remove 
all  doubts  as  to  its  exposition  and  execution; 
for  the  details  of  such  modification  we  are 
referred  to  the  report  of  the  Secretary  of  the 
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Treasury.  In  this  report  we  find  a  project  re- 
commended to  enforce  the  non-importation 
against  English  merchandise  of  every  kind  and 
from  every  country.  In  the  first  place,  by 
making  the  proclamation  of  the  President,  de- 
claring that  the  French  edicts  had  ceased  to 
violate  our  neutral  commerce  on  the  fli-st  day 
of  November  last,  the  only  evidence  of  that 
fact ;  and  in  the  second  place,  by  authorizing 
the  officers  of  the  army  and  navy  to  enter  ships, 
dwelling-houses,  stores,  or  any  other  place,  to 
search  for  and  seize  merchandise  suspected  of 
being  imported  contrary  to  law,  and  making  a 
donation  of  the  boon  so  seized  to  the  wretch 
who  should  be  hardy  enough,  in  defiance  of  all 
moral  obligation,  thus  to  rob  his  neighbor ;  and 
in  the  third  place,  by  declaring  all  merchandise 
BO  seized  in  the  Northern  section  of  the  Union, 
adjoining  the  British  provinces,  to  be  forfeited, 
unless  by  a  palpable  inversion  of  the  rule  of 
evidence  in  all  other  cases,  and  even  in  this 
case,  adopted  in  all  other  sections  of  the  Union, 
he  is  able  to  prove  that  the  merchandise  was 
legally  imported  and  the  duties  paid — with 
many  other  provisions,  all  of  which  have  been 
laid  before  this  House,  in  the  first  bill  on  the 
subject  reported  by  the  Committee  of  Foreign 
Relations,  the  details  of  which  are  too  well  re- 
collected to  need  pointing  out,  or  to  be  suffered 
to  meet  a  pubUc  investigation  at  this  time. 

But,  sir,  with  all  due  deference  to  the  high 
ministerial  officer  who  recommended  the  project, 
and  likewise  to  the  honorable  committee  who 
reported  the  biU,  I  may  be  allowed  to  pay  it 
the  compliment  of  saying  that,  in  my  opinion, 
previous  to  the  reign  of  that  tyrant,  who,  by  a 
military  force,  aided  by  projects  of  this  kind, 
has  destroyed  the  sanctuary  of  justice,  and  has 
spread  pillage,  debauchery,  robbery,  and  death, 
throughout  the  greater  part  of  Europe ;  such  a 
bill  as  that  would  have  been  scouted  from  this 
Hall  as  the  production  of  a  madman.  But  on 
receiving  the  Message  of  the  President,  covering 
the  letters  of  Mr.  Russell,  the  American  Charg? 
des  Affaires  at  Paris,  stating  that  American 
vessels,  loaded  with  bona  fide  property  of  Amer- 
ican citizens,  had  been  seized  and  sequestered 
in  the  ports  of  France,  under  the  Berlin  and 
Milan  decrees,  as  late  as  the  9th  of  December, 
doubts  seemed  to  arise  in  this  House,  whether 
the  decrees  had  ceased  to  operate  on  the  first 
of  November,  as  the  President  had  declared. 
And  the  bill  was  sent  back  to  the  committee, 
for  the  purpose,  as  I  understood,  of  bringing  in 
a  bill  to  suspend  the  operation  of  the  law  of 
May  last,  until  we  should  hear  from  France, 
whether  the  Emperor  had  disavowed  those 
seizures,  and  whether  the  decrees  had  actually 
ceased  to  operate  on  the  first  of  November. 
And  I  did  understand  the  honorable  chairman 
of  the  committee,  and  several  other  gentlemen 
on  the  other  side  of  the  House,  to  say  on  that 
occasion,  that  if,  after  we  had  new  arrivals  from 
France,  that  did  not  prove  to  be  the  case,  they 
should  be  as  ready  as  any  gentleman  to  repeal 
the  whole  code  of  restrictive  laws  until  the 


Emperor  should  learn  to  respect  our  rights. 
What  evidence  have  we  had  since  to  give  us  a 
more  favorable  prospect,  as  it  respects  the  revo- 
cation of  the  decrees  1  Not  a  syllable.  But, 
on  the  other  hand,  we  have  conclusive  evidence 
that  they  were  not  so  revoked  that  their  opera- 
tion ceased  on  that  day. 

If  it  be  asked  where  this  evidence  appears, 
the  answer  is  ready.  In  the  first  place,  by  the 
letter  of  the  Grand  Judge,  the  Duke  of  Massa, 
to  the  President  of  the  Council  of  Prizes,  as 
also  by  the  letter  of  the  Minister  of  Finance  to 
the  Director  General  of  the  Customs,  both 
dated  the  25th  of  December,  fifteen  daysafter  the 
manly  remonstrance  of  Mr.  Rnssell,  in  the  case 
of  the  Orleans  Packet ;  in  which  remonstrance 
he  states  the  outrageous  conduct  of  the  custom- 
house officers,  and  requests  a  prompt  and  speedy 
disavowal  of  the  seizures,  and  that  the  property 
be  again  placed  in  the  hands  of  the  owners. 
But,  sir,  is  there  any  thing  in  these  two  letters 
which  looks  like  a  disavowal  of  the  seizure  in 
express  violation  of  the  promise  of  the  Duke  of 
Oadore?  No,  sir,  although  these  letters  were 
written  fifteen  days  after  the  remonstrance  of 
Mr.  Russell.  Instead  of  this  they  both  agree 
that  the  decrees  did  not  cease  to  operate  on  the 
first  of  November,  but  that  the  property  taken 
with  the  Orleans  Packet,  and  all  the  property 
which  should  be  seized  between  the  first  of 
November  and  the  second  of  February,  must 
remain  in  depot  to  wait  the  pleasure  of  the 
Emperor,  on  our  causing  our  rights  to  be  re- 
spected by  England. 

But  how,  Mr.  Speaker,  are  we  to  cause  our 
rights  to  be  respected  ?  Is  it  by  merely  reviv- 
ing the  law  of  May  last,  as  is  the  object  of  this 
amendment !  Certainly  this  is  not  their  mean- 
ing; for  both  these  letters  have  reference  to 
that  law,  as  well  as  the  proclamation  of  the 
President  giving  it  effect,  and  to  the  circular  of 
the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury,  addressed  to  the 
collectors  of  the  several  ports,  enjoining  a  strict 
execution  of  that  law.  No,  sir,  this  is  not 
what  is  to  be  done,  which  will  satisfy  the 
Emperor.  He  who  flatters  himself  that  this 
will  be  sufficient,  shuts  his  eyes  against  official 
evidence  to  the  contrary ;  as  well  in  the  above- 
recited  letters,  written  with  a  perfect  knowl- 
edge of  the  performance  on  our  part,  and  the 
promise  of  a  performance  on  the  part  of  France 
on  the  first  day  of  November,  as  in  the  letter 
of  the  French  Minister  in  the  United  States  on_ 
the  12th  of  December,  in  which  we  are  told" 
that  the  French  restrictions  on  our  commerce 
are  not  to  cease,  but  only  on  the  result  of  firm 
and  energetic  measures  to  be  adopted  and  per- 
severed in  by  the  two  Governments  against  the 
common  enemy. 

But  shall  I  be  told  that  the  letters  of  the 
Grand  Judge  and  Minister  of  Finance  promised 
that  the  property  taken  from  our  citizens  since 
1st  of  November  should  be  restored,  if  we 
cause  the  law  to  be  carried  into  effect  after  the 
2d  day  of  February,  and  therefore  we  were  to 
believe  It  and  ought  to  wait  until  we  hear 
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whether  that  has  been  the  case  ?  For  the  honor 
of  my  Government,  I  hope  not.  Is  it  really- 
come  to  this,  that  we  are  hronght  to  acknowledge 
that  the  Duke  of  Oadore  was  correct  when  he 
told  General  Armstrong  that  His  Majesty  could 
place  no  reliance  on  the  American  Govern- 
ment ?  No,  sir,  if  this  be  true,  for  heaven's 
sake  let  us  not  express  it.  But  what  is  this 
amendment  which  re-enacts  the  law  of  May 
last,  and  such  pitiful  reasoning  as  I  have  heard 
on  this  occasion,  but  placing  our  seal  to  that 
infamous  insinuation  ?  The  President,  on  the 
mere  promise  of  the  Minister  of  the  Emperor, 
that  the  Berlin  and  Milan  decrees  should  cease 
to  operate  on  the  first  day  of  November,  placed 
fuU  faith  and  reliance  on  that  promise,  and 
issued  his  proclamation  on  the  2d,  presuming 
the  promise  had  been  fulfilled — and,  shall  we 
say  that  the  Emperor  is  justifiable  in  disbeliev- 
ing the  law  of  May  last,  solemnly  enacted  by 
the  three  branches  of  the  Government  and  the 
President's  proclamation,  together  with  the 
Circular  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury,  en- 
joining the  law  to  be  carried  into  effect? 

I  hope  not ;  for  if  we  are  become  so  pitifully 
servile  as  this,  well  might  Oadore,  in  his  letter 
of  February  14th,  1810,  tell  General  Armstrong 
that  the  Americans  were  without  just  political 
views,  without  honor,  and  even  independence. 
And  if  we,  by  adopting  this  amendment,  con- 
descend to  justify  the  Emperor,  in  his  insult 
upon  the  plighted  faith  of  our  Government,  in 
my  opinion  we  shall  furnish  the  American 
people  and  the  world  with  just  ground  to  say 
Amen  to  the  declaration  of  Oadore  in  that  re- 
spect. WiU  any  gentleman  still  say,  that  the 
decrees  ceased  to  operate  on  the  first  of  No- 
vember, since  we  have  had  ofiicial  information 
from  the  French  Government  itself,  that  our 
vessels  are  to  be  seized  under  these  decrees, 
until  the  second  of  February?  I  trust  not. 
Those  gentlemen  who  support  this  amendment, 
ought  to  recollect  that  the  sections  which  go  to 
re-enact  the  law  of  May  last,  contain  a  confes- 
sion that  that  law  is  not  now  in  operation ;  for 
if  the  decrees  did  actually  cease  to  operate  on 
the  first  of  November,  no  one  doubts  but  th« 
law  is  now  in  fuU  force,  without  the  provisions 
of  this  bUl.  When  the  honorable  chairman  of 
the  committee  first  offered  his  amendment,  a 
misunderstanding  seemed  to  take  place  between 
him  and  two  gentlemen  on  the  opposite  side  of 
the  House,  viz.  the  gentleman  from  Maryland, 
'(Mr.  Weight,)  and  the  gentleman  from  Tennes- 
see, (Mr.  Ehba,)  which  undoubtedly  happened 
in  this  way.  While  the  honorable  chairman 
well  knew  that  the  decrees  did  not  cease  on  the 
first  of  November ;  therefore  to  keep  alive  the 
spirit  of  the  law  of  May,  which  gave  England 
three  months  after  they  did  cease,  it  became 
necessary  to  lengthen  the  time  for  her  to  re- 
voke ;  and  the  other  two  gentlemen,  as  it  would 
seem,  really  supposed,  that  because  Mr.  Pink- 
ney  had  said  that  Cadore's  letter  was  precision 
itself  these  decrees  really  did  cease  to  operate 
agreeable  to  that  promise ;  although  we  have 


the  ofBcial  information  from  Mr.  Russell  on  our 
tables,  that  the  Orleans  Packet  was  the  first 
case  that  had  happened  after  the  first  of  No- 
vember, to  which  the  Berlin  and  Milan  decrees 
could  have  been  applied,  and  that  they  were 
applied  in  that  case,  and  that  several  late  ar- 
rivals, which  left  France  from  twenty  to  twenty- 
five  days  afterwards,  bring  no  information  from 
him  that  a  change  had  taken  place,  and  had 
that  been  the  case,  he  would  certainly  have 
communicated  infarmation  to  the  Government 
before  the  rising  of  Congress.  On  the  contrary, 
these  arrivals  confirm  what  he  had  stated,  and 
say,  that  every  vessel  arriving  in  France  shares 
the  same  fate.  Mr,  Speaker,  until  I  heard  those 
two  gentlemen,  I  did  suppose  that  no  man  of 
common  sense  could  have  believed  a  position, 
in  such  direct  opposition  to  evidence.  And 
from  the  opinion  which  I  have  of  the  discern- 
ment of  the  gentleman  from  Tennessee,  I  think 
I  must  have  misunderstood  him,  while  perhaps 
it  may  be  improper  to  include  the  other  gentle- 
man in  the  supposition. 

Sir,  I  seldom  trouble  the  House  with  any 
observations  of  mine,  nor  is  it  my  intention,  at 
this  time,  to  examine  and  expose  all  the  wind- 
ing and  management  which  has  been  practised, 
to  bring  about  such  a  state  of  things  as  to  ren- 
der plausible  this  measure  at  this  time.  I  shall, 
however,  examine  the  non-intercourse  system 
from  the  date  of  the  law  of  March,  1809,  and 
inquire  what  was  its  professed  object  ?  What 
use  has  been  made  of  it  ?  And  how  has  it  been 
regarded  by  the  belligerents?  And  also  notice 
some  of  its  effects  upon  our  own  citizens  as 
well  as  upon  the  Treasury.  What  must  be  the 
inevitable  consequence  if  this  measure  is  suffer- 
ed to  go  into  effect?  I  take  it  to  amount  to  an 
entire  non-importation  of  any  of  the  articles, 
products,  or  manufactures  of  more  than  three- 
fourths  of  the  civilized  world,  to  which  our 
merchants  would,  at  this  time,  run  the  risk  of 
attempting  voyages ;  for,  from  the  Continent  of 
Europe  no  one  returns  unless  at  the  expense  of 
this  Government.  The  dominions  of  Great 
Britain,  including  the  East  and  West  Indies,  as 
well  as  her  European  dominions,  and  those  on 
the  American  Continent,  are  immense.  The 
products  of  these  various  countries  formed  a 
principal  part  of  those  importations  of  the  last 
year,  which,  while  the  non-intercourse  slept, 
gave  new  life  and  vigor  to  every  branch  of 
business.  Our  seaports,  which  the  year  before 
presented  the  gloomy  appearance  of  cities  be- 
sieged by  a  hostile  foe,  again  resumed  the  ap- 
pearance of  enterprise,  industry  and  wealth. 
Thousands,  who  in  1809  were  either  a  burden 
to  their  firiends,  in  the  poor-house,  or  begging 
their  bread  in  the  streets,  were  in  1810  enjoy- 
ing the  fruits  of  their  industry  in  a  comfortable 
supply  of  the  necessaries  of  life,  while  the 
farmer  and  planter  sowed  his  seed  and  cultivat- 
ed his  field,  with  the  comfortable  prospect  that 
his  crop  would  not  decay  on  his  hand  for  want 
of  a  market.  Now,  sir,  although  exportation 
is  not  interdicted  by  this  bill,  yet  I  apprehend 
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tlie  result  will  be  much  the  same.  It  can  hardly 
be  expected  that  Great  Britain,  who  gentlemen 
on  the  other  side  of  the  House  are  fond  of  con- 
sidering as  the  cause  of  all  our  commercial  dis- 
tress, will  condescend  to  pay  us  specie  for  our 
produce,  while  our  ports  are  closed,  not  only 
against  her  shipping  of  all  kinds,  but  against 
every  article  of  her  products  and  manufactures, 
as  well  as  those  of  her  colonies  and  depend- 
encies, while  they  are  open  to  those  of  her 
enemy.  Again,  what  was  the  effect  of  the  non- 
intercourse  in  1809  upon  our  Treasury  ?  In 
addition  to  the  bankruptcy  and  wretchedness 
spread  over  the  face  of  the  whole  country,  we 
are  informed  by  the  annual  report  of  the  Secre- 
tary of  the  Treasury,  laid  on  our  tables,  that 
the  net  revenue  arising  from  duties  on  merchan- 
dise and  tonnage,  accruing  during  that  year, 
amounted  to  only  $6,627,000,  while  we  are  in- 
formed in  the  same  report,  that  this  source  of 
revenue  in  the  three  first  quarters  of  the  year 
1810,  while  commerce  was  free,  amounted  to  a 
sum  exceeding  $7,260,000,  and  the  Secretary 
adds,  that  he  believed  the  whole  revenue  aris- 
ing from  duties  on  merchandise  and  tonnage 
for  that  year  would  amount  to  more  than 
$12,000 ;  making  an  increase  in  this  year,  when 
commerce  was  unshackled,  of  $6,473,000,  not- 
withstanding all  the  robberies  of  Napoleon, 
which  probably  amounted  to  more  than  forty 
millions,  a  free  importation  of  the  avails  of 
which  would  have  greatly  increased  the  reve- 
nue of  that  year.  From  this  view  of  the  sub- 
ject, we  find  a  deficit  in  the  revenue  of  1809, 
caused  by  this  measure,  of  $5,473,000,  and,  in 
anticipation  of  the  efifects  of  the  law  now  about 
to  be  enacted,  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  has, 
in  the  same  report,  recommended  an  immediate 
additional  duty  to  be  laid  upon  importations, 
which,  together  with  the  high  duties  already 
established  by  law,  he  thinks  will  not  amount 
to  more  than  $8,000,000 ;  making  an  anticipated 
deficiency  in  the  next  year's  revenue,  occasioned 
by  this  measure,  of  $4,000,000,  compared  with 
that  of  1810.  But  if  we  compare  the  revenue 
arising  from  duties  on  merchandise  and  ton- 
nage during  the  year  1809,  while  commerce 
was  restricted  by  the  non-intercourse,  with 
what  it  was  in  1807,  while  it  was  unshackled, 
we  shall  find  a  deficiency  of  about  $11,000,000. 
From  this  view  of  the  subject,  which  is  taken 
from  authentic  documents,  which  I  invite  gen- 
tlemen to  controvert  if  they  have  it  in  then- 
power,  it  is  demonstrated  that  if  we  suffered 
this  system  to  go  into  operation,  we  are  not 
only  to  again  reduce  our  citizens  to  a  state  of 
bankruptcy  in  their  private  fortunes,  while 
loaded  with  additional  taxes,  but,  notwithstand- 
ing the  aid  of  these  additional  taxes,  our  Treas- 
ury is,  if  possible,  to  be  reduced  to  a  more 
complete  state  of  bankruptcy  than  at  present. 
I  put  it  to  gentlemen,  who  are  in  the  confidence 
of  the  Cabinet,  to  say,  why  we  are  called  upon 
again  to  plunge  this  nation  into  such  a  state  of 
poverty  and  wretchedness  1  Is  it  necessary  as 
a  measure  of  self-defence,  as  the  only  mode  of 


resistance  which  will  bring  England  to  terms? 
For  myself  I  should  suppose  that  our  late  ex- 
periment in  this  species  of  warfare,  at  which 
France  took  so  much  offence,  as  to  take  occac 
sion  to  seize  and  confiscate  the  property  of 
American  citizens,  to  the  amount  of  $40,000,000, 
which  rendered  necessary  an  appropriation  of 
$80,000  during  the  present  session,  in  order  to 
enable  those  of  our  citizens,  who  had  been  thus 
robbed  and  plundered,  to  revisit  their  native 
shores,  afforded  a  spectacle  too  humiliating  to 
suffer  us  to  make  another  attempt  so  soon,  and 
before  we  have  so  far  recovered  from  the  effects 
of  our  late  experiment  as  to  be  able  to  defray 
the  ordinary  expenses  of  government  without 
having  recourse  to  annual  loans  for  the*  pur- 
pose. Are  we  bound  to  adopt  this  measure  on 
account  of  the  faith  of  Government  being 
pledged  to  France  by  the  law  of  May  last  ? 

Here  give  me  leave  to  inquire  what  has  been 
the  further  effect  of  this  law.  It  seems  Eng- 
land, although  she  saw  that  if  it  had  any  opera- 
tion at  all,  it  operated  only  against  her,  was 
willing  to  consider  it  as  a  municipal  regulation 
of  our  own,  and  treated  it  as  such,  while  Bonar 
parte  at  first,  and  for  ten  months,  passed  it  over 
as  inoffensive  to  him,  until  our  vessels,  which 
had  been  shut  up  in  our  ports  by  its  elder  sister, 
the  embargo,  having  got  released  from  that 
strong  measure,  flocked  into  the  ports  of  France, 
Spain,  Holland,  and  Naples,  all  under  the  im- 
mediate and  entire  control  of  France,  when,  on 
the  23d  March,  an  order  was  issued  by  his  gra- 
cious and  loving  Majesty  to  seize  and  confiscate 
the  property  of  our  citizens  in  all  those  coun- 
tries ;  which  property  is,  by  the  best  calculation, 
estimated  at  more  than  forty  millions.  And 
you  will  perceive,  Mr.  Speaker,  that  the  Dake 
of  Cadore  saw,  that,  by  suffering  the  law.  to 
pass  unnoticed,  till  our  property  released  from 
the  embargo  had  filled  nearly  every  port  in 
Europe  under  French  control,  and  then  issu- 
ing an  order  which  was  to  have  a  retrospective 
operation  of  ten  months,  was  such  a  gross  out- 
rage upon  every  principle  of  honor  and  justice, 
as  well  as  the  usages  of  public  law,  that  he,  in 
a  letter  to  General  Armstrong,  of  the  5th 
August,  1810,  attempts  to  excuse  the  piratical 
transaction,  by  saying  that  the  Emperor  knew 
nothing  of  the  law  of  March,  until  very  lately. 
But,  I  pray  gentlemen  to  take  notice  that  Gene- 
ral Armstrong,  in  his  letter  to  Cadore  of  the 
10th  of  March,  (five  months  before  the  one  just 
recited  from  Cadore,)  asserts  that  this  law  was' 
communicated  to  him  in  the  month  of  June  or 
July  preceding — one  whole  year  before  the 
declaration  made  by  Cadore. 

But  to  pursue  this  subject :  on  the  first  day  of 
May,  1810,  while  this  robbery,  I  ought  to  pre- 
sume, was  unknown  to  the  Executive — certainly 
to  the  people — this  non-intercourse  law  was 
repealed ;  but  the  majority,  for  wise  purposes, 
I  presume,  did,  in  the  same  law  that  repealed 
the  non-intercourse,  give  the  President  power, 
in  case  England  or  France  should,  before  the 
1st  day  of  March,  so  revoke  or  modify  her  edicts 
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as  that  they  should  cease  to  violate  the  neutral 
commerce  of  the  United  States,  to  declare  the 
samo  by  proclamation ;  in  which  case,  the  non- 
intercourse  should  be  revived  against  the  nation 
neglecting  to  revoke  or  modify  her  edicts,  in 
like  manner,  for  the  space  of  three  months  after 
the  date  of  such  proclamation.  And  you  will 
recollect,  sir,  that  this  law  was  also  opposed  by 
the  minority,  not  so  much,  perhaps,  because 
they  suspected  either  the  integrity  or  impar- 
tiality of  the  President,  as  because  they  thought 
it  unconstitutional  to  commit  a  power  to  the 
Executive  which  was,  in  its  nature  and  effect, 
an  act  of  legislation,  viz :  to  revive  a  law  at  his 
discretion  which  was  to  affect  the  great  interest 
of  the  nation,  and  might  result  in  war.  I  say, 
at  his  discretion ;  and  I  ask  gentlemen  to  take 
notice  that  the  law  reads,  "  so  revoke  or  modi- 
fy." This  law  was  also  sent  by  the  President 
to  our  Ministers  at  London  and  Paris,  as  he 
states  in  his  Message.  But,  what  was  it  sent 
there  for  ?  Oi^ly  to  be  used  as  an  inducement 
to  those  nations  to  revoke  their  unjust  edicts, 
which  was  the  avowed  object  of  the  provision 
when  it  passed.  And,  if  sent  there  for  that 
purpose,  it  would  seem,  that  to  have  acted  a 
neutral  part,  jt  ought  to  have  been  used  alike  at 
the  palaces  of  St.  Cloud  and  St.  James.  But, 
Mr.  Speaker,  w^hat  was  the  fact?  Here  we  may 
learn  the  management  of  which  I  spoke  when 
I  first  addressed  you.  This  law,  which  you  will 
perceive  was  in  the  nature  of  a  generous  over- 
ture made  to  the  belligerent  who  first  revoked 
his  edicts,  changed  its  character  when  offered 
to  the  other  belligerent,  who  should  neglect  to 
revoke  the  obnoxious  edicts  until  after  his  enemy 
had  done  so ;  and,  instead  of  being  a  generous 
offer,  contained  a  threat,  that  if  she  did  not  re- 
voke, we  should  shut  our  ports  against  her  pro- 
ducts, whUe  they  should  be  open  to  those  of  her 
enemy.  And  this  is  the  light  in  which  it  was 
viewed  by  our  Government,  as  wiU  be  seen  in 
Mr.  Smith's  letter  to  General  Armstrong,  of  the 
5th  day  of  June,  1810,  (printed  documents,  p. 
35,)  in  these  words :  "  It  might  be  added,  that 
the  form  in  which  the  law  now  presents  the 
overture,  is  as  well  calculated  as  the  overture 
itself  to  gain  a  favorable  attention,  inasmuch  as 
it  may  be  regarded  by  the  belligerent  first  ac- 
cepting of  it  as  a  promise  to  itself  and  a  threat 
only  to  its  adversary."  For  this  view  of  the 
subject,'  gentlemen  will  perceive  that  it  is  much 
more  agreeable  to  close  any  matter  in  dispute 
upon  a  generous  offer  for  so  doing,  than  it  would 
be  to  do  so  whUe  threatened  by  their  opponent 
that  if  it  is  not  done  they  must  suffer  the  con- 
sequence of  their  own  foUy  and  his  vengeance. 
Now,  in  looking  through  the  documents,  I  mis- 
take if  gentlemen  have  not  discovered  some 
management  in  this  business,  so  that  while  the 
law  was  presented  to  France  as  an  offer  made 
to  herself  it  should  be  presented  to  England  in 
no  other  character  than  that  of  a  threat.  It 
seems  that  the  first  correspondence  with  our 
Minister  which  we  are  suffered  to  see,  is  a  letter 
from  Mr.  Smith  to  Mr.  Pinkney,  of  the  22d 


May ;  although  it  appears  from  that  letter  that 
lihe  Secretary  of  State  had  sent  a  copy  of  the 
law  in  a  previous  letter  of  the  4th  of  that  month 
to  Mr.  Pinkney,  as  also  another  copy  in  the 
letter  of  the  22d ;  but  we  liear  nothing  of  in- 
structions in  either  to  use  this  new  overture, 
which  the  law  presents,  to  the  best  advantage 
at  the  Court  of  St.  James,  while  it  retained  its 
character  of  an  offer  made  to  that  Government. 
Indeed,  it  would  seem  most  natural  to  suppose 
that  the  instructions  given  in  this  business  were 
contained  in  the^etter  of  the  4th,  which  was 
the  first  enclosing  a  copy  of  the  law.  But,  at 
this  we  are  not  suffered  to  look,  nor  at  the  one 
sent  to  General  Armstrong,  of  the  same  date, 
which  was  also  the  first  to  him  enclosing  a  copy 
of  the  law. 

But,  Mr.  Speaker,  as  we  are  not  suffered  to 
see  the  first  correspondence  on  this  important 
business,  which  we  are  called  upon  by  the  Exe- 
cutive to  carry  into  effect  by  a  new  act  of  legis- 
lation, it  becomes  doubly  our  duty  to  examine 
well  this  letter  of  the  twenty-second,  and  see 
what  that  treats  of,  and  whether  it  compares 
with  the  first  we  are  suffered  to  see,  sent  to 
General  Armstrong  on  this  subject.  In  this 
letter  to  Mr.  Pinkney  of  the  twenty-second,  the 
Secretary  commences,  as  he  says,  with  much 
surprise,  that  Great  Britain  had  not  revoked  her 
blockades,  and  that  she  had  not  sent  a  man  of 
rank  to  replace  Mr.  Jackson ;  and,  after  having 
dwelt  at  great  length  on  the  latter  of  these  sub- 
jects, he  mentions  that  he  had  sent  a  copy  of 
the  law,  as  also  another,  in  his  letter  of  the 
fourth  of  that  month,  and  tells  Mr.  Pinkney  to 
let  the  British  Government  know  that  the  pro- 
visions of  the  law  would  be  carried  into  effect, 
but  not  a  syllable  of  proffering  it  as  an  offer 
made  to  that  Government  and  a  threat  to 
France.  But,  instead  of  this,  the  Secretary  se- 
lects two  subjects,  which  he  must  have  known 
would  be  difficult  to  close,  and  tells  Mr.  Pinkney 
that  if  another  Minister  was  not  sent  to  replace 
Mr.  Jackson,  to  let  the  British  Government 
know  that  he  would  return  to  the  United  States. 
And  as  though  this  was  not  suflicient  to  prevent 
the  British  Government  from  closing  with  the 
conditions  of  the  new  overture,  the  attack  on 
the  Chesapeake  must  be  settled  in  a  manner 
agreeable  to  the  propositions  made  to  Mr.  Eose 
and  Mr.  Erskine,  which  he  might  well  know 
would  not  be  done,  as  the  British  Government 
had  told  him  it  could  not  be  closed  in  that  way. 
On  the  first  of  July,  Mr.  Pinkney  acknowledges 
Mr.  Smith's  letter  of  the  twenty-second  of  May, 
and  very  properly  goes  on  to  execute  the  in- 
structions it  contained  as  to  the  British  Gov- 
ernment sending  a  man  of  rank  to  replace  Mr. 
Jackson,  &c.  And,  in  my  opinion,  very  prop- 
erly notices  the  scrap  of  instructions  it  contain- 
ed, respecting  the  law  of  May  last,  by  merely 
mentioning,  that  while  he  is  engaged  with  Lord 
Wellesley  on  these  other  subjects,  he  thinks  he 
shall  draw  his  attention  to  the  non-intercourse 
law,  but  I  find  no  account  of  his  ever  presenting 
the  law  to  that  Government. 
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Now,  Mr.  Speaker,  while  we  see  in  this  letter 
of  the  twenty-second  the  substance  of  i^U  we 
are  permitted  to  see  of  the  use  to  be  made  by 
Mr.  Pinlcney  of  this  law,  as  an  inducement  to 
the  British  Government  to  revoke  the  Orders 
in  Council,  let  us  examine  what  was  the  course 
pursued  towards  the  French  Government  to  in- 
duce it  to  take  advantage  of  the  law,  while  it 
retained  the  character  of  a  favorable  overture, 
so  that  the  British  Government  should  have  to 
meet  it  as  a  threat,  or  as  a  rod  held  over  them 
to  procure  the  revocation  of  their  edicts.  In 
order  to  do  this,  I  shall  examine  the  first  letter 
which  is  suffered  to  come  to  public  view,  from 
Secretary  Smith  to  General  Armstrong,  after 
the  date  of  the  law  of  May  first.  This  bears 
the  date  of  June  fifth,  documents,  page  34.  In 
this,  we  find  that  he  had  sent  two  before,  each 
one  enclosing  a  copy  of  the  law,  and  no  doubt 
both  containing  instructions  what  use  to  make 
of  it.  For  we  find,  even  in  this  third  letter, 
that  Mr.  Smith  tells  General  Armstrong,  (to  use 
his  own  words,)  "  If  there  be  sincerity  in  the 
language  held  at  diflerent  times  by  the  French 
Government,  and  especially  in  the  late  overture 
to  proceed  to  amicable  and  just  arrangements 
in  the  case  of  our  refusal  to  submit  to  the  Brit- 
ish Orders  in  Council,  (not  blockades,)  no  pre- 
text can  be  found  for  longer  declining  to  put  an 
end  to  the  decrees  of  which  the  United  States 
have  so  justly  complained."  And  here,  I  en- 
treat gentlemen  to  notice  that  this  is  the  first 
ground  stated  by  our  Government  to  that  of 
France,  as  being  that  which  would  be  insisted 
upon  from  England — a  compliance  on  her  part 
required  to  entitle  her  to  the  provisions  of  this 
law,  viz.,  her  relinquishing  the  Orders  in  Coun- 
cil. We  may  here  notice,  that  Mr.  Smith  adds, 
as  akfurther  inducement  to  France  to  take  ad- 
vantage of  the  law,  while  it  retained  the  char- 
acter of  a  favorable  overture,  "  that  by  putting 
in  force  the  non-intercourse  against  England, 
agreeable  to  the  terms  of  this  statute,  that  the 
very  species  of  resistance  would  be  made  which 
France  has  been  constantly  representing  as  the 
most  efficacious."  But,  Mr.  Smith  goes  still 
farther  in  his  instructions,  and  tells  General 
Armstrong,  "  that  it  may  be  added,  that  in  the 
form  in  which  the  law  now  presents  the  over- 
ture, it  is  as  well  calculated  as  the  overture  it- 
self to  gain  a  favorable  attention,  inasmuch  as 
It  may  be  regarded  by  the  belligerent  first  ac- 
cepting it  as  a  promise  to  itself,  and  a  threat 
only  to  its  adversary."  In  this  letter,  we  find 
that  the  Secretary  states  a  first  ground,  which 
was  necessary  in  the  first  instance  to  entitle  the 
French  Government  to  the  provisions  of  this 
law.  What  was  this  ground  ?  Why,  he  tells 
General  Armstrong  to  let  the  French  Govern- 
ment understand  that  the  President  would  not 
proceed  to  give  the  law  efiect,  if  the  restoration 
of  the  property  of  our  citizens  be  finally  refused ; 
and  closes  his  letter  by  directing  him  to  let  that 
Government  know  that  the  only  ground,  short 
of  a  preliminary  restoration  of  the  property,  on 
which  the  contemplated  arrangement  could  take 


place,  would  be  an  understanding  that  the  con- 
fiscation was  reversible,  and  that  it  would  be- 
come immediately  the  subject  of  discussion, 
with  a  reasonable  prospect  of  justice  to  our  in- 
jured citizens.  Was  this  the  ground  on  which 
the  subject  was  placed  ?  It  seems  so,  from  this 
official  letter  of  the  Secretary.  Yes,  sir,  it 
was ;  and  with  due  deference,  I  may  be  allowed 
to  say,  the  only  honorable  and  just  ground ;  and 
if  the  American  Government  had  possessed  in- 
dependence enough  to  have  still  occupied  this 
ground,  we  would  not  have  had  the  mortifica- 
tion to  discuss  the  bill  on  the  table  at  this  time. 
But,  instead  of  this,  although  Mr.  Smith  had 
just  received  Cadore's  insulting  letter,  in  which 
he  more  than  insinuates  that,  as  a  Government 
and  nation,  we  are  destitute  of  just  political 
views,  without  honor,  energy,  or  even  independ- 
ence, and  closes  by  letting  our  Government 
know  of  the  seizure  and  sale  of  the  property  of 
our  citizens  in  all  the  ports  of  Europe  under 
French  control ;  what  was  the  conduct  of  the 
American  Government  on  this  occasion?  I 
entreat  gentlemen  to  take  notice,  that,  with  this 
horrid  picture  of  insult  and  robbery  fresh  in 
their  recollection,  the  same  conciliatory  dispo- 
sition, guided  by  the  principles  of  neutrality, 
which  dismissed  a  British  Minister  for  an  im- 
plied insult,  induced  Mr.  Smith  to  inform  Gen- 
eral Armstrong  that  the  President  thought  it 
best  not  to  make  any  animadversions  on  that 
subject  at  that  time.  (Printed  documents,  page 
34.)  The  next  letter  on  this  subject  wortliy  of 
notice,  is  one  of  the  5th  of  July,  in  which  Mr. 
Smith  acknowledges  the  receipt  of  information, 
that  the  property  whicfi  he  had  said  in  his  last 
must  be  restored,  in  order  to  entitle  France  to 
the  American  commerce  while  it  was  denied  to 
England,  was  sold,  and  the  proceeds  deposited 
in  the  caisse  prwe — ^privy  purse  of  the  Emperor. 
Here,  indeed,  Mr.  Smith  seems  to  have  almost 
forgot  himself,  and  to  conceive  he  was  giving 
instructions  how  to  proceed  with  a  British  Min- 
ister, and  tells  General  Armstrong  to  demand 
every  reparation  of  which  the  subject  was  sus- 
ceptible. But,  Mr.  Speaker,  is  it  not  worthy 
of  notice  that  he  closes  even  this  spirited  letter, 
with  such  a  history  of  piracy  and  insult  then 
on  his  desk  before  him,  by  quitting  the  ground 
he  had  taken  in  his  letter  of  the  fifth  of  June, 
and,  instead  of  a  proposed  renewal  of  the  non- 
intercourse  against  England,  if  she  should  neg- 
lect to  withdraw  her  Orders  in  Council,  which 
was  the  only  ground  taken  by  the  President 
with  Mr.  Erskine,  and  also  the  only  thing  con- 
templated when  the  law  of  May  last  was  passed, 
as  also  the  only  ground  taken  by  himself  only 
one  month  before,  (having,  it  is  presumed, 
heard  from  France  in  the  interval,)  he  conde- 
scends to  tell  the  General,  that  if  France  should 
demand  it,  he  might  give  her  to  understand 
that  it  was  the  President's  intention  to  renew 
the  non-intercourse  against  England,  if  she  did 
not  also  rescind  her  blockades.  It  is  here 
again  to  be  noticed,  that  he  again  repeats,  what 
he  had  before  told  General  Armstrong,  that  a 
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restoration  of  the  property  was  indispensable, 
in  order  to  a  renewal  of  the  non-intercourse 
against  England. 

But  again :  will,  I  had  like  to  have  said,  the 
servile  manner,   in  which  a    rescinding    the 
blockade  is  coupled  as  a  condition  with  the 
withdrawing  the  Orders  in  Council,  escape  no- 
tice ?  Immediately  on  instructing  General  Arm- 
strong to  state  to  the  French  Government  that 
a  repeal  of  the  blockade  of  eighteen  hundred 
and  six  would  be  insisted  on,  the  Secretary 
adds:  "You  will  press  the  reasonableness  of 
permitting  the  United  States  to  proceed  in  such 
way  as  they  may  think  proper,  in  relation  to 
any  subsequent  blockades,  or  any  other  block- 
ades not  against  France,"  which  to  me  reads  in 
this  way,  i.  e.,  as  we  have,  at  the  request  of  the 
French  Government,   receded  from  our  first 
ground,  and  included  blockades  also,  you  are 
instructed  humbly  to  request  Bonaparte  to  per- 
mit us  to  do  our  own  business  in  our  own  way 
in  future.    My  God  !    After  all  this,  to  see  the 
Government  of  my  country  soliciting,  at  the 
feet  of  the  Emperor  of  France,  for  permission  to 
manage  their  own  affairs  in  their  own  way! 
What  American  can  read  this  correspondence 
without  laying  his  hand  upon  his  heart  and  ex- 
claiming, O  my  Government,  my  Government, 
now  is  the  gold  become  dim,  and  the  most  fine 
gold  changed !     The  next  thing  we  meet  with, 
is  Mr.  Smith's  letter  of  the  2d  of  November,  to 
General  Ai-mstrong,  enclosing  the  President's 
proclamation,  declaring  the  edicts  of  France  so 
revoked,  as  that  they  ceased  to  violate  the  neu- 
tral commerce  of  the  United  States,  and  of 
course  the  non-intercourse  to  be  revived  against 
England  after  the  2d  of  February,  if  she  did  not 
in  the  mean  time  revoke  her  orders,  which,  after 
the  ground  taken,  and  so  often  repeated,  with 
respect  to  the  restoration  of  the  property,  must 
astonish  every  American.     But  we  have  still 
this  as  a  consolation,  that  Mr.  Smith,  notwith- 
standing he  had  been  told  by  the  Duke  of  Oa- 
dore  that  it  was  impossible  any  compromise 
could  take  place  on  that  subject,  says  in  the 
letter  enclosing  the  proclamation  that  the  Presi- 
dent presumes  that  the  requisitions  contained 
in  his  letter  of  the  5th  of  July,  as  to  the  resto- 
ration of  the  property,  will  have  been  satisfied. 
In  the  name  of  God,  Mr.  Speaker,  what  grounds 
had  he  for  this  presumption  ?    In  addition  to 
this,  in  his  letter  of  the  5th  of  November,  Mr. 
Smith  insti-ucts  General  Armstrong  to  let  the 
Emperor  know  that  the  third  section  of  the 
law  of  March,  1809,  at  which  he  took  so  much 
offence,  was  not  intended  to  operate  against  his 
subjects,  but  against  our  own  citizens.    And 
although  this  may  be,  and  probably  is,  true,  yet 
a  confession  of  this  kind,  after  so  recent  and 
aggravated  insult  and  violence,  must  I  think  be 
sickening  to  the  American  people,  and  Napoleon 
himself  will  be  at  a  loss  to  know  why  it  was 
made  unless  to  testify  our  loyalty.     But  our 
loyalty  to  the  contrary  notwithstanding,   the 
Duke  of  Cadore  in  his  letter  to  General  Arm- 
strong of  the  12th  of  September,  in  answer  to 
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one  from  him  of  the  Yth  of  that  month,  tells 
the  General,  that  the  Emperor  sees  with  pleas- 
ure that  the  Americans  are  far  from  acknowl- 
edging the  tyrannical  principles  of  English 
legislation,  yet  informs  him  that  as  to  the  mer- 
chandise confiscated,  it  having  been  confiscated 
as  a  measure  of  reprisal,  the  principles  of  repri- 
sal must  be  the  law  in  that  affair. 

Now,  Mr.  Speaker,  after  seeing  how  the  law 
of  May,  1810,  has  been  used  with  the  French 
Government,  and  jpr  aught  we  know,  not  used 
at  aU  with  that  of  England,  until  it  had  assumed 
the  character  of  a  threat,  together  with  the 
various  changes  of  position  taken  by  our  Gov- 
ernment in  this  busines,  I  think  it  demonstrates 
a  management,  which,  if  duly  examined,  wiU 
not  leave  much  doubt  whether  it  be  indispensa- 
bly necessary  to  suffer  this  law  to  go  into  opera- 
tion, either  as  a  measure  of  resistance  against 
England,  or  of  good  faith  towards  France.  For 
instance,  at  one  time  England  must  repeal  her 
Orders  in  Council  to  entitle  her  to  the  benefit 
of  the  law ;  at  another,  viz :  after  hearing  from 
France,  the  condition  must  include  a  repeal  of 
the  blockades  also,  and  on  the  part  of  France, 
she  must  rescind  her  decrees  and  restore  the 
property,  then  a  promise  is  to  be  accepted  as  it 
respects  the  property,  and,  to  top  the  climax, 
the  proclamation  issues  on  the  presumption  of 
an  agreement  having  taken  place,  on  the  part 
of  France,  that  the  property  shall  be  restored. 
But  after  all  this  we  are  told  by  Cadore,  on  the 
12th  of  September,  to  be  contented,  for  as 
to  the  property  in  question  it  will  not  be  re- 
stored. 

But,  Mr.  Speaker,  it  seems  that  the  President, 
in  comphance  with  a  resolution  of  the  House 
of  the  21st  of  December,  has  famished  docu- 
ments which  put  the  question  beyond  a  doubt, 
that  the  proclamation  was  issued,  declaring  that 
the  French  decrees  were  repealed,  so  that  they 
ceased  to  violate  the  neutral  commerce  of  the 
United  States,  when,  to  say  the  least,  he  had 
no  official  information  of  the  fact,  or,  if  he  had, 
he  has  taken  care  to  keep  it  to  liimself.  Mr. 
Smith,  in  his  letter  to  Turreau,  of  the  18th  of 
December,  is  compelled  to  say  in  effect,  that 
the  French  restrictions  on  our  commerce  are 
not  rescinded,  or,  to  use  his  own  words :  "  If, 
then,  for  the  revoked  decrees,  municipal  laws 
producing  the  same  commercial  effect  have 
been  substituted,  the  mode  only,  and  not  the 
measure,  has  undergone  an  alteration."  In 
this  situation,  I  should  like  to  be  informed  why 
we  are  called  upon  by  the  Executive  so  to  mod- 
ify pur  laws  as  to  carry  the  non-importation 
against  England  and  her  dependencies  forcibly 
into  effect,  and  thus  destroy  the  small  remains 
of  our  commerce,  the  effects  of  which  we  have 
so  recently  felt  at  the  Treasury,  since  the  repeal 
of  the  non-intercourse  law  of  May  last,  as  I 
have  already  shown  from  the  Secretary's  re- 
port. This  information  I  have  not  as  yet  been 
able  to  obtain,  although  I  have  sought  for  it, 
imlesB  I  resort  to  the  last  paragraph  in  General 
Turreau's  letter  of  December  12,  to  Mr.  Secre- 
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tary  Smith,  in  answer  to  one  from  the  Secre- 
tary, remonstrating  against  the  exclusion  of 
cotton  and  tobacco  from  the  ports  of  France. 
In  reply  to  which  he  says,  among  other  things, 
that  he  thinks  some  modification  will  take  place 
in  this  respect,  hut  tells  him  that  this  will  de- 
pend upon  the  firm  and  persevering  measures  to 
be  pursued  by  the  two  Governments  against 
the  common  enemy.  In  this  intimation  of  his 
Imperial  Majesty  through  his  Minister,  which, 
by-the-by,  is  not  the  first  of  the  kind,  will  I 
fancy  be  found  the  only  necessity  of  sufiering 
this  measure  to  go  into  operation.  And  are 
gentlemen  prepared  to  obey  ?  I  trust  not.  No, 
sir,  I  will  not  for  a  moment  entertain  so  degrad- 
ing an  idea.  But  firmly  believing  the  contra- 
ry, I  still  hope  the  amendment  wiU  be  rejected, 
and  with  it  the  whole  restrictive  system,  until 
France  shall  learn  to  respect  our  rights. 

Mr.  Speaker,  if  I  am  to  be  called  an  enemy  to 
my  country  for  opposing  this  measure,  under 
present  circumstances,  to  my  country  I  will  ap- 
peal ;  being  entirely  willing  that  the  honorable 
gentleman  from  Maryland  (Mr.  Weight)  and 
his  friends  should  share  the  whole  of  the  honor 
of  advocating  the  right  of  the  Emperor  to  take 
and  withhold  the  property  of  our  citizens.  Sir, 
it  creates  no  astonishment  to  hear  that  gentle- 
man contend  that  we  are  bound  by  the  law  of 
May  to  carry  the  non-intercourse  into  effect 
against  Great  Britain,  but,  to  hear  a  gentleman 
possessed  of  the  discernment  of  the  honorable 
chairman  of  the  committee  who  reported  this 
bill,  make  this  declaration,  is  truly  astonishing, 
•when  the  reverse  is  the  fact.  I  trust  I  have 
already  shown  that  in  every  communication 
from  our  Executive  to  the  French  Government 
on  the  subject,  that  Government  has  been  told 
that  if,  in  connection  with  the  revocation  of  the 
decrees,  the  sequestered  property  was  not  given 
up,  the  non-intercourse  would  not  be  renewed 
against  England.  These  several  letters  were 
communicated  to  this  House,  and  published 
nearly  three  months  since,  and  are,  at  this  mo- 
ment, in  the  hands  of  the  British  Government, 
and,  by  this  tenure,  that  Government  has  a 
right  to  rest  assured  that  the  non-intercourse 
will  not  be  renewed  against  them.  Indeed,  to 
believe  the  contrary,  would  be  an  insult  to  the 
plighted  faith  of  the  Executive. 

Mr.  BiBELow. — ^Mr.  Speaker,  I  regret  ex- 
tremely that,  at  this  late  period  of  the  session, 
and  at  this  late  hour  of  the  night,  the  high 
sense  of  the  duty  which  I  feel  that  I  owe  to  my 
constituents  and  to  my  country,  should  compel 
me  to  submit  to  the  consideration  of  the  House 
a  few  remarks  upon  this  all-important  subject. 
They  will  be  of  a  general  nature,  candid,  and 
as  much  as  possible  confined  to  the  subject  of 
debate. 

Sir,  on  this  occasion,  I  feel  no  disposition  to 
censure  the  conduct  of  the  President.  Permit 
me,  however,  before  I  proceed  to  the  subject, 
to  notice  a  very  singular  remark  of  the  honor- 
able gentleman  from  Pennsylvania,  (Mr.  Ross.) 
That  gentleman  observed,  "that  when  this  bill 


was  laid  on  your  table,  he  was  determined  to 
vote  against  it ;  that  he  con.«idered  it  wrong  in 
principle,  and  injurious  in  its  consequences; 
and  that  he  should  now  vote  against  it,  had 
not  several  gentlemen,  particularly  the  gentle- 
man from  Massachusetts,  (Mr.  Quinoy,)  been  so 
severe  in  their  censures  upon  the  conduct  of 
the  Administration.  He  felt  it  his  duty  to 
support  the  Administration,  and  should,  there- 
fore, vote  for  the  bill,  although  he  disliked  it." 

Sir,  I  apprehend  the  President  will  not  feel 
under  very  great  obligations  to  that  gentleman 
for  this  kind  of  support.  For  myself,  I  am  free 
to  declare,  that  stronger  reasons  than  those 
must  operate  upon  my  mind,  before  I  can  give 
my  sanction  to  a  measure  professedly  impolitic 
and  unjust. 

This  bill,  Mr.  Speaker,  is  advocated  on  the 
ground  that,  by  the  law  of  May,  1810,  we  are 
under  obligations  to  France  to  prohibit  com- 
mercial intercourse  with  Great  Britain.  I^  sir, 
I  rightly  recollect,  for  I  have  not  the  law 
before  me,  the  substance  of  the  provision,  as  it 
respected  France,  was,  that  if  she  so  revoked 
or  modified  her  edicts  and  decrees,  as  that  they 
should  cease  to  violate  our  neutral  commerce, 
and  Great  Britain  refused,  for  three  months,  to 
pursue  a  similar  course,  then  was  this  system 
of  non-intercourse  to  commence,  as  it  respects 
Great  Britain. 

Mr.  Speaker,  I  deny  that  the  faith  of  the  na- 
tion is  pledged  by  the  law  of  May,  1810.  It  is 
neither  a  contract  nor  a  treaty.  To  constitute 
a  contract,  two  parties  are  necessary,  at  least. 
All  writers  upon  the  subject  have  so  considered 
it;  and,  sir,  if-one  party  can  make  a  contract 
with  another,  without  the  knowledge,  consent, 
or  approbation  of  the  other,  it  is  a  new  discov- 
ery, with  which,  as  yet,  I  am  unacquainted. 
Such,  sir,  is  the  nature  of  the  contract  referred 
to.  The  Congress  was  the  only  party  con- 
cerned in  making  it.  France  knew  nothing  of 
it ;  it  was  made  wholly  without  her  consent  or 
approbation.  How,  then,  is  the  national  faith 
plighted  to  France  by  that  law  ?  Sir,  I  know 
of  but  one  way  in  which  the  faith  of  this  na- 
tion can  be  pledged  to  another,  and  that  is,  by 
a  treaty  approved  and  ratified  by  the  constitu- 
ted authorities;  and  surely,  sir,  no  gentleman 
will  contend  that  this  law  amounted  to  a  treaty. 
If,  then,  it  was  neither  a  contract  nor  a  treaty, 
the  faith  of  the  nation  is  not  pledged.  The 
most  you  can  make  of  it  is,  as  was  observed  on 
a  former  occasion  by  the  honorable  gentleman 
from  Virginia,  (Mr.  Randolph,)  "  that  it  is  a  rule 
of  conduct  for  ourselves."  But,  sir,  I  am  willing 
to  admit,  in  case  France  had  fairly  and  honestly 
complied  with  the  conditions  of  the  law,  so  often 
referred  to,  that  good  faith  on  our  part  might 
have  required  that  we  should  pass  the  present 
bill.  What  was  the  condition  to  be  performed  on 
the  part  of  France?  Sir,  she  was  to  revoke 
and  modify  her  decrees,  so  that  they  should 
cease  to  violate  our  neutral  commerce.  This 
has  not  been  done.  The  Berlin  and  Milan  de- 
crees are  not  even  nominally  revoked.    Look 
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at  the  letters  of  Mr.  Russell,  onr  Charg6  des 
Affaires  at  Paris,  of  the  tenth  of  December  last. 
Look  at  the  letters  of  the  Dnkes  of  Massa  and 
Gaete,  of  the  twenty-fifth  of  the  same  month. 
Look  at  her  conduct  subsequent  to  the  first  of 
November,  the  time  when  you  were  informed 
that  those  decrees  would  cease  to  operate.  Has 
she  not  seized  every  vessel  which  has  arrived 
at  her  ports  since  that  period?  Upon  this 
point  I  will  not  waste  the  time  of  the  House  by 
attempting  to  show  that  those  decrees  are  still 
in  force,  a  fact  which  has  been  already  so  fully 
and  amply  proved  by  the  candid  and  able  argu- 
ments of  the  honorable  gentleman  from  New 
York,  (Mr.  Emott.) 

But,  sir,  I  will  go  further,  and,  for  the  sake 
of  argument,  admit,  not  only  that  the  law  of 
May,  1810,  has  all  the  binding  force  upon  this 
nation  of  a  treaty  made  by  the  regular  consti- 
tutional authorities,  but  that  the  Berlin  and 
Milan  decrees  were,  on  the  fifth  day  of  August 
last,  actually  revoked;  and,  after  the  first  day 
November,  ceased  to  violate  our  neutral  com- 
merce. There  is  still  another  important  point 
to  be  considered,  and  I  hope  gentlemen  w3l  at- 
tend to  it  with  candor. 

Sir,  it  is  a  principle  well  established  by  the 
law  of  nations,  as  well  as  by  the  laws  of  nature 
and  reason,  that  when  one  nation,  in  conse- 
quence of  revoking  certain  acts  injurious  to 
another  nation,  claims  from  the  other  nation 
the  performance  of  a  promise  made  on  condi- 
tion that  those  acts  should  be  revoked,  it  is 
necessary  that  the  nation  thus  claiming  the  ful- 
filment of  the  promise,  should  first,  not  only  re- 
voke those  injurious  acts,  hut  it  should  also  be 
done  fairly  and  honestly,  without  subterfuge  or 
reserve,  and  without,  at  the  same  time,  adopt- 
ing other  measures  equally  injurious,  and  pro- 
ducing the  same  effects.  Now,  sir,  admit  that 
the  declaration  of  the  Duo  de  Cadore,  in  his 
letter  of  the  5th  of  August,  1810,  that  the  Ber- 
lin and  Milan  decrees  were  revoked,  and,  after 
the  first  of  November,  would  cease  to  violate 
our  neutral  commerce,  was  an  actual  revocation 
of  those  decrees ;  still,  sir,  if  this  was  merely  to 
amuse  and  deceive  ns,  if  another  act  equally  in- 
jurious was  at  the  same  time  substituted,  will 
it  be  contended  that  France  has,  nevertheless, 
fairly  complied  vrith  the  conditions  of  your 
law?  Sir,  it  is  a  very  singular  fact  that,  on 
this  very  fifth  day  of  August,  another  decree  was 
issued  by  the  French  Emperor,  which  was 
equally  injurious,  and  amounted,  in  fact,  to  a 
prohibition  of  our  commerce,  aa  much  as  the 
Berlin  and  Milan  decrees.  I  allude  to  the  du- 
ties established  by  the  Emperor  on  articles  of 
American  produce,  which  were  so  enormously 
high,  that  the  owner  would  prefer  an  abandon- 
ment of  his  cargo  to  a  payment  of  the  duties. 
Even  this  was  insuflScient ;  for,  by  a  subsequent 
decree,  various  articles  were  prohibited,  and 
those  which  were  allowed,  must  only  be  ex- 
ported in  vessels  which  should  sail  from  Charles- 
ton or  New  York. 

Is  this,  sir,  that  fair,  that  honest  repeal  of 


the  Berlin  and  Milan  decrees ;  is  this  that  Ixma 
fide  performance  of  the  condition ;  that  ceasing 
to  violate  our  neutral  commerce,  which  lays  us 
under  such  solemn  obligations  to  France?  Am 
I  not,  then,  Mr.  Speaker,  authorized  to  say, 
that  the  condition  of  the  law  of  May,  1810,  has 
not  been  complied  with  ?  I  trust,  sir,  as  to  this 
point,  that  the  letter  of  the  Secretary  of  State 
to  Mr.  Turreau,  of  the  18th  of  December  last, 
will  be  considered  as  conclusive.  In  this  let- 
ter, the  Secretary,  speaking  of  the  enormous 
duties  which  have  been  mentioned,  observes: 
"If,  then,  for  the  revoked  decrees,  municipal 
laws,  producing  the  same  commercial  effect, 
have  been  substituted ;  the  mode  only,  and  not 
the  measure,  have  undergone  an  alteration." 

To  my  mind,  sir,  this  insidious,  this  perfidious 
conduct,  on  the  pai-t  of  Napoleon,  is  infinitely 
more  base,  and  merits  the  indignation  of  the 
American  people  infinitely  more  than  would  an 
open  refusal  to  revoke  the  obnoxious  decrees. 
It  is  an  attempt,  if  I  may  he  allowed  the  ex- 
pression, to  gull  and  deceive  us,  by  an  artful, 
intriguing  policy,  which  ought  to  excite  our 
jealousy,  and  rouse  our  highest  resentments. 
I  trust,  sir,  I  have  fairly  shown  that  our  faith  is 
not  plighted,  that  we  are  under  no  obligations 
to  Napoleon.  If  in  this  I  am  correct,  then  the 
passage  of  the  present  bill  is  a  mere  question  of 
policy  and  interest. 

It  would  be  a  mere  waste  of  time  to  attempt, 
by  a  reference  to  the  past  evils  which  have  re- 
sulted from  this  restrictive  system,  to  show  the 
impolicy  of  its  continuance.  The  bad  effects 
already  produced  are  but  too  well  known.  This, 
sir,  is  the  favorable  moment  to  erase  it  from 
your  statute  books ;  the  policy  and  interest  of 
the  nation  require  it. 

Let  ns  examine,  for  a  moment,  the  conse- 
quences of  its  continuance. 

Do  you  believe,  sir,  that  your  merchants,  a 
great  portion  of  whose  property  has  been  seized 
by  foreign  nations,  when  the  remnant  of  their 
vessels,  which  have  escaped,  shall,  upon  enter- 
ing your  own  ports,  be  seized  by  your  own 
custom-house  officers,  that  they  will  be  satisfied 
to  lose  the  remainder  of  their  property,  in  pur- 
suance of  your  own  laws  ?  They  wUl  think  it 
hard  enough,  that  millions  of  their  property 
have  been  seized  by  France,  by  Denmark,  and 
by  Sweden,  without  having  the  remainder  seized 
on  their  return,  and  confiscated  by  their  own 
Government.  Surely,  sir,  they  will  require 
strong  evidence  of  the  fact  that  your  faith  is 
plighted  to  France,  before  they  will  be  satisfied 
with  the  measure  you  are  about  to  adopt. 

Mr.  Speaker,  I  am  not  the  Representative  of  « 
merchants ;  I  feel  no  peculiar  interest  in  their 
favor,  but  I  consider  them  a  useful  class  of  citi- 
zens ;  their  interests  are  closely  connected  with 
the  interests  of  your  farmers ;  and,  in  this 
point  of  view,  they  are  at  least  entitled  to  no- 
tice. Hitherto,  your  merchants  h  ave  been  noted 
for  their  fairness,  and  for  the  respect  they  have 
paid  to  your  revenue  laws.  But,  sir,  after  hav- 
ing their  property  plundered  by  France,  by 
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Denmark,  and  Sweden,  will  they  not,  when 
they  learn  that  from  a  scrupulous  regard  to 
your  faith  plighted  to  France,  a  faith,  however, 
which  has  no  existence,  you  seize,  with  a  few 
exceptions,  all  which  return ;  will  they  not,  I 
repeat  it,  endeavor  to  land  their  cargoes  so  as 
to  escape  the  vigilance  of  your  officers  ?  Have 
you  no  apprehension  that,  when  they  have  once 
learnt  the  art  of  smuggling  to  save  their  prop- 
erty from  seizure  and  confiscation,  they  will 
afterwards  practise  it,  to  avoid  the  payment  of 
duties?  I  fear  that  this  system  will  have  a 
tendency  to  corrupt  the  morals  of  your  mer- 
chants, and  from  them  it  will  extend  through- 
out the  country. 

Wednesdat,  February  27. 

The  House  formed  a  quorum  at  half-past  ten 
o'clock. 

Mr.  Gold. — Mr.  Speaker,  at  a  period  when 
the  civilized  world  is  convulsed  by  continued 
war,  to  its  centre ;  when  the  European  con- 
tinent is  exhibiting  the  marks  of  ruthless  con- 
quest, and  is  threatened  with  all  that  barbarism, 
with  which  Attila,  with  his  invading  hordes, 
overwhelmed  the  Roman  world,  it  becomes  the 
Councils  of  this  nation  to  move  with  cautious 
steps  on  the  theatre  of  our  foreign  relations ;  to 
move,  sir,  with  a  fixed  eye  on  the  great  law  of 
neutrality,  and  yield  an  implicit  obedience  to 
its  high  injunctions. 

It  eminently  becomes,  sii-,  the  Government  of 
this  country,  in  all  our  concerns  with  the  bel- 
ligerents of  Europe,  to  carry  an  even  hand,  to 
manifest  to  both  a  fair,  impartial,  and  equal 
conduct.  Without  such  a  course,  the  conse- 
quences to  our  peace  and  prosperity,  from  the 
jealousy  and  violence  of  warring  nations,  are 
inevitable,  and,  with  it,  we  can  hardly  promise 
ourselves  exemption  from  aggressions  and  spo- 
liation ;  such  and  so  destructive  is  the  spirit  of 
the  times.  Keed  I,  sir,  to  excite  caution  in  le- 
gislation, refer  the  House  to  the  consequences 
of  the  non-intercourse  act  of  the  1st  of  March, 
1809 ;  for,  however  free  from  all  exception 
from  the  belligerents  was  that  act,  yet  France, 
in  the  wantonness  of  power,  made  it  the  pre- 
text for  the  exercise  of  the  rigorous  right  of 
reprisal  by  an  additional  decree,  which,  with 
the  preceding,  have,  like  the  besom  of  destruc- 
tion, swept  our  property  from  the  ocean. 

It  was  oh  that  act,  that  the  Eambouillet  de- 
cree of  the  23d  of  March  last,  was  founded  for 
its  sole  justification ;  and  so  do  the  very  terms 
of  the  decree,  shameful  and  disgraceful  as  it  is, 
import. 

In  reviewing  the  proceedings  of  our  Govern- 
ment under  the  act  of  the  1st  of  May  last,  (the 
act  upon  which  the  President's  proclamation 
for  a  non-importation  with  Great  Britain  is 
founded,)  permit  me,  sir,  to  ask  if  the  spirit  of  a 
fair  and  impartial  neutrality,  so  eminently  ne- 
cessary in  the  critical  situation  of  the  United 
Status,  has  guided  our  proceedings  with  the 
respective  belligerents  ?    By  this  act,  if  either 


of  the  belligerents  rescinded  its  edicts,  violating 
our  neutral  rights,  the  non-intercourse  act  was 
to  be  put  in  force  against  the  other  refusing  to 
rescind,  and  the  President,  by  proclamation, 
was  to  declare  such  fact  of  rescinding.  Under 
this  provision,  sir,  the  President  substituted  a 
prospective  engagementfor  a  fact  done ;  a  prom- 
ise for  a  performance ;  the  future  for  the  past, 
and  hence,  sir,  have  resulted  our  present  diffi- 
culties ;  that  crisis  which  bears  so  hard  upon 
the  American  people.  It  is  not,  sir,  my  object 
to  impeach  the  motives  of  the  President  in  this 
ill-fated  proceeding ;  I  am  to  presume  a  love  of 
country  guided  him ;  but  it  is  impossible  not 
to  see  in  the  measure  a  course  indulgent  to 
France,  a  construction  upon  the  letter  of  the 
Duke  de  Cadore,  of  the  5th  of  August  last, 
(touching  the  revocation  of  the  decrees  of  Ber- 
lin and  Milan,)  the  most  favorable  and  advan- 
tageous to  that  country,  and  oflFensive  to  Great 
Britain.  For,  sir,  notwithstanding  the  above 
proclamation,  the  noonday  sun  is  not  plainer 
than  that  those  decrees  are  not  revoked ;  nor 
indeed,  sir,  will  they,  in  my  opinion,  ever  be 
revoked  under  the  above  act.  The  utmost  ex- 
tent of  our  hopes,  from  the  last  despatches 
transmitting  the  official  communication  of  the 
twenty-fifth  of  December  last,  from  the  Grand 
Judge  Massa,  and  the  Minister  of  Finance, 
Gaete,  is,  that  our  vessels  (with  their  cargoes) 
seized  in  the  ports  of  Franco  since  the  first  of 
November,  in  violation  of  the  stipulation  of  the 
above  letter  of  the  5th  of  August,  and  of  all 
that  is  holden  sacred  among  nations,  may  be  at 
some  future  day,  under  some  new  and  embar- 
rassing conditions,  flowing  from  the  policy  of 
Napoleon,  restored  to  our  sufiering  citizens. 
By  the  last  paragraph  of  the  above  letter  of  the 
Minister  of  the  Finances,  it  would  seem  that 
the  Emperor  and  King  has  shut  his  eyes  upon 
past  engagements,  and  referred  all  tiat  con- 
cerns us  to  the  second  day  of  February,  when 
new  toils  are  to  be  spread,  as  is  to  be  presumed, 
for  the  unsuspecting,  credulous,  and  confiding 
American  merchant  and  navigator.  Against 
the  mass  of  evidence,  that  the  French  decrees 
are  not  revoked — evidence  which  is  increased 
by  the  melancholy  advices  of  every  east  wind — 
the  honorable  member  (Mr.  Bhba)  from  Ten- 
nessee, refers  us  to  the  President's  proclama- 
tion, as  a  foundation  for  our  faith  in  the  repeal 
of  the  decrees  to  rest  on  ;  this  is  evidence  in- 
deed of  things  not  seen.  As  well  might  the 
trembling  mariner  look  to  his  almanac  for  the 
state  of  the  weather  at  the  moment  the  pitiless 
tempest  is  beating  upon  him,  and  his  vessel  is 
sinking  under  the  shock  of  the  elements.  What- 
ever ground  of  hope  or  belief  in  the  good  faith 
of  France  existed  at  the  time  of  issuing  the 
proclamation,  subsequent  events  have  removed 
those  grounds  from  under  our  feet,  and  blasted 
all  our  hopes ;  the  wily  policy  of  the  French 
Court  stands  confessed ;  the  Emperor  loves  but 
to  chasten ;  he  seduces  but  to  destroy. 

While  the  indulgent  course,  the  favorable  in- 
terpretation of  the  letter  of  Cadore  of  the  5th 
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of  August  above  mentioned,  was  adopted  by 
the  Cabinet  towards  France ;  was  a  similar 
temper  and  disposition  manifested  in  relation  to 
Great  Britain? 

I  fear,  sir,  this  part  of  the  case  will  not  well 
bear  scrutiny.  That  the  Orders  in  Council,  and 
not  the  doctrine  of  blockade,  were  the  objects 
of  the  act  of  the  1st  of  May,  in  relation  to  Great 
Britain,  not  only  the  debates  of  the  period,  but 
the  recollection  of  every  member  of  this  House, 
will  bear  me  out  in  aeserting.  That  mere 
cruising  blockades,  and  every  other  blockade 
not  supported  by  an  actual  investing  force,  is 
unwarranted  by  the  laws  of  nations,  is  my  clear 
conviction ;  it  is  the  result  of  examination  and 
reflection  on  the  subject;  but  unfounded  in 
public  law  as  is  the  doctrine  set  up  by  Great 
Britain,  its  abandonment  or  modification  can 
only  be  expected  fi-om  treaty,  and  not  by  an 
isolated  declaration  at  the  threshold,  under  the 
threat  of  a  specific  alternative.  The  Orders  in 
Council  being  removed,  the  blockade  of  May, 
1806,  would  have  been  little  more  than  nomi- 
nal ;  why  then  was  it  insisted  on  as  indispen- 
sable, under  the  above  act?  Through  a  strange 
fatality,  something,  inconsiderable  in  itself,  is 
always  found  in  our  demands  upon  Great 
Britain,  to  bar  a  settlement. 

But,  Mr.  Speaker,  what  is  calculated  much 
more  to  put  in  jeopardy  the  neutral  character 
of  our  Government  is  the  bill  on  the  table. 
While  all  is  uncertainty  and  embarrassment 
with  France ;  while  her  decrees  remain  merely 
suspended  and  not  revoked ;  while  your  mer- 
chants, trusting  to  the  plighted  faith  of  the 
EmpercJr,  have  been  drawn  into  the  French 
•ports  and  there  betrayed  and  sacrificed ;  while 
commerce  is  bleeding  at  every  pore  under  the 
merciless  gripe  of  Napoleon,  we  are  called  on 
to  go  farther  to  conciliate  France,  than  she  was 
entitled  to,  had  she  faithfully  revoked  her  de- 
crees. Upon  revoking  his  decrees,  the  Empe- 
ror was  entitled  to  have  the  act  of  the  1st  of 
May  carried  into  effect  against  Great  Britain, 
and  he  was  entitled  to  no  more.  Such,  sir,  is 
the  precise  condition  imposed  on  the  United 
States  by  the  letter  of  the  Duke  de  Cadore, 
of  the  5  th  of  August,  and  this  is  the  whole 
extent  of  the  requirement.  Upon  what  ground, 
then,  sir,  is  it  that  we  are  called  on  to  pass  this 
additional  non-importation  act  against  Gresft 
Britain?  If  France  has  revoked  her  decrees, 
is  not  a  non-importation  with  Great  Britain  in- 
evitable, and  does  it  not  exist  ?  But  I  will  put 
the  key  to  the  door;  let  us  not  dissemble; 
France  has  not  revoked,  and  for  that  cause  and 
that  alone,  has  the  question  arisen,  whether 
there  be  at  this  time  a  legal  non-importation 
with  Great  Britain.  If,  sir,  there  be  any  other 
difBculty,  in  the  way  of  a  non-importation  with 
Great  Britain;  if  there  does  exist  any  other 
possible  obstacle,  let  the  advocafes  of  the  bill 
name  that  obstacle.  I  make  the  appeal  to  gen- 
tlemen, I  demand  of  the  chairman  of  the  com- 
mittee who  reported  this  biU,  why  and  where- 
fore it  is  presented  ?    France  has  failed  to  re- 1 


voke  her  decrees,  and  as  such  revocation  was, 
binder  the  act  of  the  first  of  May,  a  pre-requisite 
to  non-importation  with  Great  Britain,  such 
non-importation  must  fall,  unless  this  additional 
act  in  favor  of  France  is  passed.  This,  sir,  is 
the  whole  length  and  breadth  of  the  case ;  and 
on  no  other  ground  can  this  disastrous  measure 
be  placed.  If  France  revoked  her  decrees,  she 
was  entitled  to  a  non-importation  against  Great 
Britain,  and  if  she  failed  to  revoke,  what  ?  The 
bUl  gives  the  answer — she  is  equally  entitled ; 
so  that,  do  what  France  may  do,  the  end  must 
be  a  non-importation  with  England.  Such,  sir, 
is  the  logic  of  your  bill ;  such  the  impartiality 
towards  the  belligerents ;  such  and  so  barefaced 
the  subversion  of  the  great  principle  of  the  act 
of  May  last. 

The  principle  of  the  act  of  May  was  just  and 
equal ;  our  offers  to  Great  Britain  and  France 
were  the  same,  and  the  result,  in  case  of  refu- 
sal, alike  to  both.  France  met  the  offer  by  the 
famous  letter  of  Cadore,  of  the  5th  of  August ; 
in  which,  with  more  than  conjurer's  skill,  this 
disciple  of  the  Jesuits  brought  together  and 
united  both  present  and  future ;  he  revoked  and 
did  not  revoke ;  he  gave  up  the  decrees  and  yet 
retained  their  operation  or  effects ;  he  made  the 
revocation  both  absolute  and  conditional ;  abso- 
lute for  obtaining  the  President's  proclamation, 
conditional  for  the  purpose  of  eluding  perform- 
ance ;  absolute  for  drawing  our  property  within 
his  clutches,  conditional  for  retaining  it,  to  fill 
his  coffers  and  fatten  his  minions ;  in  fine,  sir, 
the  letter  was  one  thing,  or  another  thing,  or 
nothing  at  all,  as  artifice  might  suggest  or  future 
events  render  necessary. 

But,  sir,  the  most  copious  source  of  error  that 
I  have  witnessed  during  the  various  debates 
upon  the  proceedings  under  the  act  of  the  1st 
of  May,  is  found  in  the  extent  of  the  Berlin  and 
MOan  decrees.  The  gentlemen  who  have  com- 
menced their  career  of  conciliation  with  France, 
treated  those  decrees  as  operating  only  on  the 
narrow  ground  of  direct  commerce  between  the 
'United  States  and  Great  Britain  and  on  our 
vessels  to  other  ports  which  have  submitted  to 
British  search ;  hence  the  effort  to  justify  the 
late  seizures  of  our  vessels  in  France,  upon 
grounds  consistent  with  the  repeal  of  those  de- 
crees, as  being  laden  with  British  colonial  pro- 
duce, &c.  But,  sir,  this  cannot  avail  or  give 
the  least  color  to  the  pretence  of  a  repeal. 

The  Berlin  decree  (that  decree  which  emana- 
ted from  the  French  Emperor  at  the  capital  of 
prosti-ate  Prussia,  where  he  sat  like  Marius  over 
the  ruins  of  Carthage)  contains  ten  distinct  arti- 
cles ;  the  6th  and  7th  prohibit  all  trade  in  Brit- 
ish merchandise,  and,  the  more  effectually  to 
close  all  the  avenues  to  the  continent,  exclude 
from  the  continental  ports  aU  vessels  coming 
from  Great  Britain  or  her  colonies,  or  that 
shall  have  visited  the  colonies  after  the  date  of 
the  decree.  The  Duke  de  Cadore,  by  the  above 
letter  of  the  5th  of  August,  pledged  the  Em- 
peror, his  master,  for  the  entire  repeal  of  this 
decree  without   any   reservation.      Had    this 
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pledge  been  faithfully  redeemed ;  had  such  re- 
peal been  had  with  good  faith,  it  would  have 
subverted  the  whole  continental  system  and  re- 
moved all  difficulty  both  between  the  United 
States  and  France,  and  between  us  and  Great 
Britain,  as  it  must  have  produced  the  actual  re- 
sult required  by  Great  Britain,  in  restoring  the 
commerce  of  the  world  to  that  state  it  was  in 
at  the  promulgation  of  the  decrees.  Although 
the  above  decrees  partake  of  municipal  as  well 
as  external  regulation,  yet  the  French  Emperor, 
foreseeing  that  Great  Britain  would  not  relin- 
quish the  ground  taken  while  the  continental 
system,  so  hostile  to  her  commercial  interests, 
was  continued,  and  yielding  for  a  moment,  as 
is  supposed,  to  the  groans  of  subjugated  States, 
stipulated  by  the  above  letter  for  a  relinquish- 
ment of  his  system  by  an  entire  repeal  of  those 
decrees.  Let  me  repeat,  sir,  had  France  proved 
faithful  to  her  engagements,  the  United  States 
would  at  this  mom,ent  have  had  a  prosperous 
commerce  with  Europe,  and  the  present  state 
of  things  is  fairly  imputable  to  the  Emperor, 
with  whom  that  bill  on  your  table  invites  us  to 
proclaim  "  all  is  well."  I  look  about  me,  sir, 
with  emotions  of  concern  and  anxiety  to  find  a 
ground  on  which  to  justify  the  course  adopted 
by  this  bill  towards  the  belligerents.  The  peace, 
the  reputation,  and  honor  of  my  country  are 
concerned.  While  the  great  principles  of  justice 
and  fair  neutrality  shall  be  our  landmarks  and 
guide,  come  what  may,  fall  when  we  may,  we 
shall  stand  justified  to  the  world,  and  what  is 
of  more  consequence,  we  shall  have  the  sup- 
port of  our  own  consciences;  the  sweet  and 
consoling  reflection,  that  we  stand  clear  of  fault 
and  deserve  a  better  fate.  This  biU  will  not 
give  the  United  States  this  high  and  enviable 
condition. 

Mr.  Peaeson. — It  is  but  seldom,  Mr.  Speaker, 
I  address  you,  especially  on  subjects  of  the  na- 
ture and  importance  of  that  which  is  now  under 
discussion.  Perhaps  on  this  account,  I  may  not 
be  the  less  entitled  to  your  indulgence  and  the 
attention  of  this  assembly. 

Being  opposed  to  the  principles  of  this  bill, 
and  having  no  confidence  in  the  reasons  or  pre- 
tences by  which  it  is  attempted  to  be  justified, 
I  shall  not  trouble  you  with  an  exposition  of  its 
particular  details,  however  novel,  arbitrary,  and 
impolitic  they  may  appear.  The  bill  proposes 
substantially  a  revival  of  that  system  of  com- 
mercial restrictions,  under  which  the  people  of 
our  country  have  so  long  and  severely  suffered. 
It  substantially  denies  all  intercourse  with  Great 
Britain  and  her  colonies,  by  excluding  from  our 
ports  British  vessels  of  eveiy  description,  and 
the  products  and  manufactures  of  that  nation  of 
every  kind,  and  to  whomsoever  they  belong  ; 
while  at  the  same  time,  every  possible  indul- 
gence is  granted  to  France — her  vessels,  armed 
and  unarmed,  her  products  and  those  of  the  na- 
tions which  she  has  subjugated,  find  no  restraint 
from  us.  Here  let  me  remark,  that  to  those 
two  contending  powers,  whenever  their  inter- 
est, or  the  interests  of  either  of  them  come  in 


contact  with  the  interests  of  my  own  country, 
I  feel  no  preference,  I  make  no  discrimination  ; 
my  first  best  wishes  ever  are  at  home.  I  now 
solemnly  appeal  to  gentlemen,  why  shall  we,  at 
this  moment,  make  this  marked  distinction  ? 
Why  shall  we  take  this  hostile  attitude  against 
Great  Britain,  and  open  our  arms  to  the  em- 
brace of  France — when,  by  doing  so,  we  must 
inevitably  afflict  our  own  people,  and  depart 
from  that  character  of  neutrality,  which  has 
been  the  alleged  boast  of  the  present  and  late 
Administration  ;  and  which  alone  has  afforded 
those  in  power  an  apology  with  the  people  for 
those  wild  schemes  of  policy,  with  which  their 
course  has  been  but  too  plainly  marked,  and 
that  accumulated  distress  which  every  man  has 
seen,  and  every  honest  man  has  felt  ?  Can  it 
be  because  Bonaparte  has  said  he  loves  the 
Americans  ?  I,  sir,  know  no  other  cause.  I 
know  it  has  been  said  on  this  fioor,  and  said  too 
by  the  honorable  gentleman  who  reported  this 
bill,  and  his  honorable  colleague,  (Mr.  Gholsoit,) 
that  the  Berlin  and  Milan  decrees  are  revok- 
ed ;  and,  in  compliance  with  the  law  of  the  late 
session  of  Congress,  the  faith  of  this  nation  is 
pledged  to  Bonaparte,  for  the  due  execution  of 
that  law  against  Great  Britain.  To  tliose  opin- 
ions my  understanding  cannot  assent — the  obli- 
gation to  Bonaparte  I  neither  feel  nor  believe. 
That  none  such  exist  will  not,  in  my  opinion, 
be  difficult  to  prove.  For  a  fair  understanding 
of  this  question,  it  becomes  necessary  to  apply 
to  the  law  of  May,  1810.  On  that  law  and 
the  proceedings  which  have  been  subsequently 
adopted  by  this  Government  and  France,  must 
the  propriety  of  the  present  measures  be  justi- 
fied or  condemned.  The  act  alluded  to,  in  sub- 
stance, declares  :  "  That  in  case  either  Great 
Britain  or  France  shall,  before  the  3d  day  of 
March  next,  so  revoke  or  modify  her  edicts,  that 
they  shaE  cease  to  violate  the  neutral  commerce 
of  the  United  States,  which  fact  the  President 
of  the  United  States  shall  declare  by  proclama- 
tion, and  if  the  other  nation  shall  not,  within 
three  months  thereafter,  so  revoke  or  modify 
her  edicts  in  like  manner,  the  restrictive  provi- 
sions of  the  law  of  1809  are  to  be  revived  and 
havefuU  force  and  effect  against  the  nation  so 
refusing  or  neglecting  to  revoke  or  modify," 
&o.,  and  the  restrictions  imposed  by  the  act,  are 
from  the  date  of  such  proclamation,  to  cease  and 
be  discontinued  in  relation  to  the  nation  revok- 
ing or  modifying  her  decrees  in  the  manner 
aforesaid. 

The  emphatic  words  of  this  law  are,  so  revoke 
or  modify,  as  that  they  cease  to  violate,  &c. 
Here  is  a  positive,  unconditional,  indispensable 
prerequisite,  to  be  complied  with  before  the 
President  was  authorized  to  exercise  the  power 
given  to  him  ;  a  specific  fact  was  to  exist,  and 
he  was  empowered  simply  to  make  its  existence 
known  to  the  nation  ;  no  discretion  was  allow- 
ed ;  nothing  left  to  doubtful  construction — no 
conditional  promissory  note  of  a  perfidious 
agent,  of  a  more  pei-fldious  master,  was  con- 
templated by  the  law.    The  great  question  now 
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is,  does  the  fact  on  which  the  proclamation  was 
alone  to  issue,  and  on  which  its  legitimacy  solely 
depends,  exist,  or  does  it  not  ?  ,  The  very  doubt 
ought  to  decide  the  question — the  burden  of 
propf  unquestionably  ought  to  rest  on  those 
who  call  on  us  to  pass  this  law  ;  and  in  their 
own  language,  execute  the  contract,  and  violate 
not  the  faith  so  solemnly  plighted  to  "  Napo- 
leon the  Great " — unfortunately  the  evidence 
on  which  they  rely  disproves  the  fact,  and  we 
are  enabled  to  do  what  can  seldom  be  done, 
and  ought  never  to  be  required — ^prove  a  nega- 
tive. 

The  letter  of  the  Duke  de  Cadore,  of  the  5th 
August,  1810,  the  proclamation  of  the  2d  of  No- 
vember, and  Mr.  Pinkney's  diplomatic  special 
pleading  in  his  letter  to  the  Secretary  of  State, 
of  the  10th  of  December,  constitute  the  whole 
burden  of  proof  upon  which  the  advocates  of 
this  bill  rest  their  defence,  and  the  evidence  of 
the  fact  on  which  alone  it  can  be  justified.     I 
have  stated  the  law,  and  what  I  conceive  to  be 
its  obligations  on  the  President  and  ourselves. 
It  will  now  be  proper  to  take  a  correct  view  of 
this  famous  letter  of  the  Duo  de  Oadore  of  the 
5th  August,  this  honeyed  charm,  which  has  se- 
duced us  into  a  labyrinth,  from  whose  gloomy 
cells  and  devious  windings  we  are,  I  fear,  not 
soon  to  be  extricated.    This  letter,  which  con- 
tains but  one  sentence  of  plain  truth,  viz :  "  That 
the  Emperor  applauded  the  general  embargo 
laid  by  the  United  States  " — after  asserting  the 
most  palpable  falsehood,  by  denying  that  the 
Emperor  had  knowledge  of  our  law  of  March, 
1809,  until  very  lately,  and  justifying  the  seiz- 
ure and  condemnation  of  all  American  prop- 
erty which  had  entered,  not  only  the  ports  of 
France,  but  those  of  Spain,  Naples  and  Holland, 
dating  from  the  20th  of  May,  1809;  and  declar- 
ing that  reprisal  was  a  right  commanded  by  the 
dignity  of  France,  a  circumstance  on  which  it 
was  impossible  to  make  a  compromise — ^the  let- 
ter proceeds:    "Now  Congress   retrace  their 
steps,  they  revoke  the  act  of  the  first  of  March, 
the  ports  of  America  are  open  to  French  com- 
merce, and  France  is  no  longer  interdicted  to 
the  Americans.     In  short,  Congress  engages  to 
oppose  itself  to  that  one  of  the  belligerent  pow- 
ers  which  should  refuse  to  acknowledge  the 
rights  of  neutrals.    In  this  new  state  of  things, 
I  am  authorized  to  declare  to  you,  sir,  that  the 
decrees  of  Berlin  and  Milan  are  revoked,  and 
that  after  the  first  of  November  they  will  cease  to 
have  effect ;  it  being  understood,  that  in  conse- 
quence of  this  declaration,  (remark,  Mr.  Speak- 
er, this  declaration,  not  this  fact,)  the  English 
shall  revoke  their  Orders  in  Council,  and  re- 
nounce the  new  principles  of  blockade,  which 
they  have  wished  to  establish,  or  that  the  Unit- 
ed States,  conformable  to  the  act  you  have  just 
communicated,  shall  cause  their  rights  to  be  re- 
spected by  the  English" — ^then  follows  in  sweet 
accents  His  Majesty's  declaration  of  love  for  the 
Americans,  his  solicitude  for  our  prosperity,  and 
the  glory  of  France. 

This  is  the  gilded  pill,  in  which  lurks  a  most 


deadly  venom,  and  which  if  we  swallow,  I  fear 
all  the  political  quackery  of  the  nation  cannot 
save  us.     On  this  letter,  gentlemen  rely  for  the 
revocation  of  the  French  edicts,  and  the  free- 
dom of  our  commerce  with  France.     Allowing 
the  most  favorable  construction  to  this  letter, 
and  abstracting  it  from  circumstances  and  facts 
both  before  and  after  its  date,  it  will  not  bear 
gentlemen  out  in  their  conclusion  ;  it  does  not 
satisfy  your  law,  and  did  not  warrant  the  state 
of  things  which  has  been  and  is  about  to  be 
produced.    Ins^ad  of  an  existing  and  deter- 
mined fact.,  we  have  a  promise,  and  that  too 
clogged  with  conditions,  which  it    was  well 
known  to  the  Emperor  would  not  or  could  not 
be  complied  with  to  the  extent  required  by  him. 
The  conditions  which  depended  on  Great  Brit- 
ain, he  knew,  never  would  be  yielded,  and  that 
which  depended  on  ourselves  was  nothing  short 
of  war  with  England  or  our  own  citizens,  by 
oppressing  them  with  a  perpetual  embargo. 
Instead  of  an  authenticated  act  of  revocation, 
bearing  the  authority  of  the  most  ordinary  law 
or  edict  of  the  French  Empire,  we  have  nothing 
but  a  letter  from  the  agent  of  the  Government, 
and  which  the  Emperor  may  disavow  at  pleas- 
ure— as  was  done  in  the  case  of  the  Minister  of 
Marine,  in  his  explanations  to  General  Arm- 
sti;ong  of  the  intended  operation  of  the  Berlin 
decree — ^instead  of  the  restoration  of  the  im- 
mense amount  of  American  property,  of  which 
your  citizens  have  been  most  cruelly  and  un- 
justly robbed  by  this  fell  monster  of  the  age — 
and  which  the  President  declared,  through  the 
Secretary  of  State,  in  letters  to  General  Arm- 
strong of  the  5th  of  June  and  July,  must  pre- 
cede an  arrangement  with  France,  and  was  an 
indispensable  evidence  of  the  just  purpose  of 
France  towards  the  United  States  ;  instead  of 
having  forty  or  fifty  millions'  worth  of  our  prop- 
erty restored,  we  are  vauntingly  told,  that  the 
property  was  confiscated  as  a  measure  of  re- 
prisal, that  the  principles  of  reprisal  must  be 
the  law  in  that  affair,  and  that  a  compromise 
would  be  inconsistent    with  the    dignity    of 
France — ^the  plain  English  of  which  is,  we  have 
the  property  and  we  will  keep  it.    Mr.  Speaker, 
are  we  to  be  thus  amused  ?     Common  honor 
and  common  sense  revolt  at  the  idea. 

An  honorable  gentleman  from  South  Caro- 
lina, (Mr.  Cheves,)  whom  I  am  very  much  in- 
clined to  respect,  in  an  ingenious  argument 
which  he  made  the  other  day,  to  prove  that 
the  French  decrees  were  revoked,  told  yon  that 
the  revocation  of  those  decrees  depended  on  the 
mere  volition  of  the  mind  of  the  Emperor,  not 
requiring  authentication  or  form ;  and  although 
they  might  be  revived  the  next  moment,  or 
substituted  by  other  regulations  equally  affect- 
ing our  neutral  rights,  still  they  were  revoked. 
Thus  attributing  an  authority  to  Bonaparte,  de- 
scriptive of  the  power  of  the  God  of  nature — 
when  he  said,  let  there  be  light  and  there  was 
light.  And  in  reply  to  the  gentleman  from  Mas- 
sachusetts, (Mr.  QuiNOT,  (who  contended  that 
form  was  essential  to  the  repeal  of  a  decree,  he 
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imarked  that  the  gentleman  wanted  form  and 
at  substance.    From  this  course  of  reasoning, 

conceive  the  gentleman  has  admitted,  that 
ds  pretended  revocation  has  neither  form  nor 
ibstance.  An  edict  may  be  defined  to  be  a 
w  promulgated  in  such  form  as  the  institutions 
:  the  country  require,  or  some  act  of  sovereign 
ithority,  which  has  gone  through  the  establish- 
1  forms  of  office,  so  as  to  become  obligatory, 
he  edicts  of  France  have  an  appropriate  form, 
leir  authority  is  attested  by  the  Emperor  and 
iblicity  is  given,  for  the  direction  of  those 
hose  duty  it  is  to  carry  them  into  effect.  Sir, 
le  decree  of  the  most  absolute  monarch  on 
irth  is  no  decree  till  it  is  published.  I  con- 
nd  that  a  revocation  or  modification  of  an  edict 
iquires  the  same  or  equal  solemnities  with  its 
lactment ;  the/ac<  must  exist  and  be  officially 
ade  known  before  it  becomes  obligatory — no 
jclaration  of  an  intention  to  revoke,  can  con- 
itute  an  actual  revocation.  The  act  ought  not 
ily  to  be  determined  and  public,  but  suscepti- 
[e  qf  authentication,  and  capable  of  being  com- 
unicated  to  the  nation  and  the  world. 

This  opinion,  if  it  needs  authority,  is  support- 
1  by  the  iijstructions  of  the  Secretary  of  State 
I  our  Ministers  at  Paris  and  London,  of  the 
;h  July.  Mr.  Pinkney  is  directed  in  these 
ords — •"  If  the  British  Government  should  ac- 
ide  to  the  overture  contained  in  the  act  of 
ongress,  by  repealing  or  so  modifying  its 
licts,  as  that  they  will  cease  to  violate  our  neu- 
al  rights,  you  will  transmit  the  repeal,  prop- 
■ly  authenticated,  to  General  Armstrong,  and 

necessary,  by  a  special  messenger,  and  you 
Ul  hasten  to  transmit  it  also  to  this  Depart- 
ent — similar  directions  are  given  to  General 
rmstrong." 

Will  it  for  a  moment  be  contended,  that  the 
irmal  authentication  required  by  the  Admin- 
tratioD,  could  mean  a  Jesuitical,  insolent,  equiv- 
3al,  conditional  letter,  full  of  sound,  and  mean- 
g  nothing  for  our  good  ?  ,  But,  say  gentlemen, 
le  President  received  the  evidence  and  issued 
is  proclamation.  This  is  true ;  but  why  has 
)  done  so,  and  how  justified  by  the  law  under 
hich  alone  he  was  authorized  to  act,  is,  to  my 
ind,  perfectly  inexplicable ;  why,  in  the  course 
■  this  arrangement  with  France,  he  has  varied 
le  ground  which  he  first  took — why  dispensed 
ith  requisites  at  one  time  declared  indispen- 
ble — why  he  ad  vanced  in  exactions  from  Great 
i-itain  in  proportion  as  he  receded  from  de- 
ands  on  France,  is  left  for  himself  and  those 
ho  have  more  wisdom  than  myself,  to  deter- 
ine.  I  trust,  sir,  ,1  have  a  proper  share  of 
infldence  in  the  Executive,  and  have  no  dis- 
)sition  to  detract  from  hiS  merit ;  but  he  is 
ily  man,  and  therefore  subject  to  the  frailties 
an  is  heir  to.  "We  have  as  yet  no  such  maxim 
aong  us,  as  that  the  Executive  is  infallible — 
s  can  do  nq  wrong.  Whatever  may  be  the 
sposition  of  other  gentlemen,  I  am  as  yet  too 
ee,  too  much  of  a  genuine  Republican  to  sub- 
ribe  to  such  a  doctrine.  I  said,  sir,  that  in  the 
iurse  of  this  arrangement  with  France,  the  Ad- 


ministration advanced  in  their  demands  on  Great 
Britain  and  receded  as  to  France. 

I  argue  from  the  documents,  which  aocompar 
nied  the  President's  Message  at  the  opening  of 
the  present  session  of  Congress.  The  first  letter 
in  the  documents  from  the  Secretary  of  State 
to  Mr.  Pinkney,  of  the  20th  January,  1810,  does 
not  contain  a  word  on  the  subject  of  blockades 
— on  the  contrary,  the  Orders  in  Council  are 
alone  required  to  be  repealed,  as  preparatory  to 
a  treaty  with  Great  Britain  ;  and  the  British 
Government  are  assured  of  the  cordial  disposi- 
tion "  of  the  President  to  exercise  any  power 
with  which  he  may  be  invested,  to  put  an  end 
to  acts  of  Congress  which  would  not  be  resort- 
ed to  but  for  the  Orders  in  Council,  and  at  the 
same  time  of  his  determination  to  put  them  in 
force  against  France,  in  case  her  decrees  should 
not  also  be  repealed." 

His  letter  of  the  4th  of  May,  which  waj'  the 
first  after  passing  the  act  of  the  1st  of  May  last, 
that  enclosed  a  copy  of  that  act,  is  not  publish- 
ed. On  the  22d  of  May,  another  letter  is  sent 
enclosing  a  second  copy  of  the  act  of  Congress, 
in  which  there  is  not  to  be  found  any  requisition 
of  a  repeal  of  the  blockade  which  is  now  made 
a  sine  qua  non  to  an  arrangement  with  Great 
Britain.  But  on  the  2d  of  July,  after  the  arri- 
val of  the  John  Adams,  which  brought  the  cor- 
respondence between  our  Ministers  at  Paris  and 
London,  and  the  Agents  of  the  British  and 
French  Governments,  on  the  subject  of  the  re- 
peal of  their  several  orders  and  decrees ;  and 
when  it  was  known  that  the  British  Govern- 
ment would  not  abandon  her  system  of  blockade 
and  adopt  the  principles  contended  for  by  France 
— in  this  letter,  I  say,  is  contained  liot  only  a 
demand  of  the  repeal  of  the  Orders  in  Council, 
but  also  of  the  blockading  order  of  May,  1806. 
I  have  already  shown,  from  the  letters  before 
me,  of  the  5th  June  and  July,  that  the  restora- 
tion of  the  property  of  our  citizens,  confiscated 
by  the  order  of  Bonaparte,  was  declared  by  the 
Executive  as  an  indispensable  pre-requisite  to  an 
arrangement  with  the  French  Government. 
But  the  proclamation  of  the  President  has  been 
issued  without  a  cent  of  property  being  restor- 
ed ;  nor  is  there  the  most  distant  prospect  of 
our  regaining  a  shilling  from  his  iron  grasp. 
Thus  have  the  Administration  changed  the 
ground  first  taken,  increased  the  demands  on 
Great  Britain,  and  abandoned  what  was  deem- 
ed indispensable  on  the  part  of  France. 

So  conscious  was  the  President  of  the  just  ex- 
pectation of  the  people  of  this  country,  that 
provision  would  be  made  for  the  restoration  of 
their  property,  he  informs  Mr.  Armstrong  on 
the  2d  of  November,  the  day  the  proclamation 
was  issued,  that  "  in  issuing  the  proclamation  it' 
hasbeen  presumed,  that  the  requisition  on  the 
subject  of  the  sequestered  property  will  have 
been  complied  with."  From  what  this  presump- 
tion arose,  I  am  at  a  loss  to  say — the  letter  of 
the  Due  de  Cadore  to  General  Armstrong,  of 
the  12th  September,  had  been  received  here ;  we 
had  been  told  there  would  be  no  compromise  ; 
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the  law  of  reprisal  mast  govern.  Sir,  the  law 
of  reprisal,  as  recognized  hy  the  laws  of  nations, 
conld  never  have  authorized  the  seizure.  Re- 
prisals can  only  be  resorted  to  in  case  of  an 
act  of  hostility  committed  by  one  nation  on  the 
property  or  citizens  of  another,  and  after  com- 
pensation for  the  injury  has  been  demanded  and 
refused  ;  and  even  in  that  case,  the  property 
taken  is  to  be  held  only  in  pledge,  tiU  satisfac- 
tion is  made  by  the  offending  nation.  The  mo- 
ment that  confiscation  takes  place  the  principle 
of  reprisal  ceases  and  it  becomes  an  act  of  war. 
Ve  had  done  no  injury  to  France ;  we  had  vio- 
lated neither  the  rights  of  the  persons  or  prop- 
erty of  her  subjects — no  demand  of  indemnity 
was  ever  made ;  not  a  complaint  whispered,  till 
nearly  twelve  months  after  the  passing  of  the 
law,  (and  after  its  expiration  too,)  which  is 
made  the  pretext  for  this  monstrous  outrage. 
The  law  of  reprisal  had  nothing  to  do  with  the 
affair,  and  the  confiscation  of  our  property  ex- 
cludes the  idea  of  restoration.  I  confess  I  was 
astonished,  and  felt  humbled  as  an  American, 
when  I  heard  the  language  of  the  Preadent  of 
the  United  States,  in  his  Message  to  Congress 
at  the  opening  of  the  present  session  on  this  sub- 
ject. Instead  of  that  high  indignant  tone,  de- 
manded by  the  honor  and  feelings  of  the  nation, 
he,  in  the  mildness  of  calm  philosophy,  says, 
"  It  was  particularly  anticipated  that  as  a  far- 
ther evidence  of  just  dispositions  towards  them, 
restoration  would  have  been  immediately  made 
of  the  property"  of  our  citizens,  seized  under  a 
misapplication  of  the  principles  of  reprisals, 
and  a  misconstruction  of  a  law  of  the  United 
States.  This  expectation  has  not  been  fiilfilled. 
Thus  the  question  as  to  the  restoration  seems  to 
be  abandoned ;  one  kind,  loving  word  from  Na- 
poleon the  Great,  (as  he  has  been  triumphantly 
called  in  this  House,)  this  modern  Alexander 
(without  his  virtues,  with  all  his  faults)  disarms 
us  of  our  rage,  and  we  give  millions  for  his 
embrace. 

Mr.  Speaker,  the  chairman  of  the  committee 
(Mr.  Eppes)  who  reported  the  bUl,  in  reply  to 
the  very  able  speech  of  a  gentleman  from  New 
York  (Mr.  Emott)  who  addressed  you  in  the 
early  stage  of  this  discussion,  appeared  to  me 
rather  to  question  the  purity  of  lie  source  from 
which  they  came,  than  to  have  answered  the 
arguments  of  that  gentleman.  This  mode  of 
reasoning  may  answer  the  purposes  of  gentle- 
men, but  is  surely  unfavorable  to  fair  investiga- 
tion ;  it  tends  to  abridge  the  freedom  of  debate, 
and  prevent  that  firm,  decisive,  and  candid  ex- 
position of  those  measures,  which  we  conceive 
may  vitally  affect  the  happiness  of  the  people. 
This  is  a  privilege  and  a  duty  which  I  shall  ever 
regard  and  ever  perform.  The  same  gentleman 
(Mr.  Eppes)  and  several  others,  have  reminded 
us  of  the  arrangement  made  with  Mr.  Erskine ; 
and  offer  it  as  a  precedent  for  the  justification 
of  the  President's  proclamation  and  this  bill, 
(which  are  substantially  one  and  the  same 
thing.)  I  had  supposed  that  that  unfortunate 
arrangement  woidd  have  been  kept  out  of  sight 


by  gentlemen  on  the  other  side  of  the  House. 
It  was  to  have  been  expected  they  would  care- 
fully avoid  an  attempt  to  make  one  bad  prece- 
dent justify  another ;  they  must  have  forgotten 
how  that  arrangement  militates  against  the 
proclamation,  and  the  demand  which  is  now  so 
positively  made  of  a  revocation  by  Great  Britain 
of  her  order  of  blockade  of  !May.  1806.  That 
arrangement,  almost  dictated  by  the  Adminis- 
tration, and  which  was  perfectly  satisfactory  to 
us  aU,  did  not  contain  one  syDable,  not  the  most 
distant  information, 'relative  to  the  repeal  of 
that  order,  which  now  appears  to  excite  so 
highly  the  indignation  of  gentlemen,  and  has 
been  magnified  into  a  cause  of  war.  The  order 
of  blockade  was  at  that  time  more  recent,  and 
if  so  injurious  as  now  alleged,  could  not  have 
escaped  the  attention  of  the  Executive,  and  his 
vigilant  Cabinet,  when  they  were  providing  for 
the  annulment  oJF  the  Orders  in  Council  of  Janu- 
ary and  November,  1807.  That  arrangement 
was  made  without  requiring  a  repeal  of  the 
blockade — now  nothing  can  be  done  without  a 
repeal,  and  thus  we  are  to  be  blockaded  both 
at  home  and  abroad. 

It  may  be  further  remarked,  that  by  the  law 
of  February,  1808,  the  President  was  authorized 
to  suspend  the  embargo  as  to  France  or  Great 
Britain,  on  the  same  conditions  pointed  out  by 
the  act  of  ilav,  1810.  In  the  exercise  of  that 
power,  the  President  instructed  Mr.  Pinkney  to 
propose  to  the  British  Government  a  repeal  of 
the  embargo  as  to  that  nation,  and  its  continu- 
ation against  France,  if  the  Orders  in  Council  of 
January  and  November,  1807,  should  be  re- 
scinded. At  that  time  nothing  was  said,  no 
demand  was  made,  not  even  a  proposition  of- 
fered on  the  subject  of  the  blockade  in  question. 
My  attention,  sir,  has  been  somewhat  drawn  to 
this  part  of  the  subject  by  the  importance  which 
has  been  given  to  it  in  the  document  before  me, 
and  the  arguments  of  gentlemen  of  this  House, 
particularly  the  gentleman  from  Vir^ia,  (Mr. 
Eppes,)  who  said  much  on  this  subject  the  other 
day,  in  answer  to  arguments  which  the  gentle- 
man from  New  York  (Mr.  Emoit)  did  not  make. 
He  reiterated  last  night  that  his  arguments 
were  unanswered  and  unanswerable.  I  do  not 
profess,  sir,  to  be  perfectly  acquainted  with  the 
practical  extent  of  the  order  of  blockade  of  May, 
1806,  nor  do  I  know  the  precise  quantum  of 
injury  we  have  sustained  by  it,  nor  am  I  to  be 
understood  as  attempting  its  justification — ^I 
should  be  the  last  to  concede  any  principle  or 
any  right  to  which  my  country  has  a  claim. 
But,  sir,  I  am  compelled  to  believe,  that  an  ar- 
tificial importance  is  at  this  moment  given  to 
the  subject,  which  it  has  not  received  at  any 
other  period  since  the  adoption  of  that  regula- 
tion by  the  British  Government.  I  have  al- 
ready shown  that,  in  the  negotiation  of  1808, 
and  in  the  arrangement  with  Mr.  Erskine,  the 
question  was  not  even  made  a  matter  of  con- 
testation ;  and,  sir,  from  an  examination  of  the 
Executive  papers,  from  the  date  of  the  order  of 
the  blockade,  down  to  the  present  session  of 
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Congress,  I  have  not  been  able  to  discover  a 
single  paper  remonstrating  against  the  order, 
or  insisting  on  its  revocation,  nor  do  I  know  of 
a  single  case  of  the  condemnation  of  an  Ameri- 
can vessel  under  its  operation.  On  the  contrary, 
at  the  time  of  Its  adoption,  (during  the  adminis- 
tration of  Mr.  Fox,  -who  was  believed  to  be  as 
friendly  disposed  towards  us,  as  any  man  who 
ever  administered  the  affairs  of  the  British 
Cabinet,)  this  measure  was  spoken  of  by  our 
Minister  at  London  (Mr.  Monroe)  as  a  relaxa- 
tion favorable  to  neutral  commerce.  It  may 
not  be  improper  to  refer  to  the  order  Itself,  as 
communicated  by  Mr.  Fox  to  Mr.  Monroe,  on 
the  16th  of  May,  1806  ;  after  the  preamble  this 
note  states  "that  the  King,  taking  Into  consid- 
eration the  new  and  extraordinary  means  re- 
sorted to  by  the  enemy  for  the  purpose  of  dis- 
tressing the  commerce  of  his  subjects,  has 
thought  fit  to  direct  that  necessary  measures 
should  be  taken  for  the  blockade  of  the  coast, 
rivers,  and  ports,  from  the  river  Elbe  to  the 
port  of  Brest,  both  inclusive ;  and  the  said 
coast,  rivers,  and  ports,  are,  and  must  be  con- 
sidered, as  blockaded.  But  His  Majesty  is 
pleased  to  declare,  that  such  blockade  shall  not 
extend  to  prevent  neutral  ships  and  vessels, 
laden  with  goods  not  being  the  property  of  His 
Majesty's  enemies,  and  not  beings  contraband  of 
war,  from  approaching  the  said  coasts  and  en- 
tering Into  and  sailing  from  the  rivers  and  ports, 
(save  and  except  the  coast,  rivers,  and  ports, 
from  Ostend  to  the  river  Seine,  already  in  a 
state  of  strict  and  rigorous  blockade,  and  which 
are  to  be  considered  as  continued,)  provided 
the  said  ships  and  vessels  so  approaching  and 
entering  (except  as  aforesaid,)  shall  not  have 
been  laden  at  any  port  belonging  to,  or  in  pos- 
session of,  His  Majesty's  enemies,  and  that  the 
said  ships  and  vessels  so  sailing  from  the  said 
rivers  and  ports,  (except  as  aforesaid)  shall  not 
be  destined  to  any  port  belonging  to,  or  in  pos- 
session of  His  Majesty's  enemies,  nor  have  pre- 
viously broken  the  blockade."  This  order,  then, 
only  excludes  from  those  ports  vessels  having 
enemies'  property  on,  board  or  articles  contra- 
band of  war,  in.  both  of  which  cases  they  are 
liable  to  seizure  by  the  law  of  nations,  at  least 
it  has  been  long  contended  for  on  the  part  of 
Britain ;  it  also  prevents  the  direct  carrying 
trade  from  one  port  to  another  of  an  enemy. 
If  this  latter  extension  is  not  recognized  by  the 
law  of  nations,  it  is  generally  the  subject  of 
treaty,  and  was  provided  for  by  our  treaty  with 
the  British  Government,  and  the  late  conven- 
tion formed  by  Mr.  Monroe  with  the  British 
Government,  but  which  was  rejected  princi- 
pally because  Great  Britain  required  us  not  to 
submit  to  the  Berlin  decree — a  requisition,  sir, 
infinitely  short  of  what  we  are  now  to  comply 
with,  at  the  dictation  of  Prance — ^by  which 
colonial  produce  was  required  to  be  relanded  in 
the  United  States  before  it  would  be  admitted 
into  the  ports  of  the  continent.  By  this  order, 
hona  fide  neutral  vessels,  with  neutral  pro- 


duce, sailing  from  our  own  country,  never  were 
affected. 

The  gentleman  from  Virginia  C^^''-  Eppes) 
has  said  this  order  of  blockade  has  not  a  single 
feature  of  a  regular  blockade ;  in  this,  the  gen- 
tleman la  tolerably  correct,  and  when  he  de- 
nounces, what  in  the  fashionable  cant  of  the 
day  are  called  paper  blockades,  I  join  most 
heartily  in  the  execration.  It  is  true  this  order 
of  May,  1806,  has  scarcely  a  feature  of  a  regular 
blockade.  It  was  not  avowed  at  the  time  to  be 
even  a  constructive  blockade,  nor  was  the  right 
contended  for  of  blockading  without  an  actual 
investing  force.  It  does  not,  like  ordinary 
blockades,  attempt  a  complete  prohibition  to 
all  trade  with  those  ports,  but  only  to  the  par- 
ticular objects  and  specified  cases  which  I  have 
mentioned.  The  previous  measures  of  France 
are  declared  by  Mr.  Fox  to  be  the  canse  of  this 
order.  What  were  those  measures  ?  They  were 
no  less,  as  regards  ourselves,  than  a  violation  of 
the  treaty  which  had  been  solemnly  entered 
into  between  this  country  and  France ;  by  har- 
assing our  trade,  seizing  and  confiscating  our 
vessels  in  pursuing  the  commerce  guaranteed  to 
us  by  that  treaty ;  she  had  usurped  authority 
in  almost  every  port  and  city  from  Elbe  to  Brest, 
and  excluded  the  introduction  of  British  pro- 
ducts and  merchandise,  whether  belonging  to 
American  citizens  or  British  subjects. 

Now,  sir,  let  me  state  to  yon  the  language  of 
our  Minister  (Mr.  Monroe)  at  the  time  this  or- 
der was  issued.  In  his  letter  of  the  17th  of  May, 
to  the  Secretary  of  State,  speaking  of  the  order, 
he  says,  "the  note  is  couched  in  terms  of  re- 
straint, and  professes  to  extend  the  blockade  fur- 
ther than  it  has  heretofore  done,  nevertheless  it 
takes  it  from  many  ports  already  blockaded, 
indeed  all  east  of  Ostend  and  west  of  the  Seine, 
except  in  articles  contraband  of  war  and  enemy's 
property,  which  are  seizable  without  blockade ; 
and  in  like  form  of  exception,  considering  every 
enemy  as  one  power,  it  admits  the  trade  of 
neutrals  within  the  same  limits  to  be  free,  in 
the  productions  of  enemy's  colonies,  in  every 
but  the  direct  route  between  the  colony  and 
parent  country. 

"  It  cannot  be  doubted  but  the  note  was 
drawn  by  the  Government  in  reference  to  the 
question,  and  if  intended  by  the  Cabinet  as  a 
foundation  on  which  Mr.  Fox  is  authorized  to 
form  a  treaty,  and  obtained  by  him  for  the  pur- 
pose, it  must  be  viewed  in  a  very  favorable 
light ;  it  seems  clearly  to  put  an  end  to  further 
seizures,  on  the  principle  which  has  heretofore 
been  in  contestation."  This  view  of  the  subject, 
which  surely  is  a  fair  one  connected  with  the 
silence  of  the  Administration  for  four  years, 
must  put  an  end  to  the  clamor  so  often  raised 
against  this  order,  which  has  been  the  alleged 
cause  of  the  Berlin  decree,  and  charge  against 
Great  Britain,  of  having  been  the  first  aggressor 
on  our  neutral  rights.  Sir,  we  have  indeed 
been  insulted,  injured,  and  abused  by  both  na- 
tions, to  an  extent  which  would  justify  any 
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measures  in  our  potver,  but  let  us  not  palliate 
the  crimes  of  one,  and  magnify  those  of  the 
other ;  and,  above  all,  let  us  not  whip  ourselves 
because  they  will  not  respect  us;  let  us  not 
become  so  Quixotic,  as  to  act  the  part  of  a  fa- 
mous knight  in  the  tales  of  chivalry,  who  tor- 
tured himself  because  his  mistress  would  not  be 
kind. 

Mr.  Speaker,  as  the  arrangement  with  Mr. 
Erskine  has  been  often  mentioned,  and  much 
relied  on  by  the  advocates  of  this  bill,  it  deserves 
some  further  notice.  That  arrangement  was 
the  first  act  of  the  present  Executive,  after  he 
came  into  office ;  it  was  presumed  to  have  been 
fairly  and  properly  made — it  was  hailed  as  a 
political  jubilee  by  all  denominations  of  poli- 
ticians— ^particularly  those  who  had  not  con- 
tributed to  the  elevation  of  the  present  Chief 
Magistrate ;  we  thought  we  perceived  in  that 
event  the  evidence  of  a  disposition  in  the  present 
Executive  (which  we  could  not  discover  in  his 
predecessor)  to  relieve  this  country  fi-om  that 
system  of  commercial  restriction,  that  self- 
deStroying  policy,  which  had  made  us  poor  in- 
deed; we  also  thought  a  determination  was 
manifested  not  to  decline  any  advantageous 
accommodation  with  Great  Britain,  whether 
France  said  yea  or  nay.  It  will  be  but  too  well 
remembered  that  we  had  been  groaning  for  two 
years  under  the  pressure  of  non-importation, 
embargo,  and  non-interpourse — your  treasury 
was  drained,  your' citizens  unable  to  pay  their 
debts,  and  your  courts  of  justice  actually  shut 
up,  at  least  so  far  in  many  States  (and  among 
the  rest  the  State  which  I  have  the  honor  in 
part  to  represent)  as  to  suspend  the  effect  of 
executions ; .  your  cities  and  seaports  were  inac- 
tive or  deserted ;  gloom  and  dismay  marked 
the  features  of  the  nation,  and  hope  had  almost 
bid  us  farewell ;  we  fancied  in  this  arrangement 
the  glimmerings  of  returning  sunshine,  peace, 
and  prosperity :  with  honest  and  upright  hearts, 
we  were  willing  to  applaud  the  hand  that  gave 
it,  without  questioning  or  suspecting  the  man- 
ner or  motives  with  which  it  was  given.  The 
delusion  soon  vanished ;  and  I  have  no  hesita- 
tion to  declare,  had  I  then  known  what  I  now 
know,  I  should  have  not  ofiered  such  unqualified 
applause. 

Mr.  Speaker,  let  us  make  a  very  strange  and 
very  fa&e  supposition,  that  the  Berlin  and 
Milan  decrees  were  actually  repealed,  and  did 
cease  to  have  effect  on  the  first  of  November. 
"What  have  we  gained?  "What  advantage  have 
we  derived  from  it  ?  And  have  we  not  been 
oificially  informed  by  the  Erenoh  Minister  in 
this  city  (General  Turreau)  in  his  letter  to  the 
Secretary  of  State,  of  the  12th  December,  1810, 
that  our  most  valuable  productions,  particu- 
larly of  the  Southern  States,  are  at  this  mo- 
ment excluded  from  the  ports  of  Trance  ?  As 
to  the  important  articles,  cotton  and  tobacco,  he 
says :  "  their  importation  into  France  is  at  this 
moment  especially  prohibited,  but  I  have  rea- 
sons to  believe  (and  I  pray  you  meanwhile  to 
observe,  sir,  they  do  not  rest  on  any  facts)  that 


some  modifications  will  be  given  to  this  abso- 
lute exclusion.  These  modifications  will  not 
depend  on  the  chance  of  events,  but  will  be  the 
result  of  other  measures,  firm  and  pursued  with 
perseverance,  which  the  two  Governments  wiU. 
continue  to  adopt  to  withdraw  from  the  mo- 
nopoly and  from  the  vexations  of  the  common 
enemy  a  commerce  loyal  and  necessary  to 
France  as  well  as  the  United  States."  In  this 
letter  we  find  the  touchstone,  the  true  clue  to 
French  favor— ^ar  with  England.  Connected 
with  this  letter  from  Turreau,  is  a  decree  of 
the  16th  July,  1810,  which,  in  point  of  principle 
and  arrogance,  is  not  surpassed  by  any  act  in 
the  history  of  Bonaparte.  By  this  decree 
thirty  or  forty  American  vessels  may  import 
into  France,  under  license,  cotton,  fish,  oil,  dye- 
wood,  salt'flsh,  cod-fish,  and  peltiy ;  they  must 
export  wine,  brandy,  silks,  linens,  cloths,  jewel- 
lery, household  furniture,  and  other  manufac- 
tured articles ;  they  can  only  depart  from 
Charleston  and  Few  York,  under  the  obliga- 
tion of  bringing  with  them  a  gazette  of  the  day 
of  their  departure,  also  a  certificate  of  the 
origin  of  the  merchandise,  given  by  the  French 
Consul,  containing  a  sentence  in  cypher.  The 
French  merchants  who  shall  cause  their  vessels 
to  come,  must  prove  that  they  are  concerned  in 
the  fabrics  of  Paris,  Rouen,  and  other  towns. 
Here  is  an  attempt  to  extend  French  influence 
by  bribing  a  select  class  of  our  merchants; 
granting  favors  to  favorites.  It  is  an  attempt  to 
make  commercial  regulations  in  our  own  ports, 
and  to  violate  our  constitution,  by  giving  a 
preference  to  the  ports  of  Charleston  and  New 
York,  over  all  the  rest  in  the  United  States, 
which  is  specially  denied  by  the  constitution. 
In  addition  to  all  this,  we  have  a  list  of  duties 
established  at  the  French  custom-house  on  the 
6th  August  (the  very  day  on  which  twenty  or 
thirty  American  vessels  and  cargoes  were  sold, 
and  the  proceeds  given  over  to  Bonaparte^the 
very  memorable  5th  August,  the  birthday  of 
the  celebrated  letter  of  the  Due  de  Cadore)  sub- 
jecting long  staple  cotton  to  a  tariff  of  eighty 
cents  per  pound,  short  staple  sixty  cents,  and 
tobacco  forty  cents  per  pound.  By  another 
decree  of  the  12th  September,  1810,  potash  is 
taxed  at  one  dollar  twenty-five  cents,  cod- 
fish two  dollars,  rice  four  dollars  per  hundred 
— thus  are  we  loved,  favored,  and  taxed. 

There  can  be  no  importation  of  American 
productions  into  France  but  on  terms  utterly 
inadmissible.  The  act  of  May  last,  in  the  lan- 
guage of  the  Secretary  of  State,  had  for  its 
object  not  merely  the  recognition  of  a  "specu- 
lative," legitimate  principle,  but  the  enjoyment 
of  a  substantial  benefit.  The  overture  then 
presented  obviously  embraced  the  idea  of  com- 
mercial advantage,  it  included  the  reasonable 
belief,  that  an  abrogation  of  the  Berlin  and 
Milan  decrees  would  leave  the  ports  of  France 
as  free  for  the  introduction  of  the  produce  of 
the  United  States,  as  they  were  previously  to 
the  promulgation  of  the  decrees.  If,  then,  for 
the  revoked  decrees,  municipal  laws,  producing 


396 


ABRIDGMENT  OF  THE 


H.  OP  B.] 


Commercial  Intercowae. 


[Febkdabt,  1811. 


the  same  efTeot  have  heen  substituted,  the  mode 
only  and  not  the  measure  has  undergone  an 
alteration.  If  France,  by  her  own  acts,  has 
blocked  up  her  ports  against  the  introduction 
of  the  products  of  the  United  States,  what  mo- 
tive has  the  Government  in  a  discussion  with  a 
third  power,  to  insist  on  the  privilege  of  going 
to  France  ?  Whence  the  inducement  to  urge 
the  annulment  of  a  blockade  of  France,  when, 
if  annulled,  no  American  cargoes  would  obtain  a 
market  in  any  of  her  ports  ?  In  such  a  state  of 
things,  a  blockade  of  the  coast  of  France  would 
be  to  the  United  States  as  unimportant  as 
would  the  blockade  of  the  Caspian  Sea.  This 
is  the  language  of  truth  and  common  sense, 
language  which  I  did  not  very  much  expect  to 
hear  from  the  Secretary  at  this  time ;  because 
it  exposes  the  proclamation  of  the  President, 
and  condemns  the  present  bill.  But  truth,  like 
murder,  will  out,  and  it  ought  to  strike  dumb 
the  advocates  of  this  bill,  and  open  their  eyes 
to  a  different  policy.  But,  sir,  going  on  to  the 
supposition  that  the  French  decrees  are  actually 
repealed,  and  cease  to  have  effect,  pursuing  the 
principle  about  to  be  established  of  taking 
words  for  deeds,  and  form  for  substance,  what 
is  to  become  of  the  promise  of  Lord  Wellesley 
to  Mr.  Pinkney,  of  the  31st  of  August,  1810, 
when  he  states  that  he  is  commanded  by  his 
Majesty  to  repeat  the  declaration  made  to  this 
Government  in  February,  1808,  of  his  Majesty's 
desire  to  see  the  commerce  of  the  world  re- 
stored to  that  freedom  which  is  necessary  for  its 
prosperity,  and  his  readiness  to  abandon  the 
system  which  had  been  forced  upon  him,  when- 
ever the  enemy  should  retract  the  principles 
which  had  rendered  it  necessary ;  and  to  assure 
us  that  whenever  the  repeal  of  the  French 
decrees  shall  have  actually  taken  effect,  and  the 
commerce  of  the  neutral  nations  shall  have  been 
restored  to  the  condition  in  which  it  stood 
previously  to  the  promulgation  of  those  decrees, 
he  will  feel  the  highest  satisfaction  in  relin- 
quishing a  system  which  the  conduct  of  the 
enemy  compelled  him  to  adopt.  Here  is  a 
promise  equally  solemn,  (and  as  there  is  at 
least  as  much  virtue  in  the  British  Government 
as  there  is  in  that  of  France,)  as  much  to  be 
relied  on  as  that  of  the  Duo  de  Oadore ;  and  as 
certainly  as  the  Berlin  and  Milan  decrees  were 
revoked,  and  would  cease  to  have  effect  on  the 
first  of  November,  so  certainly  have  we  the 
same  assurance  that  the  orders  of  Great  Britain 
would  be  rescinded.  Shall  we  then  believe  the 
one  and  not  the  other  ?  Shall  we  frown  and  look 
big  at  England,  while,  with  timid  and  abject 
submission,  we  crouch  at  the  feet  of  France, 
and  quietly  rivet  the  chains  prepared  for  us? 
Mr.  Speaker,  the  goddess  of  justice  has  been 
described  as  being  blind,  with  sword  in  one 
hand,^  and  the  scale  and  balance  in  the  other, 
but  if  she  is  invoked  in  this  measure,  she  comes 
blind  indeed,  with  a  sword  in  one  hand,  but  no 
balance  in  the  other;  in  one  hand  is  the 
emblem  of  war,  in  the  other  the  badge  of 


If  war  with  England  must  happen,  let  it  be 
done  openly  and  for  ourselves ;  let  us  not  com- 
mence the  attack  by  practising  on  our  own 
citizens ;  and  let  it  not  be  said  we  have  been 
caught  in  the  snares  of  Bonaparte.  Mr.  Speaker, 
I  do  not  oppose  this  bill  because  it  professes  to 
give  some  relief  to  those  merchants  whose  ves- 
sels sailed  before  the  date  of  the  proclamation, 
and  which  may  have  departed  from  a  British 
port,  prior  to  the  2d  of  February,  1811,  but,  sir, 
because  I  wish  to  rid  the  country  of  this  whole 
consumptive  system ;  and,  if  that  cannot  be  done, 
I  will  not  aid  in  propping  up  the  President's 
proclamation,  by  taking  from  the  judiciary  of 
the  country  the  power  of  deciding  on  its  valid- 
ity, which  is  one  of  the  avowed  objects  of  this 
bill.  I  had  rather  trust  to  the  opinion  of  the 
judges  for  entire  relief  to  our  citizens,  from 
the  operation  of  the  law  of  May,  1810,  than 
grant  the  partial  exemption  contemplated  by 
this  bill.  The  honorable  gentleman  (Mr.  Eppes) 
who  reported  this  bill,  declares  that  its  great 
object  is  to  prevent  questions  arising  in  the 
courts,  on  the  construction  of  the  law  of  May, 
1810,  and  the  effect  of  the  President's  proclama- 
tion. This,  to  my  understanding,  is  legislating 
retrospectively;  it  is  ex  post  facto;  and,  like 
the  EambouUlet  decree,  is  not  only  prospective, 
but  retroactive.  It  takes  from  our  citizens  the 
right  of  appealing  to  the  courts  of  justice,  and 
makes  the  fiat  of  the  Executive  the  supreme 
law — a  doctrine  subversive  of  the  first  princi- 
ples of  republicanism,  and  strange  to  be  advo- 
cated by  gentlemen  who  came  into  power  under 
the  name  of  republiCaiLS. 

It  is  in  vain,  Mr.  Speaker,  to  seek  for  the 
justification  of  this  measure  from  any  thing 
France  has  done,  or  from  the  indications  which 
she  has  given  of  her  fixed  course  of  pohcy. 
Her  great  object  is  the  destruction  of  the  com- 
merce of  the  world ;  and  she  wishes  to  make 
us  tributary  to  that  end,  and,  if  possible,  to 
embroil  us  in  a  war  with  England. 

The  disposition  of  Bonaparte  towards  us  rests 
not  alone  on  his  acts  of  aggression,  rapine,  and 
plunder ;  the  imprisonment  of  our  citizens,  the 
bm'ning  and  sequestration  of  our  property.  He 
has  heaped  upon  this  devoted  country  all  the 
epithets  which  malice  could  suggest  or  tyranny 
dictate ;  he  has  exhausted  the  cup  of  bitterness, 
and  made  us  drink  the  dregs  of  humiliation ;  he 
has  declared  his  decrees  should  suffer  no  change, 
and  that  the  Americans  should  take  the  positive 
character  of  allies  or  enemies.  As  long  ago  as 
the  I5th  of  January,  1808,  he  issued  a  declara- 
tion of  war  for  us  against  Great  Britain ;  an  un- 
conditional surrender  of  your  rights  is  de- 
manded, or  an  obedience  to  his  dictates.  And 
are  we  not  in  the  act  of  yielding  obedience  ? 
Sir,  the  nation  which  pretends  to  dictate  laws 
to  another  offers  chains.  With  more  than 
Christian  charity  do  we  seem  to  forget  and  for- 
give the  indignities  offered  to  our  national  char- 
acter ;  and  the  unkind,  the  severest  cut  of  all 
to  the  present  Administration,  contained  in  the 
letter  of  the  Due  de  Oadore  to  General  Ai-m- 
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strong,  of  the  17th  of  February,  1810,  in  which 
we  are  told  that  His  Majesty  could  place  no  re- 
liance on  the  proceedings  of  the  United  States. 
We  are  advised  to  tear  to  pieces  the  act  of  our 
independence ;  declared  to  he  more  abject  than 
the  slaves  of  Jamaica ;  that  we  are  men  without 
honor,  energy,  or  just  political  views :  that  we 
will  be  obliged  to  fight  for  interest,  after  hav- 
ing refused  to  fight  for  honor.  Our  present 
rulers  are  there  contrasted  with  the  brave  and 
generous  heroes  of  our  Eevolution,  and  they  are 
declared  to  be  fit  for  the  yoke  which  had  been 
thrown  off  by  their  ancestors.  This  letter  had 
scarcely  reached  our  shores,  the  ink  was  scarcely 
dry,  it  was  fresh  in  our  memories,  when  the 
letter  of  the  5th  of  August  was  received ;  which, 
like  a  Lethean  draught,  threw  the  shade  of  ob- 
livion over  our  insults  and  our  wrongs ;  we 
sipped  the  poison  as  it  fell,  and  I  fear  it  is  fast 
spreading  through  the  body  politic. 

Mr.  Speaker,  I  turn  with  disgust  from  those 
polluted  pages  before  me — this  history  of  our 
wrongs,  this  tyrant's  love — would  to  God  they 
could  be  blotted  from  our  memories ;  or,  if  re- 
membered, let  it  be  with  abhorrence  and  de- 
testation. 

I  deprecate  the  course  of  policy,  if  policy  it 
may  be  termed,  which  is  now  about  to  be  forced 
upon  us.  I  protest  against  it  as  a  measure  inju- 
rious to  ourselves ;  weak,  temporizing,  and  par- 
tial in  its  operation  on  foreign  nations ;  unau- 
thorized by  the  actual  state  of  things;  and 
calculated  to  hasten  the  period  of  our  union 
with  the  destinies  of  France. 

Sir,  unless  we  turn  from  this  wayward  course, 
this  highway  to  ruin,  the  time  cannot  be  very 
distant  when  your  deserted  ports,  yonr  unin- 
habited cities,  your  oppressed  people,  and  even 
your  firesides  and  your  altars,  will  only  exhibit 
the  sad  signs  of  what  they  were.  And  I  fear, 
sir,  the  period  is  fast  approaching  when  it  will 
not  again  be  said,  "  that  we  are  a  people  with 
whom  the  fierce  spirit  of  liberty  is  stronger 
than  among  any  other  people  on  earth ;  whose 
institutions  inspire  them  with  lofty  sentiments ; 
who  do  not  judge  of  an  ill  principle  only  by  an 
actual  grievance ;  but  who  anticipate  the  evil, 
and  judge  of  the  pressure  of  the  grievance  by 
the  badness  of  the  principle ;  who  snuff  the  ap- 
proach of  tyranny  in  every  tainted  breeze." 

When  Mr.  P.  had  concluded,  the  House  ad- 
journed to  six  o'clock  this  evening. 

Six  o'clock,  P.  M. 

The  House  was  called  to  order,  and  resumed 
the  unfinished  business. 

A  motion  was  made  by  Mr.  Eaistdolph  to 
postpone  the  subject  to  Friday  next,  and  lost — 
ayes  36,  noes  36. 

A  motion  was  then  made  by  Mr.  E.  to  post- 
pone it  until  to-morrow. 

On  this  motion  a  debate,  which  from  its  na- 
ture caused  irritation,  took  place,  in  which 
Messrs.  Eakdolph  and  Eppes  were  the  princi- 
pal speakers. 


Much  warmth  was  excited,  and  frequent  calls 
to  order  made. 

The  question  on  postponement  till  to-morrow 
was  decided  by  yeas  and  nays.  For  postpone- 
ment, 44 ;  against  it,  74. 

Mr.  Pitkin  spoke  more  than  an  hour  against 
the  bill  generally,  and  in  support  of  the  particu- 
lar proposition  which  he  was  about  to  make. 
He  contended  that  the  Emperor  of  France  had 
not  fulfilled  his  engagement  to  the  United 
States,  inasmudi  as  the  decrees,  if  revoked, 
which  he  deniea,  had  not  been  revoked  on  the 
day  on  which  he  had  engaged  to  revoke  them. 
He  quoted  the  history  of  the  connection  of 
Spain  with  France  as  evidence  of  the  perfidy  of 
Bonaparte,  from  whom,  he  said,  no  compliance 
with  his  promises  could  be  expected,  &c.  In 
supporting  his  amendment,  Mr.  P.  contended 
for  its  beneficial  effects  to  our  merchants :  and 
it  would  not,  he  said,  be  more  a  breach  of  our 
contract  with  France  than  the  first  section  of 
the  bill  now  before  the  House.  The  one  was, 
in  fact,  as  much  a  departure  from  the  engage- 
ment with  France  as  the  other.  The  following 
was  the  amendment  offered  by  Mr.  Pitkin  : 

Provided,  also,  That  nothing  in  this  act,  or  the  act 
to  which  this  is  a  supplement,  shall  be  construed  to 
affect  any  vessels  owned  wholly  by  a  citizen  or  citi- 
zens of  the  United  States,  or  the  cargoes  of  any  such 
vessels  which  shall  have  cleared  out  from  any  port  in 

the  West  Indies  within days  after  the  2d  of 

February,  1811. 

The  yeas  and  nays  on  the  motion  were,  46 
yeas ;  58  nays. 

Mr.  Maoon  addressed  the  Ohair  on  the  merits 
of  the  bill  at  some  length.  He  believed  the 
President  to  have  been  justified  in  issuing  his 
proclamation  by  the  Duo  de  Cadore's  letter; 
but  as  subsequent  information  had  been  re- 
ceived from  France,  the  question  appeared  to 
him  to  resolve  itself  into  this:  Was  the  se- 
questration of  our  vessels  from  the  1st  Novem- 
ber to  the  2d  of  February  a  violation  of  our 
neutral  rights  or  not  ?  Had  the  decrees  been 
so  modified,  under  present  circumstances,  as 
that  they  had  ceased  to  violate  our  neutral 
commerce?  He  conceived  not,  and  should 
therefore  vote  against  the  bUl.  He  deprecated 
the  course  of  debate,  and  the  irritation  which 
prevailed  in  the  House,  as  tending  to  bring  this 
body  into  disrepute,  &c. 

Mr.  P.  B.  PoETEB  then  said  that,  for  the  pur- 
pose of  coming  to  a  decision  on  the  bill,  and 
putting  an  end  to  a  scene  which  was,  to  say 
the  least  of  it,  disreputable  to  the  House,  he 
moved  for  the  previous  question  on  engrossing 
the  bill. 

The  previous  question  was  taken  and  decided 
in  the  aflBrmative,  and  the  bill  ordered  to  a 
third  reading — 65  to  9. 

The  bill  was  then  read  a  third  time. 

The  previous  question  was  required  on  its 
passage,  and  carried  in  the  aflSrmative. 

Mr.  Eandouh  twice  successively  moved  an 
adjournment.  Motions  negatived ;  the  first  65 
to  10,  the  second  66  to  8. 
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The  question  on  the  passage  of  the  bill  was 
then  decided  in  the  aflBrmative— yeas  64,  nays 
12,  as  follows : 

Yeas.— LerauelJ.  Alston,  Willis  Alston,  jun.,  Wil- 
liam Anderson,  David  Bard,  William  T.  Bany,  Bur- 
well  Bassett,  William  W.  Bibb,  Adam  Boyd,  Robert 
Brown,  William  A.  Burwell,  William  Butler,  Joseph 
Calhoun,  Langdon  Cheves,  Matthew  Clay,  James 
Cochran,  William  Crawford,  Eichard  Cutta,  Joseph 
Desha,  John  W.  Eppes,  William  Findlay,  Meshaok 
Franklin,  Barrillai  Gannett,  Gideon  Gardner,  Thomas 
Gholson,  Peterson  Goodwyn,  James  Holland,  Jacob 
Hufty,  Eichard  M.  Johnson,  Thomas  Kenan,  John 
Love,  Aaron  Lyle,  Samuel  McKee,  William  MoKinlcy, 
Pleasant  M.  Miller,  Samuel  L.  Mitchill,  John  Mont- 
gomery, Nicholas  R.  Moore,  Thomas  Moore,  Jeremiah 
Morrow,  Gurdon  S.  Mumford,  Thos.  Newhold,  Thos. 
Newton,  John  Porter,  Peter  B.  Porter,  John  Eea  of 
Pennsylvania,  John  Ehea  of  Tennessee,  Matthias 
Eichards,  Samuel  Ringgold,  Erastus  Root,  Ebenezer 
Sage,  John  A.  Soudder,  Ebenezer  Seaver,  Adam  Sey- 
hert,  Samuel  Shaw,  Dennis  Smelt,  John  Smilie,  Geo. 
Smith,  John  Smith,  Uri  Tracy,  George  M.  Troup, 
Charles  Turner,  jr.,  Eobert  Weakley,  Blobert  White- 
hill,  and  Eobert  VVitherspoon. 

Nays. — Abijah  Bigelow,  Barent  Gardenier,  Richard 
Jackson,  jr.,  William  Kennedy,  Nathaniel  Macon, 
Elisha  R.  Potter,  John  Randolph,  Richard  Stanford, 
Jacob  Swoope,  Archibald  Van  Home,  Laban  Wheaton, 
and  Ezekiel  Whitman. 

The  House  then  adjourned  to  meet  again  at 
one  o'clock. 

The  following  is  the  bill  as  it  passed  this 
House : 
A  Bill  supplementary  to  the  act,  entitled  "An  act 

concerning  the  commercial  intercourse   between 

the  United  States  and  Great  Britain  and  France, 

and  then:  dependencies,  and  for  other  purposes." 

Be  it  enacted,  Sfc,  That  no  vessel,  owned  wholly  by 
a  citizen  or  citizens  of  the  United  States,  which  shall 
have  departed  from  a  British  port,  prior  to  the  2d  day 
of  February,  1811,  and  no  merchandise  owned  wholly 
by  a  citizen  or  citizens  of  the  United  States,  imported 
in  such  vessel,  shall  be  liable  to  seizure  or  forfeiture 
on  account  of  any  infraction  or  presumed  infraction 
of  the  provisions  of  the  act  to  which  this  act  is  a  sup- 
plement. 

Sec.  2.  Atid  he  it  further  enacted.  That,  in  case 
Great  Britain  shall  so  revoke  or  modify  her  edicts, 
as  that  they  shall  cease  to  violate  the  nentral  com- 
merce of  the  United  States,  the  President  of  the  Unit- 
ed States  shall  declare  the  fact  by  proclamation; 
and  such  proclamation  shall  be  admitted  as  evidence, 
and  no  other  evidence  shall  be  admitted  of  such  re- 
vocation or  modification  in  any  suit  or  prosecution 
which  may  be  instituted  under  the  fourth  section  of 
the  act  to  which  this  act  is  a  supplement.  And  the 
restrictions  imposed,  or  which  may  be  imposed,  by 
virtue  of  the  said  act,  shall,  from  the  date  of  such 
proclamation,  cease  and  be  discontinued. 

Sec.  3.  And  he  it  further  enacted.  That,  until  the 
proclamation  aforesaid  shall  have  been  issued,  the 
several  provisions  of  the  third,  fourth,  fifth,  sixth, 
seventh,  eighth,  ninth,  tenth,  and  eighteenth  sections 
of  the  act,  entitled  "An  act  to  interdict  the  commer- 
cial intercourse  between  the  United  States  and  Great 
Britain  and  France,  and  their  dependencies,  and  for 
other  purposes,''  shall  have  full  force  and  be  imme- 
diately carried  into  effect  against  Britain,  her  colo- 


nies, and  dependencies :  Provided,  however.  That  any 
vessel  or  merchandise  which  may,  in  pursuance  there- 
of, be  seized,  prior  to  the  fact  being  ascertained, 
whether  Great  Britain  shall,  on  or  before  the  second 
day  of  February,  one  thousand  eight  hundred  and 
eleven,  have  revoked  or  modified  her  edicts  in  the 
manner  above  mentioned,  shall,  nevertheless,  be  re- 
stored, on  application  of  the  parties,  on  their  giving 
bond  with  approved  sureties  to  the  United  States,  in 
a  sum  equal  to  the  value  thereof,  to  abide  the  deci- 
sion of  the  proper  court  of  the  United  States  there- 
on ;  and  any  such  bond  shall  be  considered  as  satis- 
fied if  Great  Britain  shall,  on  or  before  the  second 
day  of  February,  one  thousand  eight  hundred  and 
eleven,  have  revoked  or  modified  her  edicts  in  the 
manner  above  mentioned :  Provided,  alto.  That  noth- 
ing herein  contained  shall  be  construed  to  affect  any 
ships  or  vessels,  or  the  cargoes  of  ships  or  vessels, 
wholly  owned  by  a  citizen  or  citizens  «f  the  United 
States,  which  had  cleared  out  for  the  Cape  of  Good 
Hope,  or  for  any  port  beyond  the  same,  prior  to  the 
tenth  of  November,  one  thousand  eight  hundred  and 
ten. 


Satuedat,  March  2. 
Bank  of  the  United  States. 

Mr.  P.  B.  PoETBE,  from  the  committee  to 
whom  was  referred,  on  the  twenty-fifth  ultimo, 
the  memorial  of  the  Stockholders  of  the  Bank 
of  the  United  States,  made  the  following  re- 
port, which  was  read: 

"  The  committee  to  whom  was  referred  the  me- 
morial of  the  Stockholders  of  the  Bsjik  of  the  United 
States,  report : 

"  That  they  have  carefoUy  examined  the  various 
matters  set  forth  in  the  said  memorial,  and  attentive- 
ly listened  to  the  representations  of  the  gentlemen 
who  have  appeared  in  behalf  of  the  said  petitioners. 
The  object  of  the  memorialists  is  to  obtain  extension 
of  their  corporate  powers  beyond  the  period  limited 
for  the  expiration  bf  their  charter,  so  as  to  enable 
them  to  prosecute  for  their  debts,  and  to  arrange, 
liquidate,  and  close  the  various  concerns  of  the  com- 
pany. 

"  The  committee  are  of  opinion  that  a  law  of  Con- 
gress, granting  the  powers  prayed  for,  would  facilitate 
the  final  adjustment  of  the  affairs  of  the  bank,  although 
they  do  not  think  such  a  law  indispensable  to  that  ob- 
ject. But  beUeving,  as  your  committee  do,  that,  in 
granting  the  original  charter  to  the  stockholders.  Con- 
gress transcended  the  legitimate  powers  of  the  con- 
stitution I  the  same  objection  now  presents  itself  to 
the  extension  of  any  of  their  corporate  capacities. 

"  If  the  committee  had  time  to  go  into  the  inves- 
tigation, and  to  present  to  the  House  the  various 
reasons  which  have  conduced  to  this  opinion,  it 
would  be  more  than  useless  to  divert  its  attention 
from  the  important  concerns  of  the  nation,  at  this 
late  period  of  the  session,  to  a  subject  which,  but  a 
few  days  since,  was  so  fully  and  elaborately  discussed. 

"  They  therefore  beg  leave  to  introduce  the  fol- 
lowing resolution : 

^^  Resolved,  That  the  prayer  of  the  memorialists 
ought  not  to  be  granted." 

The  House  agreed  to  meet  to-morrow,  (being 
Sunday.) 

The  House  then  adjourned  to  six  o'clock  this 
evening. 
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March  2 — 6  o'clock,  p.  m. 

Adjournment. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  Smilie, 

Resolved,  That  the  thanks  of  this  Honse  he 
presented  to  Joseph  B.  Vaenum,  in  testimony 
of  their  approhation  of  his  conduct  in  the  dis- 
charge of  the  arduons  and  important  duties  as- 
signed to  him  while  in  the  Chair. 

The  Speaker  then  made  his  acknowledg- 
ments to  the  House  in  the  following  words : 

Gentlemen  of  the  Bouse  of  Representatives : 

I  acknowledge,  Tfith  gratefiil  sensibility,  the  aid 
yon  have  afforded  me  in  the  discharge  of  ibe  duties 


of  Speaker.  Your  approbation  of  my  conduct  in  the 
important  office  you  have  been  pleased  to  assign  me, 
affords  me  very  great  consolation ;  and  permit  me  to 
assure  you,  gentlemen,  that  you  have  my  most  ardent 
wishes  for  your  individual  prosperity  and  happiness. 

At  this  moment,  Mr.  Gaeland,  from  the 
committee  appointed  for  the  purpose,  reported 
that  they  had  waited  on  the  President  and  in- 
formed him  that  they  proposed  to  adjourn,  and 
had  received  for  answer  that  he  had  no  further 
communicati(m  to  make. 

A  message  was  received  from  the  Senate, 
and  reoiprocated,  that  they  were  about  to  ad- 
journ; a  motion  was  then  made  to  adjourn,  and 
carried. 
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BEGUN   AT   THE  CITY  OF  WASHINGTON,  NOVEMBER  4,  1811. 


PEOCEEBINGS  m  THE  SENATE.* 


Monday,  November  4, 1811. 
The  first  session  of  the  Twelfth  Congress  com- 
menced this  day  at  the  city  of  Washington, 
conformably  to  the  proclamation  of  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  United  States,  of  the  24th  of  July 
last,  and  the  Senate  assembled  in  their  Cham- 
ber. 

PEESENT  : 

Geoeqb  Clinton,  Vice  President  of  the  Unit- 
ed States  and  President  of  the  Senate. 

Nicholas  Gilman  and  Charles  Cutts,  from 
New  Hampshire. 

Chauncet  Goodeich  and  Samuel  W.  Dana, 
from  Connecticut. 

Stephen  E.  BEADLET,from  Vermont. 

John  Smith  and  Obadlah  Geeman,  from 
New  York. 

John  Condit  and  John  Lambeet,  from  New 
Jersey. 

Andebw  Gebgq  and  Michael  Leie,  from 
Pennsylvania. 

Outbebeidge  Hoesbt,  from  Delaware. 

Samuel  Smith  and  Philip  Eeed,  from  Mary- 
land. 

William  B.  Giles,  from  Virginia. 

Jesse  Feanklin,  from  North  Carolina. 

John  Gaillaed  and  John  Tatloe,  from 
South  Carolina. 

TViLLiAii  H.  Ceawfoed  and  Chaeles  Tait, 
from  Georgia. 

John  Pope,  from  Kentucky. 

Joseph  Andeeson,  from  Tennessee. 

Thomas  Woethington,  from  Ohio. 

Geoegb  M.  Bibb,  appointed  a  Senator  by  the 
Legislature  of  the  State  of  Kentucky,  for  the 
term  of  six  years,  commencing  on  the  4th  day 
of  March  last ;  Gboege  W.  Campbell,  appoint- 
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ITe'io  York. — John  Smith,  Obadlah  German. 
Nem  Jeraey.— John  Condit,  John  Lambert. 

-Andrew  Gregg,  Michael  Leib. 


ed  a  Senator  by  the  Legislature  of  the  State  of 
Tennessee,  in  place  of  Jenkin  Whiteside,  re- 
signed ;  Jeebmiah  B.  Howell,  appointed  a  Sen- 
ator, for  the  term  of  six  years,  commencing  on 
the  fourth  day  of  March  last,  by  the  Legislature 
of  the  State  of  Ehode  Island  and  Providence 
Plantations;  Joseph  B.  Vaenum,  appointed  a 
Senator  by  the  Legislature  of  the  State  of  Mas- 
sachusetts, for  the  term  of  six  years,  commenc- 
ing on  the  fourth  day  of  March  last ;  respective- 
ly produced  their  credentials,  which  were  read, 
and  the  oath  prescribed  by  law  was  administer- 
ed to  them,  and  they  took  their  seats  in  th© 
Senate. 

The  oath  was  also  administered  to  Messrs. 
Condit,  Ceawtoed,  Giles,  Gilman,  and  Tat- 
loe, their  credentials  having  been  read  and 
filed  during  the  last  session. 

Ordered,  That  the  Secretary  acquaint  the 
House  of  Eepresentatives  that  a  quorum  of  the 
Senate  is  assembled  and  ready  to  proceed  to 
business. 

A  message  from  the  House  of  Eepresentatives 
informed  the  Senate  that  a  quorum  of  the  House 
of  Eepresentatives  is  assembled,  and  have  elect- 
ed Henex  Clat,  Esq.,  one  of  the  Eepresenta- 
tives from  the  State  of  Kentucky,  their  Speaker, 
and  are  ready  to  proceed  to  business.  They 
have  appointed  a  committee  on  their  part, 
jointly  with  such  committee  as  may  be  appoint- 
ed on  the  part  of  the  Senate,  to  wait  on  the 
President  of  the  United  States,  and  notify  him 
that  a  quorum  of  the  two  Houses  is  assembled 
and  ready  to  receive  any  communications  that  he 
may  be  pleased  to  make  to  them. 

The  Senate  concurred  in  the  appointment  of 
a  joint  committee  on  their  part,  agreeably  to 
the  resolution  last  mentioned ;  and  Messrs.  An- 
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DERsoif  and  Gaillaed  -were  appointed  tlie  com- 
mittee. 
The  Senate  then  adjourned. 


TiTEBDAT,  November  5. 

EiOHABD  Beent,  from  the  State  of  Virginia, 
attended. 

Annual  Message. 

The  following  Message  was  received  from  the 
Peestdent  of  the  United  States  : 
Fellcm-citizens  of  the  Senate 

and  House  of  Representatives  : 

In  calling  you  together  sooner  than  a  separation 
from  your  homes  would  otherwise  have  been  re- 
quired, I  yielded  to  considerations  drawn  from  the 
posture  of  our  foreign  affairs ;  and  in  fixing  the 
present,  for  the  time  of  your  meeting,  regard  was 
had  to  the  probability  of  further  developments  of  the 
policy  of  the  belligerent  powers  towards  this  country, 
which  might  the  more  unite  the  National  Councils 
in  the  measm-es  to  be  pursued. 

At  the  close  of  the  last  session  of  Congress,  it  was 
hoped  that  the  successive  confirmations  of  the  ex- 
tinction of  the  French  decrees,  so  far  as  they  violated 
our  neutral  commerce,  would  have  induced  the  Gov- 
ernment of  Great  Britain  to  repeal  its  Orders  in 
Council,  and  thereby  authorize  a  removal  of  the 
existing  obstructions  to  her  commerce  with  the 
United  States. 

Instead  of  this  r^g,sonable  step  towards  satisfaction 
and  friendship  between  the  two  nations,  the  Orders 
were,  at  a  moment  when  least  to  have  been  expected, 
put  into  more  rigorous  execution  ;  and  it  was  com- 
municated through  the  British  Envoy  jnsb  arrived, 
that,  whilst  the  revocation  of  the  edicts  of  France,  as 
officially  made  known  to  the  British  Government, 
was  denied  to  have  taken  place,  it  was  an  indispen- 
sable condition  of  the  repeal  of  the  British  Orders 
that  commerce  should  be  restored  to  a  footing  that 
would  admit  the  productions  and  manufactures  of 
Great  Britain,  when  owned  by  neutrals,  into  markets 
shut  against  them  by  her  enemy ;  the  United  States 
being  given  to  understand  that,  in  the  mean  time,  a 
continuance  of  their  non-impprtation  act  would  lead 
to  measures  of  retaliation. 

At  a  later  date,  it  has  indeed  appeared  that  a 
communication  to  the  British  Government,  of  fresh 
evidence  of  the  repeal  of  the  French  decrees  against 
our  neutral  trade,  was  followed  by  an  intimation  that 
it  had  been  transmitted  to  the  British  Plenipotentiary 
here,  in  order  that  it  might  receive  full  consideration 
in  the  depending  discussions.  This  communication 
appears  not  to  have  been  received ;  but  the  trans- 
mission of  it  hitherto,  instead  of  founding  on  it  an 
actual  repeal  of  the  orders,  or  assurances  that  the 
repeal  would  ensue,  wiU  not  permit  us  to  rely  on  any 
effective  change  in  the  British  Cabinet.  To  be  ready 
to  meet  with  cordiality  satisfactory  proofs  of  such  a 
change,  and  to  proceed,  in  the  mean  time,  in  adapt- 
ing our  measures  to  the  views  which  have  been  dis- 
closed through  that  Minister,  will  best  consult  our 
whole  duty. 

In  the  friendly  spirit  of  those  disclosures,  indem- 
nity and  redress  for  other  wrongs  have  continued  to 
be  withheld ;  and  our  coasts,  and  the  mouths  of  our 
harbors,  have  again  witnessed  scenes  nxrt  less  derog- 
atory to  the  dearest  of  our  national  rights,  than  vex- 
atious to  the  regular  coarse  of  our  trade. 
Vol.  IY.— 26 


Among  the  occurrences  produced  by  the  conduct 
of  British  ships  of  war  hovering  on  our  coasts,  was 
an  encounter  between  one  of  them  and  the  American 
frigate  commanded  by  Captain  Rodgers,  rendered 
unavoidable  on  the  part  of  the  latter,  by  a  fire,  com- 
menced without  cause,  by  the  former ;  whose  com- 
mander is  therefore  alone  chargeable  with  the  blood 
unfortunately  shed  in  maintaining  the  honor  of  the 
American  flag.  The  proceedings  of  a  court  of  in- 
quiry, requested  by  Captain  Kodgers,  are  communi- 
cated, together  with  the  correspondence  relating  to 
the  occurrence  between  the  Secretary  of  State  and 
His  Britannic  Majesty's  Envoy.  To  these  are  added 
the  several  correspondences  which  have  passed  on 
the  subject  of  the  British  Orders  in  Council ;  and  to 
both,  the  correspondence  relating  to  the  Floridas,  in 
which  Congress  wiU  be  made  acquainted  with  the 
interposition  which  the  Government  of  Great  Britain 
has  thought  proper  to  make  against  the  proceeding 
of  tile  United  States. 

The  justice  and  fairness  which  have  been  evinced 
on  the  part  of  the  United  States  towards  France, 
both  before  and  since  the  revocation  of  her  decrees, 
authorized  an  expectation  that  her  Government 
would  have  followed  up  that  measure  by  all  such 
others  as  were  due  to  our  reasonable  claims,  as  well 
as  dictated  by  its  amicable  professions.  No  proof, 
however,  is  yet  given  of  an  intention  to  repair  the 
other  wrongs  done  to  the  United  States,  and  particu- 
larly to  restore  the  great  amount  of  American  prop- 
erty seized  and  condenmed  under  edicts  which, 
though  not  affecting  our  neutral  relations,  and  there- 
fore not  entering  into  questions  between  the  United 
States  and  other  belligerents,  were,  nevertheless, 
founded  in  such  unjust  principles  that  the  reparation 
ought  to  have  been  prompt  and  ample. 

In  addition  to  this  and  other  demands  of  strict 
right  on  that  nation,  the  United  States  have  much 
reason  to  be  dissatisfied  with  the  rigorous  and  unex- 
pected restrictions  to  which  their  trade  with  the 
French  dominions  has  been  subjected ;  and  which, 
if  not  discontinued,  will  require  at  least  corresponding 
restrictions  on  importations  from  France  into  the 
United  States. 

On  all  those  subjects,  our  Minister  Plenipotentiary, 
lately  sent  to  Paris,  has  carried  with  him  the  neces- 
sary instructions ;  the  result  of  which  will  be  com- 
municated to  you,  and  by  ascertaining  the  ulterior 
policy  of  the  French  Government  towards  the  United 
States,  wiU  enable  yon  to  adapt  to  it  that  of  the 
United  States  towards  France. 

Our  other  foreign  relations  remain  without  un- 
favorable changes.  With  Russia  they  are  on  the 
best  footing  of  friendship.  The  ports  of  Sweden  have 
afforded  proofs  of  friendly  dispositions  towards  our 
commerce  in  the  Councils  of  that  nation  also.  And 
the  information  from  our  special  Minister  to  Den- 
mark, shows  that  the  mission  had  been  attended  with 
valuable  effects  to  our  citizens,  whose  property  had 
been  so  extensively  violated  and  endangered  by 
cruisers  under  the  Danish  flag. 

Under  the  ominous  indications  which  commanded 
attention,  it  became  a  duty  to  exert  the  means  com- 
mitted to  the  Executive  department  in  providing  for 
the  general  security.  The  works  of  defence  on  our 
maritime  frontier  have  accordingly  been  prosecuted 
with  an  activity  leaving  littie  to  be  added  for  the 
completion  of  the  most  important  ones ;  and,  as  par- 
ticularly suited  for  co-operation  in  emergencies,  a 
portion  of  the  gunboats  have,  in  particular  harbors, 
been  ordered  into  iise.    The  ships  of  war  before  in 
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commission,  with  the  addition  of  a  frigate,  have  been 
chiefly  employed  as  a  cruising  guard  to  the  rights  of 
our  coast.  And  such  a  disposition  has  been  made 
of  our  land  forces,  as  was  thought  to  promise  the 
services  most  appropriate  and  important.  In  this 
disposition  is  included  a  force,  consisting  of  regulars 
and  militia,  embodied  in  the  Indiana  Territory,  and 
marched  towards  our  North-western  frontier.  This 
measure  was  made  requisite  by  the  several  murders 
and  depredations  committed  by  Indians,  but  more 
especially  by  the  menacing  preparations  and  aspect 
of  a  combination  of  them  on  the  Wabash,  under  the 
influence  and  direction  of  a  fanatic  of  the  Shawanese 
tribe.  With  these  exceptions,  the  Indian  tribes 
retain  their  peaceable  dispositions  towards  us,  and 
their  usual  pursuits. 

I  must  now  add  that  the  period  is  arrived  which 
claims  from  the  Legislative  guardians  of  the  national 
rights  a  system  of  more  ample  provisions  for  main- 
taining them.  Notwithstanding  the  scrupulous  jus- 
tice, the  protracted  moderation,  and  the  multiplied 
efforts,  on  the  part  of  the  United  States,  to  substitute 
for  the  accumulating  dangers  to  the  peace  of  the 
two  countries,  all  the  mutual  advantages  of  re-estab- 
lished friendship  and  confidence,  we  have  seen  that 
the  British  Cabinet  perseveres,  not  only  in  withhold- 
ing a  remedy  for  other  wrongs,  so  long  and  so  loudly 
calling  for  it,  but  in  the  execution,  brought  home  to 
the  threshold  of  our  territory,  of  measures  which, 
under  existing  circumstances,  have  the  character,  as 
well  as  the  effect,  of  war  on  our  lawful  commerce. 

With  this  evidence  of  hostile  inflexibility,  in  tram- 
pling on  rights  which  no  independent  nation  can 
relinquish.  Congress  will  feel  the  duty  of  putting  the 
United  States  into  an  armor  and  an  attitude  demanded 
by  the  crisis,  and  corresponding  with  the  national 
spirit  and  expectations. 

I  recommend,  aocordingjy,  that  adequate  provision 
be  made  for  filling  the  ranks  and  prolonging  the 
enUstments  of  the  regular  troops ;  for  an  auxiliary 
force,  to  be  engaged  for  a  more  limited  term ;  for  the 
acceptance  of  volunteer  corps,  whose  patriotic  ardor 
may  court  a  participation  in  urgent  services;  for 
detachments,  as  they  may  be  wanted,  of  other  por- 
tions of  the  militia ;  and  for  such  a  preparation  of 
the  great  body  as  will  proportion  its  usefulness  to  its 
intrinsic  capacities.  Nor  can  the  occasion  fail  to 
remind  you  of  the  importance  of  those  military 
seminaries  which,  in  every  event,  will  form  a  valuable 
and  frugal  part  of  our  Military  Establishment 

The  manufacture  of  cannon  and  small  arms  has 
proceeded  with  due  success  ;  and  the  stock  and  re- 
sources of  all  the  necessary  munitions  are  adequate 
to  emergencies.  It  will  not  be  inexpedient,  however, 
for  Congress  to  authorize  an  enlargement  of  them. 

Your  attention  will,  of  course,  be  drawn  to  such 
provisions  on  the  subject  of  our  naval  force  as  may 
be  required  for  the  services  to  which  it  may  be  best 
adapted.  I  submit  to  Congress  the  seasonableness 
also  of  an  authority  to  augment  the  stock  of  such 
materials  as  are  imperishable  in  their  nature,  or 
may  not  at  once  be  attainable. 

Iji  contemplating  the  scenes  which  distinguish  this 
momentous  epoch,  and  estimating  their  claims  to  our 
attention,  it  is  impossible  to  overlook  those  develop- 
ing themselves  among  the  great  communities  which 
occupy  the  Southern  portion  of  our  hemisphere,  and 
extend  into  our  neighborhood.  An  enlarged  philan- 
thropy, and  an  enlightened  forecast,  concur  in  im- 
posing on  the  national  Councils  an  obligation  to  take 
a  deep  interest  in  their  destinies,  to  cherish  reciprocal 


sentiments  of  good  will,  to  regard  the  progress  of 
events,  and  not  to  be  unprepared  for  whatever  order 
of  things  may  be  ultimately  established. 

Under  another  aspect  of  our  situation,  the  early 
attention  of  Congress  will  be  due  to  the  expediency 
of  further  guards  against  evasions  and  infractions  of 
our  commercial  laws.  The  practice  of  smuggling, 
which  is  odious  every  where,  and  particularly  crim- 
inal in  free  Governments,  where  the  laws  being  made 
by  all  for  the  good  of  all,  a  fraud  is  committed  on 
every  individual  as  well  as  on  the  State,  attains  its 
utmost  guilt  when  it  blends,  with  a  pursuit  of  igno- 
minious gain,  a  treacherous  subserviency  in  the 
transgressors  to  a  foreign  pplicy,  adverse  to  that  of 
their  own  country.  It  is  then  that  the  virtuous  in- 
dignation of  the  public  should  be  enabled  to  manifest 
itself  through  the  regular  animadversions  of  the  most 
competent  laws. 

To  secure  greater  respect  to  our  mercantile  flag, 
and  to  the  hone.st  interests  which  it  covers,  it  is  ex- 
pedient also  that  it  be  made  punishable  in  our  citizens 
to  accept  licenses  from  foreign  Governments  for  a 
trade  unlawfully  interdicted  by  them  to  other  Ameri- 
can citizens ;  or  to  trade  under  false  colors  or  papers 
of  any  sort. 

A  prohibition  is  equally  called  for  against  the 
acceptance,  by  our  citizens,  of  8pecia.l  licenses  to  be 
used  in  a  trade  with  the  United  States ;  and  against 
the  admission  into  particular  ports  of  the  United 
States  of  vessels  from  foreign  countries  authorized  to 
trade  with  particular  ports  only. 

Although  other  subjects  will  press  more  immedi- 
ately on  your  deliberations,  a  portion  of  them  cannot 
but  be  well  bestowed  on  the  just  and  sound  policy  of 
securing  to  our  manufactures  the  success  they  have 
attained,  and  are  still  attaining,  in  some  degree, 
under  the  impulse  of  causes  not  permanent ;  and  to 
our  navigation  the  fair  extent  of  which  it  is  at  present 
abridged  by  the  unequal  regulations  of  foreign  Gov- 
ernments. 

Besides  the  reasonableness  of  saving  our  manufac- 
turers from  sacrifices  which  a  change  of  circumstances 
might  bring  on  them,  the  national  interest  requires 
that,  with  respect  to  such  articles  at  least  as  belong 
to  our  defence  and  our  primary  wants,  we  should  not 
be  left  in  unnecessary  dependence  on  external  sup- 
plies. And  whilst  foreign  Governments  adhere  to 
the  existing  discriminations  in  their  ports  against  our 
navigation,  and  an  equality  or  lesser  discrimination 
is  enjoyed  by  then:  navigation  in  our  ports,  the  effect 
cannot  be  tnistaken,  because  it  has  been  seriously 
felt  by  our  shipping  interests ;  and  in  proportion  as 
this  takes  place,  the  advantages  of  an  independent 
conveyance  of  our  products  to  foreign  markets,  and 
of  a  growing  body  of  mariners,  trained  by  their 
occupation  for  the  service  of  their  country  in  times 
of  danger,  must  be  diminished. 

,The  receipts  into  the  Treasury  during  flio  year 
ending  on  the  thirtieth  of  September  last,  have 
exceeded  thirteen  millions  and  a  half  of  dollars,  and 
have  enabled  us  to  defray  the  current  expenses, 
including  the  interest  on  the  public  debt,  and  to 
reimburse  more  than  five  millions  of  dollars  of  the 
principal,  without  recurring  to  the  loan  authorized 
by  the  act  of  the  last  session.  The  temporary  loan 
obtamed  in  the  latter  end  of  the  year  one  thousand 
eight  hundred  and  ten,  has  also  been  reimbursed, 
and  is  not  included  in  that  amount. 

The  decrease  of  revenue  arising  from  the  situation 
of  our  commerce  and  the  extraordinary  expenses 
which  have  and  may  become  necessary,  must  be 
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taken  into  view,  in  making  commeasiirate  provisions 
for  the  ensuing  year.  And  I  recommend  to  yonr 
consideration  the  propriety  of  insuring  a  sufficiency 
of  annual  revenue,  at  least  to  defray  the  ordinary 
expenses  of  ^Government,  and  to  pay  the  interest  on 
the  puhlic  debt,  including  that  on  new  loans  which 
may  be  authorized. 

I  cannot  close  this  communication  without  ex- 
pressing my  deep  sense  of  the  crisis  in  which  you 
are  assembled,  my  confidence  in  a  wise  and  honor- 
able result  to  your  deliberations,  and  assurances  of 
the  faithful  zeal  with  which  my  co-operating  duties 
will  be  discharged ;  invoking,  at  the  same  time,  the 
blessing  of  Heaven  on  our  beloved  country,  and  on 
all  the  means  that  may  be  employed  in  vindicating 
its  rights  and  advancing  its  welfare. 

JAMES  MADISON. 

Washington,  November  5,  1811. 


"Wednesday,  November  6. 
Jambs  Lloyd,  from  the  State  of  Massaclmsetts, 
took  his  seat  in  the  Senate. 


Friday,  November  8. 
On  motion,  by  Mr.  Smith,  of  Maryland, 
Resolved,  That  Mountjoy  Bayly,  Doorkeeper 
and  Sei-geant-at-Arms  to  the  Senate,  be,  and 
he  is  hereby,  authorized  to  employ  one  assistant 
and  two  horses,  for  the  purpose  of  performing 
such  services  as  are  usually  required  by  the 
Doorkeeper  to  the  Senate,  and  that  the  sum  of 
twenty-eight  dollars  be  allowed  him  weekly 
for  that  purpose,  to  commence  with,  and  remain 
during  the  session  and  for  twenty  days  after. 


Monday,  November  11. 
James  Tttenee,  appointed  a  Senator  by  the 
Legislature  of  the  State  of  North  Carolina,  for 
the  term  of  six  years,  commencing  on  the  4th 
day  of  March  last,  produced  his  credentials ; 
which  were  read,  and  the  oath  prescribed  by 
law  was  administered  to  him,  and  he  took  his 
seat  in  the  Senate. 


Tuesday,  November  12. 
Alexandbe  Campbell,  from  the    State  of 
Ohio,  took  his  seat  in  the  Senate. 

TiTOESDAY,  November  14. 
Beparationfor  the  attack  on  the  frigate  Ohesa- 
peahe. 
The  following  Message  was  received  from  the 
Peesident  op  the  United  States  : 

To  the  Senate  and  Bouse  of 

Representatives  of  the  United  States  : 

I  communicate  to  Congress  copies  of  a  correspond- 
ence between  the  Envoy  Extraordinary  and  Minis- 
ter Plenipotentiary  of  Great  Britain  and  the  Secre- 
tary of  State,  relative  to  the  aggressions  committed 
by  a  British  ship  of  war  on  the  United  States  frigate 
Chesapeake,  by  which  it  wiU  be  seen  that  that  sub- 
ject of  difference  between  the  two  countries  is  termi- 
nated by  an  offer  of  reparation,  which  has  been  acced- 
ed to.  JAMES  MADISON. 

Washinqton,  Nov.  13,  1811. 


The  Message  and  papers  therein  referred  to 
were  read,  and  ordered  to  lie  on  the  table. 


Feiday,  November  22. 
Jonathan  Eobinson,  from  the  State  of  Ver- 
mont, took  his  seat  in  the  Senate. 


Monday,  November  25. 
William  Huntee,  appointed  a  Senator  by  the 
Legislature  of  the  State  of  Ehode  Island  and 
Providence  Plantations,  in  place  of  Christopher 
Grant  Champlin,  resigned,  produced  his  creden- 
tials, was  qualified,  and  took  his  seat  in  the 
Senate. 


Feiday,  November  29. 

The  oath  prescribed  by  law  was  administered 
to  Mr.  Bayaed,  his  credentials  having  been  read 
and  filed  during  the  last  session. 


Thuesday,  December  19. 
Battle  of  Tippecanoe. 
The  following  Message  was  received  from  the 
Pebsident  of  the  United  States  : 

To  the  Senate  and  House  of 

Representatives  of  the  United  Stages : 

I  lay  before  Congress  two  letters  received  from 
Governor  Harrison,  of  the  Indiana  Territory,  report- 
ing the  particulars  and  the  issue  of  the  expedition 
under  his  command,  of  which  notice  was  taken  in  my 
communication  of  November  5th. 

While  it  is  deeply  lamented  that  so  many  valuable 
lives  have  been  lost  in  the  action  which  took  place  on 
the  7th  ultimo,  Congress  will  see,  with  satisfaction, 
the  dauntless  spirit  and  fortitude  victoriously  display- 
ed by  every  description  of  the  troops  engaged,  as  well 
as  the  collected  firmness  which  distinguished  their 
commander,  on  an  occasion  requiring  the  utmost  ex- 
ertions of  valor  and  discipline. 

It  may  reasonably  be  expected  that  the  good  effects 
of  this  critical  defeat  and  dispersion  of  a  combination 
of  savages,  which  appears  to  have  been  spreading  to 
a  greater  extent,  wiU  be  experienced  not  only  in  a 
cessation  of  the  murders  and  depredations  com- 
mitted on  our  frontier,  but  in  the  prevention  of 
any  hostile  incursions  otherwise  to  have  been  appre- 
hended. 

The  famUies  of  those  brave  and  patriotic  citizens 
who  have  fallen  in  this  severe  conflict,  will  doubt- 
less engage  the  favorable  attention  of  Congress. 

JAMES  MADISON. 

Washington,  Dec.  18,  1811. 

The  Message  and  letters  referred  to  were  read, 
and  ordered  to  lie  on  the  table. 


Feiday,  December  20. 
Mr.  Gilman,  from  the  committee,  reported  the 
bill  to  raise,  for  a  limited  time,  an  additional 
military  force,  correctly  engrossed ;  and  the  biU 
was  read  the  third  time,  and  the  blanks  filled. 
On  the  question,  Shall  this  biU  pass?  it  was 
determined  in  the  aflBrmative — yeas  26,  nays  4, 
as  follows : 
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Yeas. — Messrs.  Anderson,  Bibb,  Bradley,  Camp- 
bell of  Obio,  Campbell  of  Tennessee,  Condit,  Craw- 
ford, Cutts,  Franklin,  Gaillard,  German,  Oilman, 
Gregg,  Horsey,  Howell,  Leib,  Lloyd,  Pope,  Eeed, 
Robinson,  Smith  of  New  York,  Tait,  Taylor,  Turner, 
Varnum,  and  Worthington. 

Nats. — Messrs.  Dana,  Goodrich,  Hunter,  and  Lam- 
bert 

Hangers  for  the  Frontier. 

The  Senate  resumed,  as  in  Oommitteo  of  the 
Whole,  the  bill  authorizing  the  President  of  the 
United  States  to  raise  certain  companies  of 
spies  or  rangers  for  the  protection  of  the  frontier 
of  the  United  States ;  and  the  bill  was  amend- 
ed ;  and  the  President  reported  it  to  the  House 
accordingly. 

On  the  question,  Shall  this  bill  be  engrossed 
and  read  a  third  time  as  amended?  it  was  de- 
termined in  the  aflSrmative. 


TuBSDAT,  December  24. 
Hudson  Hiver  and  Lake  Ontario  Canal. 
The  following  Message  was  received  from  the 
Peesident  of  the  United  States: 

To  the  Senate  and  Bouae  of 

Representatives  of  the  United  States  : 

I  communicate  to  Congress  copies  of  an  act  of  tbe 
Legislature  of  New  York,  relating  to  a  canal  from 
tbe  great  Lakes  to  Hudson's  River.  In  making  the 
communication,  I  consult  the  respect  due  to  that 
State  in  whose  behalf  the  commissioners  appointed 
by  the  act  have  placed  it  in  my  hands  for  the  pur- 
pose. 

The  utility  of  canal  navigation  is  universally  ad- 
mitted. It  is  not  less  certain,  that  scarcely  any 
country  offers  more  extensive  opportunities  for  that 
branch  of  improvements  than  the  United  States ;  and 
none,  perhaps,  inducements  equally  persuasive  to  make 
the  most  of  them.  The  particular  undertaking  con- 
templated by  the  State  of  New  York,  which  marks 
an  honorable  spirit  of  enterprise,  and  comprises  objects 
of  national  as  well  as  more  limited  importance,  wiU 
recall  the  attention  of  Congress  to  the  signal  advan- 
tages to  be  derived  to  the  United  States  from  a  gene- 
ral system  of  internal  conununication  and  convey- 
ance; and  suggest  to  their  consideration  whatever 
steps  may  be  proper,  on  their  part,  towards  its  intro- 
duction and  accomplishment.  As  some  of  those 
advantages  have  an  intimate  connection  with  ar- 
rangements and  exertions  for  the  general  security,  it 
is  at  a  period  calling  for  these  that  the  merits  of  such 
a  system  will  be  seen  in  the  strongest  lights. 

JAMES  MADISON. 

■Washington,  December  23,  1811. 

The  Message  and  documents  therein  referred 
to  were  read ;  and  referred  to  the  committee 
last  mentioned,  to  consider  and  report  thereon. 


Fkiday,  December  27. 
The  following  Message  was  received  from  the 
Peesident  of  the  United  States: 
To  the  Senate  and  Souse  of 

Representatives  of  the  United' States^ 
I  lay  beifore  Congress  copies  of  resolutions  entered 
into  by  the  Legislature  of  Pennsylvania,  which  have 
been  transmitted  to  me,  with  that  view,  by  the  Gov^ 


ornor  of  that  State,  in  pursuance  of  one  of  the  said 
resolutions, 

JAMES  MADISON. 

Washington,  December  27,  1811. 
Oli/oer  Evans'  damn,  for  different  applications 
of  Steam  Power. 

Mr.  Leib  presented  the  memorial  of  Oliver 
Evans,  stating  that  the  memorialist  verily  be- 
lieves himself  to  be  the  original  proposer  of 
steam-boats  and  steam- wagons  in  the  United 
States,  (Doctor  Franklin  only  excepted ;)  and 
that  he  conceives  his  patent,  dated  February 
14,  1804,  secured  to  him  the  right  to  use  his 
engine  for  boats,  mills,  and  land  carriages,  and 
praying  to  be  left  in  full  possession  of  those 
rights,  for  reasons  stated  at  large  in  the  memo- 
rial ;  which  was  read,  and  ordered  to  lie  on  the 
table. 


Monday,  December  30. 
Burning  of  t?ie  Sichnumd,  Va.,  Theatre. 

Mr.  Beadlet  submitted  the  following  mo- 
tion for  consideration : 

Resolved,  That  the  members  of  this  House  will 
wear  crape  on  the  left  arm  for  one  month,  in  testi- 
mony of  the  national  respect  and  sorrow  for  the  un- 
fortunate persons  who  perished  in  the  city  of  Rich- 
mond, in  Virginia,  on  the  night  of  the  26th  of  the 
present  month. 


Tuesday,  December  31. 

Mr.  Beadley  called  up  the  motion  made  yes- 
terday on  the  subject ;  and,  on  his  motion,  it 
was  amended  and  agreed  to  as  follows : 

Sesohed,  That  the  members  of  this  House 
will  wear  crape  on  the  left  arm  for  one  month, 
in  testimony  of  the  condolence  and  sorrow  of 
the  Senate  for  the  calamitous  event  by  which 
the  Chief  Magistrate  of  the  State  of  Virginia, 
and  so  many  of  her  citizens,  perished  by  flre,  in 
the  city  of  Richmond,  on  the  night  of  the  26th 
of  the  present  month. 


TmntSDAY,  January  16,  1812. 
Hostile  policy  of  Great  Britain. 
The  following  message  was  received  from  the 
Peesident  of  the  United  States  : 
To  the  Senate  and  Souse  of 

Sepresentaiives  of  the  United  States  : 
I  communicate  to  Congress  a  letter  from  the  En- 
voy Extraordinary  and  Minister  Plenipotentiary  of 
Great  Britain  to  the  Secretary  of  State,  with  the  an- 
swer of  the  latter. 

The  continued  evidence  afforded  in  this  corre- 
spondence, of  the  hostile  policy  of  the  British  Govern- 
ment against  our  national  rights,  strengthens  the 
considerations  recommending  and  urging  the  prepa- 
ration of  adequate  means  for  maintaining  them. 

JAMES  MADISON. 
Washington,  January  16,  1812. 

The  Message  and  documents  enclosed  were 
read,  and  referred  to  the  committee  to  whom 
was  referred,  on  the  8th  of  November  last,  so 
much  of  the  Message  of  the  President  of  the 
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United  States  as  concerns  the  relations  between 
the  United  States  and  France  and  Great  Brit- 
ain, to  consider  and  report  thereon;  and  five 
hundred  copies  thereof  ordered  to  be  printed 
for  the  use  of  the  Senate. 


Friday,  January  17. 
Incorporation  of  a  Mining  Company  in  Upper 
Louisiana. 
Mr.  Bradley,  from  the  committee  appointed 
on  the  petition  of  Moses  Austin  and  John  R. 
Jones,  reported  a  bill  to  incorporate  Moses 
Austin,  John  Rice  Jones,  Henry  Austin,  and 
others,  into  a  company,  by  the  name  of  the 
Louisiana  Lead  Company ;  and  the  bill  was 
read,  and  passed  to  the  second  reading. 


"Wedxesday,  January  29. 

The  bill  establishing  a  land  office  was  read 
the  second  time. 

Additional  Military  Force. 

The  Senate  resumed,  as  in  Committee  of  the 
Whole,  the  consideration  of  the  bill,  entitled 
"  An  act  authorizing  the  President  of  the  Unit- 
ed States  to  accept  and  organize  certain  volun- 
teer military  corps,"  together  with  the  amend- 
ments reported  thereto  by  the  select  com- 
mittee. 

Mr.  Giles  rose  and  opposed  at  length  the  bill 
as  it  came  from  the  House,  reserving  to  himself 
the  privilege  of  acting  on  the  proposed  amend- 
ment according  to  the  result  of  further  reflec- 
tions. He  believed  the  bill  would  be  produc- 
tive of  no  practical  efficacy.  It  proposed  a  force 
which  could  not  be  raised ;  and  if  raised,  from 
the  short  period  of  its  service,  in  the  event  of 
serious  hostilities,  would  be  utterly  incompe- 
tent to  effect  the  objects  of  those  hostilities. 
The  bill  would  be  inoperative,  because,  in  the 
States  of  Massachusetts  and  Vermont,  (and  he 
presumed  in  other  States,)  no  power  or  provi- 
sion existed  by  which  these  volunteers  could  be 
commissioned,  so  as  to  perform  the  contempla- 
ted service ;  and  if  the  Government  were  de- 
prived of  the  volunteers  in  Massachusetts  and 
Vermont,  he  did  not  know  where  they  could 
obtain  volunteers  for  the  object  which  he  be- 
lieved all  branches  of  the  Government  had  in 
view.  He  presumed  that  the  system  of  volun- 
teers was  the  favorite  system  of  the  Govern- 
ment; and  this  he  inferred  from  their  having 
recommended  to  the  other  House  the  raising  of 
ten  thousand  regulars  only,  and  from  the  Mes- 
sage of  the  President,  sent  in  after  both  Houses 
had  passed  the  bill  for  raising  twenty-five  thou- 
sand regulars,  and  communicating  the  corre- 
spondence between  Mr.  Foster  and  Mr.  Monroe, 
as  a  ground  for  m-ging  Congress  to  persevere  in 
the  preparations  they  were  engaged  in  making. 
The  President  must,  therefore,  have  deemed  a 
volunteer  force  essential  for  the  contemplated 
service.  And  here  he  observed  he_  thought,  if 
his  correspondence  with  the  British  Envoy, 
which  afforded  evidence  of  "  continued  hostil- 


ity "  towards  us,  furnished  matter  of  sufficient 
importance  to  press  upon  Congress  the  utility 
of  hastening  their  measures  of  preparation,  that 
the  other  business  of  the  Department  of  State 
might  have  been  allowed  to  repose  long  enough 
for  a  reply  to  have  been  made  to  Mr.  Foster, 
before  nearly  a  month  had  elapsed  after  the 
date  of  his  letter.  He  did  not  advert  to  this 
circumstance  from  any  want  of  respect  to  this 
Government :  he  should  always  treat  them  with 
the  highest  respect.  He  should  prefer  the  re- 
duction of  th#  number  of  the  volunteers  to 
twenty-five  thousand,  rather  than  the  retention 
of  the  fifty  thousand,  because  it  would  increase 
the  momentum  of  actual  force,  and  decrease  the 
expenses,  about  which  so  much  has  been  said. 
Surely,  he  said,  he  did  not  mean  that  it  would 
not  increase  the  momentum  of  force  proposed 
by  the  other  House,  but  that  proposed  by  the 
Executive.  The  Executive  had  asked  for  ten 
thousand  regulars,  and  fifty  thousand  volun- 
teers— in  all,  sixty  thousand  men.  The  other 
House  had  agreed  to  give  him  eighty-five  thou- 
sand. The  proposed  amendment  would,  there- 
fore, bring  the  quantum  of  force  down  nearly  to 
the  Executive  requisition.  But  the  bill  pro- 
posed a  force  which  would  be  utterly  inefficient, 
as  all  other  volunteer  bills  had  been.  The  re- 
turns under  the  thirty  thousand  volunteer  law, 
passed  two  or  three  years  ago,  were  so  few, 
that  the  Secretary  of  War  did  not  register  them. 
He  asked,  how  efficient  could  that  species  of 
force  be,  of  which  the  Chief  Magistrate  did  not 
think  it  worth  while  to  have  a  record  kept  ? 
It  was  only  a  formidable  display  of  armies  on 
paper — a  tender  of  services — which  only  pro- 
duced very  handsome  replies  from  the  Presi- 
dent. He  did  not  censure  the  Secretary  of 
War  or  the  President;  very  far  from  it;  the 
defect  had  been  in  the  law.  He  begged  gentle- 
men to  look  seriously  at  the  subject.  If  a  war 
should  ensue,  it  must  be  a  serious  one.  The 
responsibility  attached  to  Congress  of  placing 
an  adequate  force  in  the  hands  of  the  President 
for  the  war.  But  if  they  passed  a  law  which 
would  give  the  President  only  a  nominal  force, 
totally  incompetent  to  effect  any  desirable  ob- 
ject, he,  for  one,  should  be  unwiULng  to  take 
any  share  of  responsibility  on  himself. 


Thubsdat,  February  27. 
Increase  of  the  Ra/oy. 

The  Senate  resumed,  as  in  Committee  of  the 
Whole,  the  consideration  of  the  bill  entitled 
"An  act  concerning  the  Naval  Establishment," 
together  with  the  amendments  reported  thereto 
by  the  select  committee. 

Mr.  Lloyd. — ^Mr.  President,  the  amendments 
proposed  by  the  committee  to  whom  this  bill 
has  been  referred,  having  been  gone  through 
with,  I  now  beg  leave  to  offer  a  new  one,  by  an 
additional  section  to  the  following  effect : 

"  Be  it  further  enacted.  That  the  President  of  the 
United  States  be,  and  he  hereby  is,  authorized  to  can^e 
to  be  bnilt  as  speedily  as  may  be,  on  the  most  approv- 
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ed  model, frigates,  not  exceeding  thirty-six  guns 

each ;  and  that  a  sum  not  exceeding dollars  be, 

and  the  same  is  hereby  appropriated  for  building  the 
Bald  frigates,  out  of  any  moneys  in  the  Treasury  not 
otherwise  appropriated." 

It  is  my  intention,  sir,  to  move  for  twenty 
new  frigates ;  but  the  number  I  have  left  blank 
in  order,  should  the  Senate  be  favorably  dis- 
posed to  an  increase  of  the  Navy,  and  disagree 
with  me  as  to  the  degree  of  that  increase,  they 
might  regulate  the  number  at  then:  pleasure. 

Sir,  I  have  been  induced  to  offer  this  amend- 
ment from  an  impulse  of  duty  towards  my  more 
immediate  constituents,  and  also  from  a  sense 
of  the  obligation  imposed  upon  me,  however 
feebly  I  may  be  able  to  respond  to  it,  in  the 
honorable  station  in  which  I  am  placed,  to  en- 
deavor to  the  extent  of  my  ability  to  support 
the  dignity,  protect  the  rights,  and  advance  the 
best  interests  of  the  United  States.  Sir,  I  tnist 
the  amendment  under  consideration,  if  adopted, 
would  have  a  relation,  and  a  favorable  relation, 
to  all  these  objects. 

If  it  be  not  the  determination  of  the  Govern- 
ment to  engage  in  an  open,  actual,  efficient  war ; 
to  place  the  nation  in  such  a  complete  state  of 
preparation  as  to  avert  war,  from  our  state  of 
readiness  to  meet  it ;  then  the  measures  of  the 
present  session,  those  of  filling  up  the  existing 
Military  Establishments,  and  thereby  adding  to  it 
between  six  and  seven  thousand  men,  that  of  en- 
listing a  standing  army  of  twenty-five  thousand 
men  to  serve  for  five  years,  unless  sooner  dis- 
charged— of  providing  for  the  employment  of 
fifty  thousand  volunteers,  and  of  holding  in  readi- 
ness one  hundred  thousand  of  the  militia,  would 
be  not  only  inexcusable,  but  nearly  treasonable ; 
as  they  would  in  such  case,  without  any  adequate 
object,  impose  severe  and  heavy  burdens  upon 
the  people  of  the  United  States,  from  which 
years  of  the  highest  degree  of  prosperity  would 
not  relieve  them.  But,  sir,  I  am  bound  to  be- 
lieve, that  unless  redress  be  obtained,  it  is  the 
determination  of  the  Government  of  the  Unit- 
ed States  to  enter  into  an  actual,  vigorous, 
real  war,  or  at  any  rate  to  put  the  nation 
into  a  perfect  State  of  readiness' to  commence 
it,  should  it  be  necessary ;  and  in  either  of  these 
oases,  an  efficient  naval  force  is  as  indispensable, 
nay  much  more  indispensable,  than  a  land  force. 

In  the  year  1793,  when  Great  Britain  depre- 
dated upon  your  commerce,  you  had  a  man  at 
tlje  head  of  your  Government  who  fought  no 
battles  with  paper  resolutions,  nor  attempted  to 
wage  war  with  commercial  restrictions,  although 
they  were  then  pressed  upon  him.  He  caused  it 
to  be  distinctly  and  with  firmness  made  known  to 
Great  Britain,  that  if  she  did  not  both  cease  to 
violate  our  rights,  and  make  us  reparation  for 
the  wrongs  we  had  sustained — that  young  and 
feeble  as  we  then  were,  just  in  the  gi'istle,  and 
stepping  from  the  cradle  of  infancy,  we  would 
try  the  tug  of  war  with  her.  What  was  the 
consequence  ?  Her  depredations  were  stopped 
— we  made  a  treaty  with  her,  under  which  we 
enjoyed  a  bighdegree  of  prosperity.  Our  claims 


were  fairly  heard,  equitably  adjudged,  and  the 
awards  were  honorably  and  punctually  paid  to 
the  sufierers.  In  this  instance  you  did  some- 
thing for  commerce. 

Next  came  the  war  with  Tripoli — ^the  Bar- 
bary  States  preyed  upon  our  commerce — ^you 
determined  to  resist,  and  despatched  a  small 
squadron  to  the  Mediterranean :  this  ought  to 
have  been  considered  as  the  germ  of  your  fu- 
ture maritime  greatness :  the  good  conduct  and 
bravery  of  that  squadron,  and  the  self-immolar 
tion  of  some  of  its  officers,  spread  the  renown  of 
your  naval  prowess  to  all  quarters  of  the  civiliz- 
ed globe.  What  did  you  in  this  instance  ?  At  the 
moment  when  victory  had  perched  upon  your 
standard — when  you  might  have  exhibited  the 
interesting  spectacle  of  the  infant  Government 
of  the  United  States  holding  in  subjugation  one 
of  the  Powers  of  Barbary,  to  whom  all  Europe 
had  been  subservient — at  this  moment  when 
conquest  was  completely  within  your  grasp — 
civil  agency  stepped  in — ^the  laurel  was  torn 
from  the  brow  of  as  gallant  a  chieftain  as  ever 
graced  the  plains  of  Palestine,  and  we  ignomi- 
niously  consented  to  pay  a  tiibnte,  where  we 
might  have  imposed  one. 

After  this  you  had  the  Berlin  decree,  the 
Orders  in  Council,  the  Milan  decree,  the  Eam- 
bouillet  decree,  the  depredations  of  Spain,  the 
robberies  even  of  the  renegado  black  chief  of 
St.  Domingo,  and  the  unprovoked  and  still  con- 
tinued plunder  of  Denmark,  a  nation  of  pirates 
from  their  origin.  What  cause  of  complaint  has 
Denmark,  or  ever  had  Denmark,  against  ns? 
Her  most  fond  and  speculative  maritime  pre- 
tensions we  have  willingly  espoused,  and  yet 
she  continues  daily  to  capture  and  condemn  our 
vessels  and  cargoes,  and  contemptuously  tells  us 
that  the  Government  of  the  United  States  is  too 
wise  to  go  to  war  for  a  few  merchant  ships. 
And  this  we  bear  from  a  people  as  inferior  to 
the  United  States  in  all  the  attributes  of  nation- 
al power  or  greatness,  as  I  am  inferior  to  Her- 
cules. Yes,  sir,  commerce  has  been  abandoned, 
else  why  prohibit  your  merchants  from  bring- 
ing the  property,  to  a  large  amount,  which  they 
have  fairly  purchased  and  paid  for,  into  the 
ports  of  our  country,  else  why,  by  this  exclu- 
sion, perform  the  double  operation  of  adding  to 
the  resources  of  the  enemy  you  are  going  to 
war  with  and  impoverishing  your  own  citizens. 

Yes,  sir,  commerce  has  been  abandoned,  "de- 
serted in  her  utmost  need  by  those  her  former 
bounty  fed."  Yes,  sir,  she  has  been  abandon- 
ed. She  has  been  left  as  a  wreick  upon  a  strand, 
or  as  a  derelict  upon  the  waters  of  the  ocean, 
to  be  burnt,  sunk,  or  plundered,  by  any  great 
or  puny  assailant  who  could  man  an  oar  or  load 
a  swivel  for  her  annoyance. 

What  was  the  lea(Hng  object  of  the  adoption 
of  the  Federal  Constitution  in  the  northern 
parts  of  the  Union  ?  Most  emphatically,  it  was 
for  the  protection  of  commerce.  What  was  the 
situation  of  some  branches  of  our  commerce 
then?  And  what  is  it  now?  Look  at  the 
statement  which  was  laid  upon  our  tables  about 
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a  fortnight  past,  and  taken  from  the  returns  of 
the  Treasury.  What  effect  has  it  had  upon  our 
fisheries,  which  were  so  nobly  and  successfully 
contended  for  by  the  American  Commissioners 
who  settled  the  Treaty  of  1783 ;  which  for  a 
time  suspended  that  Treaty ;  and  which,  both 
the  duplicity  and  intrigue  of  France  and.  the 
interest  of  England  strove  to  deprive  us  of — of 
our  fisheries,  which  were  then  considered,  and 
stiU  ought  to  be  considered,  as  a  main  sinew  of 
our  strength,  and  a  nursery  for  our  seamen  ? 


MoNBAT,  March  2. 
Increase  of  the  Ncmy. 

Mr.  Ceawfoed. — The  honorable  gentleman 
from  Massachusetts  (Mr. '  Lloyd)  thinks  that 
nothing  has  been  done  by  the  Government  for 
commerce,  whilst  commerce  has  done  every 
thing  for  the  nation ;  that  commerce  has  paid 
into  the  public  Treasury  $200,000,000.  If  it  is 
contended  that  this  sum  has  been  paid  exclu- 
sively by  commerce,  nothing  can  be  more  incor- 
rect. The  money  collected  from  imposts  and 
duties  is  paid  by  the  consumer  of  merchandise 
upon  which  the  duties  are  imposed.  It  is  col- 
lected immediately  from  the  merchant,  and  ul- 
timately from  the  nation.  The  only  money 
paid  into  the  Treasury  which  can  justly  be 
placed  to  the  exclusive  credit  of  commerce,  is 
the  sum  retained  by  the  Government  upon  de- 
bentures, which  is  only  7-lOths  of  one  per  cent. 
upon  goods  paying  a  duty  of  twenty  per  cent, 
ad  valorem,  and  has  never  amounted  to  $400,- 
000  in  any  one  year.  The  export  of  foreign 
productions  from  the  United  States  in  the  year 
1807,  exceeded  $59,000,000,  and  the  sum  paid 
into  the  Treasury  that  year  on  account  of  draw- 
backs was  about  $390,000,  which  is  the  greatest 
amount  received  from  that  source  of  revenue 
since  the  organization  of  the  Government. 

The  duty  upon  tonnage,  like  the  duty  im- 
posed on  merchandise,  is  paid  by  the  consumer 
or  grower  of  the  cargoes  transported  by  the 
ship-holders,  of  whom  this  duty  is  immediately 
collected.  The  ultimate  payment  of  this  duty 
by  the  grower  or  consumer  wiU  depend  upon 
the  relative  demand  for,  and  supply  of  the  arti- 
cles in  the  market  to  which  they  are  exported. 
If  the  demand  for  the  article  is  greater  than  the 
quantity  in  the  market,  it  is  paid  by  the  con- 
sumer ;  if  the  supply  exceeds  the  demand,  it  is 
paid  by  the  grower,  in  the  form  of  a  reduction 
of  the  price  of  the  article  equal  to  the  duty  im- 
posed. 

Who  are  the  most  interested  in  commerce, 
the  growers  of  the  articles,  the  exchange  and 
transportation  of  which  constitute  commerce, 
or  the  factors  and  freighters  employed  in  the  ex- 
change and  transportation  of  those  articles? 
Can  any  man  doubt  for  one  moment  that  the 
gi-owers,  the  rightful  owners  of  the  articles  to 
be  exchanged,  are  more  deeply  interested  in 
commerce  than  the  merchant  and  ship-holder, 
who  only  make  a  profit  from  the  sale  and  trans- 
portation of  the  articles  exchanged?   .  If  tha 


profit  they  derive  from  commerce  should  be  so 
enormous  as  to  exceed  the  original  value  of 
those  articles  in  the  hands  of  the  growers,  still 
it  can  be  demonstrated  that  the  interest  of  the 
latter  is  more  vitally  afiected  by  a  prosperous 
or  adverse  state  of  commerce,  than  that  of  the 
merchant  or  ship-holder.  The  merchant  wiQ 
be  regulated  in  the  price  which  he  gives  to  the 
grower,  by  the  state  of  the  market  and  the  price 
of  transportation  to  the  market.  Let  the  price 
be  what  it  may  in  foreign  markets,  the  mer- 
chant is  regtfeited  by  it,  and  can  only  be  af- 
fected by  sudden  changes  in  those  markets 
which  may  be  prejudicial  or  advantageous  to 
him.  It  is  a  matter  of  small  moment  to  him 
whether  the  articles  in  which  he  deals  bring  a 
high  or  low  price  in  the  market  to  which  they 
are  sent,  if  that  price  is  not  variable,  because 
he  will  regulate  the  price  he  gives  for  them  by 
the  price  which  he  can  obtain.  But  the  price 
which  those  articles  will  bring  in  the  market  to 
which  they  are  sent,  is  all-important  to  the 
grower,  because  it  will  regulate  the  price  which 
he  is  to  receive  for  them  beyond  the  power  of 
his  control.  Every  circumstance  which  tends 
to  destroy  competition  and  reduce  the  number 
of  markets  to  which  our  produce  Ls  sent,  vitally 
affects  the  interest  of  the  grower.  The  planter, 
the  farmer,  is,  therefore,  more  deeply  interested 
in  the  prosperity  of  that  commerce  which  finds 
a  market  for  the  annual  surplus  productions  of 
his  industry,  than  the  merchant  or  ship-holder. 
This  direct  commerce  is  indispensable  to  the 
internal  growth  and  improvement  of  the  coun- 
try, and  to  the  comfort  and  happiness  of  the 
people,  and  more  so  to  the  people  of  the  South- 
ern and  Western  States  than  any  other  part  of 
the  United  States.  Sir,  we  are  not  so  grossly 
ignorant  as  to  mistake  our  interest  in  this  mat- 
ter. We  know  that,  without  commerce,  with- 
out a  market  for  the  surplus  productions  of  our 
labor,  we  should  be  deprived  of  many  of  those 
articles  which  long  habit  has  made  necessary  to 
our  ease  and  comfort.  If,  then,  we  are  not 
grossly  ignorant  of  our  true  interest,  nothing 
can  he  more  unfounded  than  the  accusation  of 
the  gentleman  from  New  York,  (Mr.  Geeman.) 
The  charge  must  be  the  result  of  ignorance  or 
prejudice.  Mr.  C.  said  he  would  not  follow  the 
example  of  that  gentleman  by  saying,  "  perhaps 
this  prejudice  might  be  an  honest  prejudice." 
ISTo,  he  would  not  insult  the  feelings  of  that 
gentleman ;  he  would  not  question  his  veracity 
or  integrity  by  stating  hypothetieally,  "that 
perhaps  his  opinions  were  honest."  Whilst  he 
repelled  this  unfounded  charge  in  the  manner 
which  its  nature  imperiously  demanded,  he  had 
no  hesitation  in  admitting  that  the  opinions  of 
that  gentleman,  whether  the  result  of  prejudice 
or  of  ignorance,  were  strictly  honest.  Mr.  0. 
said  there  was  no  man  in  the  nation  more 
friendly  to  that  commerce  which  he  had  de- 
scribed than  he  was,  and  that  no  part  of  the 
nation  cherished  it  with  more  ardor  than  that 
w^hich  he  in  part  had  the  honor  to  represent  on 
this  floor.    But,  sir,  there  is  a  commerce  which 
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has  been  prosecuted  to  a  very  great  extent  by 
the  commercial  capitalists  of  the  United  States, 
for  the  prosperity  of  which  the  agricultural 
part  of  the  nation  do  not  feel  the  same  solici- 
tude. 

In  the  year  1807,  the  United  States  exported 
upwards  of  $59,000,000  of  foreign  productions. 
This  commerce  has  no  connection  with  or  de- 
pendence upon  the  annual  surplus  productions 
of  the  country,  which  is  the  only  commerce 
that  essentially  promotes  domestic  industry  and 
multiplies  the  domestic  comforts  of  the  great 
jnass  of  the  people.  This  commerce,  which  is 
the  legitimate  offspring  of  war,  and  expires  with 
the  first  dawning  of  peace,  is  prosecuted  princi- 
pally by  our  commercial  cities  to  the  east  and 
north  of  the  Potomac.  The  landholders,  the 
country  people,  the  great  mass  of  agriculturists 
in  the  United  States,  never  had,  and  never  can 
have  any  direct  interest  in  it.  The  farmer  of 
the  Eastern  and  Middle  States,  and  the  planter 
of  the  Southern  and  Western  States,  stand  in 
the  same  relation  to  this  commerce.  Whether 
it  be  prosperous  or  adverse,  is  a  matter  of  small 
concern  to  them,  and  nothing  but  an  effort  of 
pure,  disinterested  patriotism  could  induce  them 
to  jeopai'dize  the  peace  and  happiness  of  the 
nation,  and  stake  the  prosperity  of  the  direct 
commerce  of  the  country,  for  the  protection  of 
this  mushroom  commerce. 

The  use  proposed  to  be  made  of  these  frigates, 
if  built,  certainly  meets  my  approbation.  The 
idea  of  protecting  our  commerce  by  a  naval 
force,  which  has  been  pressed  with  so  much 
vehemence  by  some  of  our  navy  gentlemen,  is 
worse  than  visionary.  A  navy  can  injure  com- 
merce, but  cannot  afford  it  protection,  unless  it 
annihilates  the  naval  force,  of  the  adverse  na- 
tion. Unless,  therefore,  we  have  the  means  of 
creating  and  supporting  a  naval  force  able  to 
contend  successfully  with  the  British  navy  for 
the  empire  of  the  seas,  we  must  abandon  all 
idea  of  protecting  our  commerce  against  that 
nation.  Great  Britain,  with  her  thousand  ships 
of  war,  is  unable  to  protect  her  commerce  even 
in  sight  of  her  own  coasts.  According  to  my 
understanding  of  the  views  of  the  honorable 
gentlemen,  these  thirty  frigates  are  to  be  em- 
ployed in  destroying  the  commerce  of  the  ene- 
my, and  not  in  fighting  her  public  armed  vessels. 
They  are  in  fact  to  be  national  privateers.  In 
this  point  of  view,  the  proposition  to  cashier 
the  officer  who  should  strike  the  American  flag 
seems  to  be,  at  war  with  the  nature  of  their  em- 
ployment. They  are  to  direct  their  efforts  to 
the  destruction  of  merchant  vessels,  and  to 
avoid  collision  with  the  ships  of  war.  It  is  to 
be  apprehended  that  men,  whose  duty  it  is  to 
avoid  serious  conflicts  with  tie  enemy,  will 
grow  timid  from  habit,  and  wiU  resist  but  feebly 
when  inevitably  forced  into  them.  The  charac- 
ter of  the  naval  officers  of  the  United  States 
makes  a  regulation  of  this  kind  wholly  unneces- 
sary. Their  enterprise,  their  courage,  and  -in- 
trepidity, are  too  well  established  to  require  a 
regulation  of  such  severity.    As  then  the  gen- 


tleman does  not  intend  to  dispute  the  sovereignty 
even  of  our  own  seas  with  our  expected  enemy 
with  this  naval  force,  but  intends  to  employ  it 
in  the  destruction  of  merchant  vessels,  an  in- 
crease of  that  force  appears  to  me  to  be  wholly 
unnecessary  and  impolitic.  Individual  enter- 
prise, directed  by  individual  interest,  will  more 
effectually  destroy  the  commerce  of  the  enemy, 
than  any  number  of  frigates  in  the  power  of 
this  Government  to  build  and  employ.  The 
Baltimore  Federal  Bepublicwn.  states  that  $ 
French  privateer  in  the  Atlantic  Ocean  has  cap- 
tured about  thirty  merchant  vessels,  and  that 
the  impression  made  by  this  single  privateer 
was  so  serfous  that  thirteen  vessels,  several  of 
which  were  fi-igates,  were  employed  in  cruising 
for  her.  The  truth  of  this  statement  may  be 
relied  on,  because  that  paper  is  not  in  the  habit 
of  exaggerating  French  successes,  or  of  aggra- 
vating British  sufferings.  But  it  is  said  that, 
although  our  privateers  were  successful  at  the 
commencement  of  the  Eevolutionary  War,  be- 
fore the  conclusion  of  that  contest  they  were 
entirely  destroyed.  Admitting  the  fact  to  be 
true,  it  does  not  necessarily  foUow  that  such 
wUl  be  the  result  of  the  war  now  in  contempla- 
tion. After  the  first  years  of  that  contest,  the 
British  forces  were  in  possession  of  the  princi- 
pal ports  and  harbors  of  the  United  States, 
which  made  it  extremely  hazardous  for  our  pri- 
vateers to  approach  our  own  coasts,  or  enter' 
our  own  harbors.  It  is  expected  that  our  situa- 
tion wUl  be  very  different  in  the  event  of  war 
at  this  time.  Instead  of  possessing  the  princi- 
pal ports  of  the  United  States,  we  expect  to  ex- 
pel them  from  the  whole  of  their  continental 
possessions  in  our  neighborhood.  If  this  should 
be  the  result  of  the  war,  their  means  of  annoy- 
ing our  commerce,  and  of  destroying  our  pri- 
vateers, will  be  greatly  diminished,  and  their 
power  of  protecting  their  commerce  from  the 
depredations  of  our  privateers  will  suffer  an 
equal  diminution. 


MoiTOAY,  March  9. 
British  Intrigues  to  dismemier  the  Union. 
The  following  Message  was  received  from  the 
Pebsident  of  the  United  States  : 

To  the  Senate  and  House  of 

Representatives' of  Hie  United  States : 
I  lay  before  Congress  copies  of  certain  documents 
wliich  remain  in  the  Department  qf  State.  They 
prove  that,  at  a  recent  period,  whilst  the  United 
States,  notwithstanding  the  wrongs  sustained  by  them, 
ceased  not  to  observe  the  laws  of  peace  and  neutrali- 
ty towards  Great  Britain,  and  in  the  midst  of  amica- 
ble professions  and  negotiations  on  the  part  of  the 
British  Government,  through  its  public  Minister  here, 
a  secret  agent  of  that  Government  was  employed  in 
certam  States,  more  especially  at  the  seat  of  Gov- 
ernment in  Massachusetts,  in  fomenting  disaffection 
to  the  constituted  authorities  of  the  nation,  and  in 
intrigues  with  the  disaffected,  for  the  purpose  of 
bringing  about  resistance  to  the  laws,  and  eventual- 
ly, in  concert  with  a  British  force,  of  destroying  the 
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Union,  and  forming  the  eastern  part  thereof  into  a 
political  connection  with  Great  Britain. 

In  addition  to  the  effect  which  the  discovery  of 
such  a  procedure  ought  to  have  on  the  public  coun- 
cils, it  will  not  fail  to  render  more  dear  to  the  hearts 
of  all  good  citizens  that  happy  Union  of  these  States, 
which,  under  Divine  Providence,  is  the  guaranty  of 
their  liberties,  their  safety,  their  tranquillity,  and 
their  prosperify.  JAMES  MADISON. 

March  9,  1812.      ' 

The  Message  and  docaments  therein  referred 
to  were  read,  and  one  tlionsand  copies  of  the 
Message  and  documents  ordered  to  be  printed 
for  the  use  of  the  Senate ;  and  on  motion  of  Mr. 
Campbell  of  Tennessee,  a  committee  was  ap- 
pointed to  examine  the  documents  above  refer- 
red to,  and  designate  such  as  may  be  necessary 
to  be  printed. 

Messrs.  Campbell  of  Tennessee,  Beeiit,  and 
Bayaed,  were  appointed  the  committee. 

Ml-.  LioTD  submitted  the  following  motion 
for  consideration : 

Resolved,  That  the  Secretary  of  State  he  directed 
to  lay  before  the  Senate  the  names  of  any  and  all 
persons  in  the  United  States,  and  especially  in  the 
State  of  Massachusetts,  who  have  in  any  way  or 
manner  whatever  entered  into,  or  most  remotely 
countenanced,  the  project  or  the  views,  for  the  exe- 
cution or  attainment  of  which  John  Henry  was,  in 
the  year  1809,  employed  by  Sir  James  Craig,  then 
Governor  General  of  the  British  provinces  in  North 
America,  and  which  have  this  day  been  communica- 
ted to  the  Senate  of  the  United  States. 


Feidat,  March  13. 
Answer  to  Mr.  LloyXs  inquiry. 
The  following  Message  was  received  from  the 
President  of  the  United  States  : 
To  the  Senate  of  the  United  States  : 

I  transmit  to  the  Senate  a  report  of  the  Secretary  of 
State,  complying  with  their  resolution  of  the  10th 
instant  JAMES  MADISON. 

Depaetsient  of  State,  March  12,  1812. 
The  Secretary  of  State,  to  whom  was  referred  the 
resolution  of  the  Senate  of  the  10th  instant,  has  the 
honor  to  report,  that  this  department  is  not  in  pos- 
session of  any  names  of  persons  in  the  United  States, 
who  have,  in  any  way  or  manner  whatever,  entered 
into  or  countenanced  the  project  or  the  views,  for  the 
execution  or  attainment  of  which,  John  Henry  was, 
in  the  year  1809,  employed  by  Sir  James  Craig;  the 
said  John  Henry  having  named  no  persons  or  person 
as  being  concerned  in  the  said  project  or  views  re- 
ferred to  in  the  documents  laid  before  Congress  on 
the  9th  instant  AVhich  is  respectfully  submitted. 
JAMES  MONROE. 

The  Message  and  report  were  read,  and  one 
thousand  copies  thereof  ordered  to  be  printed 
for  the  use  of  the  Senate. 


"Wednesdat,  March  18. 

Incorporation  of  a  Mining  Company  in  Upper 

Louisiana. 

The  Senate  resumed,  as  in  Committee  of  the 

Whole,  the  consideration  of  the  biU  to  incorpo- 


rate Moses  Austin,  John  Kice  Jones,  Henry 
Austin,  and  others,  into  a  company,  by  the 
name  of  the  Louisiana  Lead  Company ;  and  the 
bill  having  been  further  amended,  the  President 
reported  it  to  the  House  accordingly. 

On  the  question,  Shall  this  bill  be  engrossed 
and  read  a  third  time  as  amended?  it  was  de- 
termined in  the  affirmative. 


Tuesday,  March  24. 
In  the  absAce  of  the  Vice  Peesident,  on 
motion  of  Mr.  Lloyd,  the  Senate  proceeded  to 
the  choice  of  a  President  pro  tempore,  as  the 
constitution  provides,  and  William  H.  Ceaw- 
FOED  was  elected. 


Thubsday,  March  26. 

Incorporation  of  Lead  Mine  Compwny. 

The  engrossed  bill  to  incorporate  Moses  Ans- 

tiii,  John  Rice  Jones,  Henry  Austin,  and  others, 

into  a  company,  by  the  name  of  the  Louisiana 

Lead  Company,  was  read  the  third  time. 

On  the  question.  Shall  this  bill  pass?  it  was 
determined  in  the  affirmative — yeas  14,  nays  12, 
as  follows : 

Yeas. — Messrs.  Anderson,  Bradley,  Condlt,  Craw- 
ford, Dana,  German,  Goodrich,  Gregg,  Howell, 
Hunter,  Smith  of  New  York,  Tait,  Taylor,  and  Wor- 
thington. 

Nays. — Messrs.  Bayard,  Franklin,  Giles,  Horsey, 
Lambert,  Leib,  Lloyd,  Keed,  Smith  of  Maryland, 
Turner,  and  Vamum. 

So  it  was  Eesohed,  That  this  bUl  pass,  and 
that  the  title  thereof  be,  "  An  act  to  incorpo- 
rate Moses  Austin,  John  Kice  Jones,  Henry 
Austin,  and  others,  into  a  company,  by  the 
name  of  the  Louisiana  Lead  Company." 


Wednesday,  AprU  1. 

Erection  of  the   Territory  of  Orleans  into  a 

State. 

The  amendments  to  the  bill,  entitled  "An 
act  for  the  admission  of  the  State  of  Louisiana 
into  the  Union,  and  to  extend  the  laws  of  the 
United  States  to  the  said  State,"  having  been 
reported  by  the  committee  correctly  engrossed, 
the  bai  was  read  a  third  time  as  amended,  and, 
by  unanimous  consent,  was  farther  amended, 
by  striking  out,  in  the  ninth  section  and  second 
line,  the  word  "  next,"  and  inserting  the  words 
"  one  thousand  eight  hundred  and  twelve." 

Resolved,  That  this  bill  pass  with  amend- 
ments. 

The  bin  giving  further  time  for  registering 
claims  to  land  in  the  eastern  district  of  the 
Territory  of  Orleans  having  been  reported  by 
the  committee  correctly  engrossed,  was  read  a 
third  time,  and  passed. 

The  Senate  resumed,  as  in  Committee  of  the 
Whole,  the  consideration  of  the  bill  to  enlarge 
the  limits  of  the  State  of  Louisiana ;  and,  no 
amendment  having  been  offered,  on  the  ques- 
tion, Shall  this  bifl  be  engrossed  and  read  a 
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third  time  ?  it  was  determined  ia  the  affirmative 
—yeas  21,  nays  8,  as  follows : 

Yeas.— Messrs.  Anderson,  Bayard,  Bibb,  Camp- 
bell of  Tennessee,  Condit,  Crawford,  Cutts,  Gaillard, 
Giles,  GreKK,  Horsey,  Howell,  Leib,  Pope,  Smith  ot 
Maryland,  Smith  of  New  York,  Tait,  Taylor,  Turner, 
Varnum,  and  Worthington. 

Nays.— Messrs.  Bradley,  Franklm,  German,  OrU- 
man,  Goodrich,  Lambert,  Lloyd,  and  Reed. 

Temporary  Embargo. 
The  following  confidential  Message  was  re- 
ceived from  the  President  of  the  United  States : 
To  the  Senate  and  Bouse  of 

Representatives  of  the  United  States : 
Considering  it  as  expedient,  under  existing  ciroum- 
etances  and  prospects,  that  a  general  embargo  be  laid 
on  all  vessels  now  in  port,  or  hereafter  arriving,  for 
liie  period  of  sixty  days,  I  recommend  the  immediate 
passage  of  a'law  to  that  effect. 

JAMES  MADISON. 
Apeil  1,  1812. 

The  Message  was  read;  and  on  motion,  by 
Mr.  Bataed,  that  the  injunction  of  secrecy  be 
taken  oif  i-especting  the  Message  last  read,  it 
was  determined  in  the  negative — ^yeas  11,  nays 
21,  as  follows : 

Yeas. — Messrs.  Bayard,  Dana,  German,  GUman, 
Goodrich,  Gregg,  Horsey,  Hunter,  Lambert,  Lloyd, 
and  Reed, 

Nats. — Messrs.  Anderson,  Bibb,  Bradley,  Camp- 
bell of  Tennessee,  Condit,  Crawford,  Cutts,  FrankBn, 
Gaillard,  Giles,  Howell,  Leib,  Pope,  Robinson,  Smith 
of  Maryland,  Smith  of  New  York,  Tait,  Taylor,  Tur- 
ner, Vamum,  and  Worthington. 

Besohed,  That  the  Message  be  referred  to  a 
select  committee,  to  consist  of  five  members,  to 
consider  and  report  thereon  by  bill  or  other- 
wise. 

Ordered,  That  Messrs.  Campbell  of  Tennes- 
see, Taylob,  Gbeman,  Pope,  and  Batabd,  be 
the  committee. 


Satttrdat,  April  i. 

On  motion,  by  Mr.  Campbell,  of  Tennessee, 
the  galleries  were  cleared,  and  the  doors  of  the 
Senate  Chamber  closed. 

A  message  from  the  House  of  Kepresenta- 
tives,  by  their  committee,  Messrs.  Calhoun 
and  Williams- Mr.  Calhoun,  chairman  : 

Mr.  President:  The  House  of  Kepresenta- 
tives  concur  in  the  amendment  of  the  Senate  to 
the  bill,  entitled  "An  act  laying  an  embargo 
on  all  ships  and  vessels  in  the  ports  and  har- 
bors of  the  United  States,  for  a  limited  time." 


Feidat,  April  3. 
Temporary  Embargo. 

The  amendments  to  the  bill,  entitled  "An 
act  laying  an  embargo  on  all  ships  and  vessels 
in  the  ports  and  harbors  of  the  United  States 
for  a  limited  time,"  having  been  reported  by 
the  committee  correctly  engrossed,  the  biU  was 
read  the  third  titne. 

On  motion,  by  Mr.  Leib,  it  was  agreed  to  fill 
the  blank  with  the  word  "  ninety." 

On  the  question.  Shall  this  bill  pass  as  amend- 
ed ?  it  was  determined  in  the  affirmative — yeas 
20,  nays  13,  as  follows : 

Yeas.- Messrs.  Anderson,  Bibb,  Brent,  Campbell 
of  Tennessee,  Condit,  Crawford,  Cutts,  Franklin, 
Gaillard,  Gregg,  Howell,  Leib,  Pope,  Robinson,  Smith 
of  New  York,  Tadt,  Taylor,  Turner,  Vamum,  and 
Worthington. 

Nays. — Messrs.  Bayard,  Bradley,  Dana,  German, 
Giles,  Gilman,  Goodrich,  Horsey,  Hunter,  Lambert, 
Lloyd,  Reed,  and  Smith  of  Maiyland. 


Feidat,  April  10. 
Executive  Veto. — Betumed  Bill. 
A  message  from  the  House  of  Kepresentatives 
informed  the  Senate  that  the  bill  which  passed 
the  two  Houses  of  Congress  at  the  present  ses- 
sion, entitled  "  An  act  providing  for  the  trial  of 
all  causes  pending  in  the  respective  district 
courts  of  the  United  States,  in  case  of  the  ab- 
sence or  disability  of  the  judges  thereof,"  and 
presented  to  the  President  of  the  United  States 
for  his  approbation,  has  been  returned  by  the 
President  of  the  United  States,  with  the  follow- 
ing objections : 

"  Because  the  additional  services  imposed  by  the 
bill  on  the  justices  of  the  Supreme  Court  of  the  Unit- 
ed States,  are  to  be  performed  by  them  rather  in  the 
quality  of  other  judges  of  other  courts,  namely,  judges 
of  the  district  courts,  than  in  the  quality  of  justices  of 
the  Supreme  Court.  They  are  to  hold  the  said  dis- 
trict courts,  and  to  do  and  perform  all  acts  relating 
to  the  said  courts  which  are  by  law  required  of  the 
district  judges.  The  biU,  therefore,  virtually  ap- 
points, for  the  time,  the  justices  of  the  Supreme 
Court  to  other  distinct  offices,  to  which,  if  compati- 
ble with  their  original  offices,  they  ought  to  be  ap- 
pointed by  another  than  the  legislative  authority,  in 
pursuance  of  legislative  provisions  authorizing  the 
appointments. 

"  Because  the  appeal  allowed  by  law  from  the  de- 
cision of  the  district  courts  to  the  circuit  courts,  while 
it  corroborates  the  construction  which  regards  a 
judge  of  the  one  court,  as  clothed  with  a  new  office, 
by  being  constituted  a  judge  of  the  other,  submits  for 
correction  erroneous  judgments,  not  to  superior  or 
other  judges,  but  to  the  erring  individual  hiniself, 
acting  as  sole  judge  in  the  appellate  court. 

"  Because  the  additional  services  to  be  required 
may,  by  distances  of  place,  and  by  the  casualties  con- 
templated by  the  bill,  become  disproportionate  to  the 
strength  and  health  of  the  justices  who  are  to  per- 
form them,  the  additional  services  being,  moreover, 
entitled  to  no  additional  compensation,  nor  the  addi- 
tional expenses  incurred,  to  reimbursement.  In  this 
view,  the  bill  appears  to  be  contrary  to  equity,  as 
well  as  a  precedent  for  modifications  and  extensions 
of  judicial  services,  encroaching  on  the  constitutional 
tenure  of  judicial  offices. 

"Because,  by  referring  to  the  President  of  the 
United  States  questions  of  disability  in  the  district 
judges,  and  of  &e  unreasonableness  of  delaying  the 
suits  or  causes  pending  in  the  district  courts,  and 
leaving  it  with  him  in  such  cases  to  require  the  jus- 
tices of  the  Supreme  Court  to  perform  additional  ser- 
vices, the  bill  introduces  an  unsuitable  relation  of 
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members  of  the  judiciary   department  to  a    discre- 
tionary authority  of  the  Executive  department. 

"  JAMES  MADISON." 
And  the  House  of  Representatives,  where  the 
bill  originated,  have  taken  the  question  in  the 
constitutional  way,  and  have  resolved  that  this 
bUl  do  not  pass. 


Feiday,  April  17. 
Temporary  Non-Exportation. 

On  motion,  by  Mr.  Dana,  the  injunction  of 
secrecy  was  removed  respecting  the  proceedings 
on  the  "Act  to  prohibit  the  exportation  of 
specie,  goods,  wares,  and  merchandise,  for  a 
limited  time." 

[The  proceedings  are  as  follow ;] 
Thuesdat,  April  9,  1812. 

The  following  confidential  message  was  re- 
ceived from  the  House  of  Representatives,  by 
their  committee,  Mr.  Smilib  and  Mr.  Pleas- 
ANTS — Ml'.  Smilib,  chairman : 

Mr.  President:  The  House  of  Representa- 
tives have  passed  a  bOl,  entitled  "An  act  to 
prohibit  the  exportation  of  specie,  goods,  wares, 
and  merchandise,  for  a  limited  time ; "  in  which 
bUl  they  ask  the  concurrence  of  the  Senate. 

The  bill  was  read,  and,  on  motion,  by  Mr. 
Campbell  of  Tennessee,  that  the  bill  be  now 
read  the  second  time  by  unanimous  consent,  it 
was  objected  to  as  against  the  rule. 

Ordered,  That  the  bill  pass  to  a  second  read- 
ing. 


Feidat,  April  10. 
The  biU  from  the  House  of  Representatives, 
entitled  "  An  act  to  prohibit  the  exportation  of 
specie,  goods,  wares,  and  merchandise,  for  a 
limited  time,"  was  read  the  second  time,  and 
referred  to  a  select  committee,  to  consider  and 
report  thereon ;  and  Messrs.  Campebix  of  Ten- 
nessee, Beadlet,  and  Tatloe,  were  appointed 
the  committee. 

Mr.  Campbell  of  Tennessee,  from  the  com- 
mittee, reported  the  bill  last  mentioned  with  an 
amendment.  Whereupon,  the  bill  was  resumed, 
and  considered  as  in  Committee  of  the  "Whole, 
together  with  the  amendment  reported  thereto 
by  the  select  committee ;  and  having  agreed  to 
the  amendment,  the  President  reported  the  bill 
to  the  House  accordingly. 

On  motioiL,  by  Mr.  Goodeioh,  that  the  fur- 
ther consideration  of  the  bill  be  postponed  nntU 
to-morrow,  and  that  it  be  printed  under  an  iu- 
j  unction  of  secrecy,  for  the  use  of  the  Senate,  it 
was  determined  in  the  negative. 

On  the  question;  Shall  the  bill  pass  to  the  third 
reading  as  amended  ?  it  was  determined  in  the 
affirmative — yeas  16,  nays  12,  as  follows : 

Yeas. — Messrs.  Anderson,  Bibb,  Brent,  Campbell 
of  Tennessee,  Condit,  Crawford,  Gaillard,  Gregg, 
Howell,  Leib,  Pope,  Smith  of  New  York,  Tait,  Tay- 
lor, Turner,  andVamum. 

Nays. — Messrs.  Bradley,  Dana,  German,  Giles, 
Gilman,  Goodrich,  Horsey,  Hunter,  Lambert,  Lloyd, 
Keed,  and  Smith  of  Maryland. 


Feidat,  April  IT. 
Mississippi  Territory. 

Mr.  Tatxoe,  from  the  committee  to  whom  was 
referred  on  the  iTth  of  March,  the  bill,  entitled 
"  An  act  to  enable  the  people  of  the  Mississippi 
Territory  to  form  a  constitution  and  State  Gov- 
ernment, and  for  the  admission  of  such  State 
into  the  Union  on  an  equal  footing  with  the 
original  States ;  "  and  on  the  6th  instant,  the 
bill  to  carry  into  effect  the  provisions  of  the 
eighth  sectio*  of  the  act  regulating  the  grants  of 
land,  and  providing  for  the  disposal  of  the  lands 
of  the  United  States  south  of  the  State  of  Ten- 
nessee, reported  that  the  said  bills  be  severally 
postponed  to  the  first  Monday  in  December 
next. 

The  report  is  as  follows : 

That  in  considering  the  subject  referred  to  them, 
they  could  not  avoid  being  struck  with  the  immense 
size  of  the  Territory  proposed  to  be  erected  into  a 
State,  a  size  disproportionate  to  the  size  of  any  of  the 
largest  States  which  now  compose  our  confederation. 

It  embraces,  in  its  present  form,  and  without  any 
extension,  to  the  ^^f  of  Mexico,  (as  is  proposed  in 
the  bill  referred  to  mj)-  nearly  six  and  a  half  degrees 
of  geographical  longitude,  and  four  entire  degrees  of 
latitude,  and  affords  an  area  of  twice  the  surface  of 
the  State  of  Pennsylvania. 

Your  committee  are  strongly  impressed  with  the 
propriety  and  expediency  of  dividing  the  said  Terri- 
tory, so  as  to  form  of  the  same  two  States,  whenever 
the  population,  within  the  limits  of  each  section,  shall 
render  it  just  and  proper  ;  and  they  respectfully  sub- 
mit to  the  Senate  the  following  divisional  line,  between 
the  western  and  eastern  sections  of  the  said  Territory, 
viz:  up  the  Mobile  river,  to  the  point  nearest  its 
source,  which  falls  on  the  eleventh  degree  of  west 
longitude  from  the  city  of  Washington ;  thence  a 
course  due  north  until  the  line  intersects  the  waters 
of  Bear  Creek ;  thence  down  the  said  creek  to  its 
confluence  with  the  Tennessee  River ;  thence  down 
the  said  river  to  the  northern  boundary  line  of  the 
said  Territory.  By  a  view  of  the  map  of  this  coun- 
try it  wiB  appear  that  the  above  divisional  line  will 
divide  the  Territory  into  nearly  two  equal  parts,  and 
it  has,  for  the  most  part,  a  delineation  by  nature. 

By  the  6th  section  of  the  1st  article  of  the  treaty 
of  cession  from  the  State  of  Georgia  the  United  States 
are  bound  to  erect  the  said  Territory  into  one  State. 
It  has,  however,  been  suggested  that  the  State  of 
Georgia  would  not,  upon  a  proper  representation, 
withhold  her  consent  to  the  proposed  division. 

To  the  end,  therefore,  that  an  opportunity  may  be 
afforded  to  the  State  of  Georgia  to  express  this  con- 
sent, by  a  legislative  act  of  the  said  State,  as  they 
shall  think  proper,  your  committee  recommend  that 
the  said  bill  shall  be  postponed  to  the  first  Monday  in 
December  next. 


MoKDAT,  April  20. 
Death  of  the  Vice  President. 
The  Peesident  addi-essed  the  Senate  as  fol- 
lows : 

"  Gehtlemen  :  Upon  me  devolves  the  painful  duty 
of  announcing  to  the  Senate  the  death  of  oiur  venera- 
ble feUow-citizen,  Geokge  Clinton,  Vice  President 
of  the  United  States. 
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"  By  this  afflictive  dispensation  of  Divine  Provi- 
dence the  Senate  is  deprived  of  a  President  rendered 
dear  to  each  of  its  members  by  the  dignity  and  im- 
partiality with  which  he  has  so  long  presided  over 
their  deliberations ;  and  the  nation  bereaved  of  one  of 
the  brightest  luminaries  of  its  glorious  Eevolution." 

The  Senate  being  informed  of  the  decease  of 
their  distinguished  fellow-citizen,  Geoege  Olin- 
Toif,  Vice  President  of  the  United  States,  do 

Besohe,  That  a  committee  be  appointed, 
jointly  with  such  as  may  be  appointed  on  the 
part  of  the  House  of  Representatives,  to  consider 
and  report  measures  proper  to  manifest  the  pub- 
lic respect  for  the  memory  of  the  deceased,  and 
expressive  of  the  deep  regret  of  the  Congress  of 
the  United  States  on  the  loss  of  a  citizen  so 
highly  respected  and  revered. 

Ordered,  That  Messrs.  Smith  of  New  York, 
Smith  of  Maryland,  German,  Gilman,  and 
Bkadlet,  be  the  committee. 

Ordered,  That  the  Secretary  carry  this  reso- 
lution to  the  House  of  Representatives. 

A  message  from  the  House  of  Representatives 
informed  the  Senate  that  the  House  concur  in 
the  resolution  of  the  Senate  for  the  appointment 
of  a  joint  committee  "  to  consider  and  report 
measures  proper  to  manifest  the  public  respect 
for  the  memory  of  the  Vice  President  of  the 
United  States,"  deceased,  and  have  appointed  a 
committee  on  their  part. 


Tuesday,  April  21. 
On  motion  of  Mr.  Smith  of  New  York, 
Resolved  urMnimously,  That,  from  an  un- 
feigned respect  to  the  late  Geoege  Clinton, 
Vice  President  of  the  United  States,  and  Presi- 
dent of  the  Senate,  the  Chair  of  the  President 
of  the  Senate  be  shrouded  with  black  during  the 
present  session  ;  and,  as  a  further  testimony  of 
respect  for  the  memory  of  the  deceased,  the 
members  of  the  Senate  will  go  into  mourning 
and  wear  a  black  crape  round  the  left  arm  for 
thirty  days. 


Feidat,  April  24. 
Recess  of  Congress. 
Mr.  Bkadlet,  from  the  joint  committee  of 
the  two  Houses  appointed  on  the  subject  of  a 
recess,  reported  the  business  that  demands  the 
immediate  attention  of  Congress,  and  the  fol- 
lowing resolution : 

Resolved,  hy  the  Senate  and  House  of  Representatives 
of  the  United  States  of  America  in  Congress  assembled, 
That,  during  the  present  session  of  Congress,  the 
President  of  the  Senate  and  Speaker  of  the  House  of 
Representatives  shall,  on  the  29th  day  of  April  in- 
stant, adjourn  their  respective  Houses  to  Monday,  the 
18th  day  of  May  next,  then  to  meet  at  the  same  place 
in  which  the  two  Houses  are  now  sitting. 

On  motion,  by  Mr.  Beadlet,  the  resolution 
was  twice  read  by  unanimous  consent ;  and,  on 
motion  by,  Mr.  Pope,  amended,  by  striking  out 
the  words  "  eighteenth  day  of  May  next." 

On  the  question,  Shall  this  resolution  be  en- 


grossed, and  read  a  third  time  as  amended,  it 
was  determined  in  the  affirmative — yeas  18, 
nays  13. 


SATtTKDAT,  April  25. 
Recess  of  Congress. 

The  Senate  resumed  the  consideration  of  the 
resolution  for  a  recess  of  Congress  from  the 
29th  inst.  to  the day  of next. 

Mr.  Pope  moved  to  fill  the  blank  with  the 
4th  Monday  in  June.  The  most  distant  day 
would  probably  accommodate  the  greatest  num- 
ber of  members ;  and  this  day  would  be  suffi- 
ciently early  to  take  measures  necessary  on  the 
expiration  of  the  embargo. 

Mr.  Andep-son  said  he  had  supposed  the  day 
fixed  upon  by  the  committee,  viz :  the  18th  of 
May,  would  have  been  the  day.  He  did  not 
himself  feel  the  necessity  of  any  adjournment; 
but,  if  it  must  take  place,  it  ought  either  to  be 
for  a  short  time,  or  for  so  long  a  time  as  equally 
to  accommodate  all.  If  it  were  to  be  for  a  short 
time,  it  would  be  merely  for  relaxation ;  if  for  a 
longer  time,  as  was  now  proposed,  he  feared  it 
would  be  considered  as  indicative  of  an  inten- 
tion to  pause  in  the  course  of  measures  they  had 
commenced,  and  produce  an  impression  abroad, 
among  the  people,  which  was  much  to  be  depre- 
cated. 

Mr.  Pope  said  he  was  in  favor  of  such  a  time 
being  fixed  on  as  should  accommodate  the  great 
est  number  of  the  members.  As  to  the  effect 
of  an  adjournment  on  the  public  mind,  he  im- 
agined that  the  difference  between  a  recess  of 
twenty  or  thirty  days  would  be  very  unim- 
portant. 

Mr.  G.  W.  Campbell  said  it  seemed  to  him 
something  like  bribing  the  members  to  obtain 
votes,  to  talk  about  lengthening  the  time  so  as  to 
accommodate  the  greatest  number  of  members. 
He  could  not  conceive  it  consistent  with  the 
honor  of  the  country  that  they  should  decide  the 
question  of  adjournment  on  the  mere  ground  of 
personal  convenience;  he  considered  the  only 
question  to  be,  whethef  a  recess  would  have  a 
good  or  bad  effect  on  the  public  service.  He  had 
on  a  former  occasion  stated  his  objection  to  this 
step,  that  it  would  produce  an  iU  effect  on  the 
public  mind.  Many  misrepresentations  have 
been  already  made  to  induce  the  public  to  be- 
lieve you  ai-e  not  in  earnest.  An  adjournment 
for  any  length  of  time  would  seem  like  desert- 
ing our  posts,  and  will  put  the  seal  on  this  be- 
lief. Under  this  view,  he  must  vote  against 
the  adjournment ;  but  the  longer  was  the  recess, 
the  worse  would  be  the  effect  on  the  public 
mind.  He  should,  therefore,  vote  for  the  short- 
est day. 

Mr.  Bkadlet  said  he  could  not  see  that  the 
proposed  recess  would  be  deserting  their  posts 
at  all.  The  nation  knew  that  the  Government 
could  not  go  to  war  without  soldiers ;  and  sitting 
here  would  certainly  not  restore  peace.  Con- 
gress had  adopted  many  war  measures,  the  exe- 
cution of  which  they  had  put  Into  the  hands  of 
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the  Executive ;  they  had  also  authorized  a  loan 
of  eleven  millions.  And  -while  these  measures 
were  going  on,  could  Congress,  by  staying  here 
constantly,  add  to  the  number  of  men,  or  expe- 
dite the  loan  ?  If  an  enemy  were  to  invade  us, 
without  any  government  at  all,  they  would  be 
promptly  resisted.  But,  if  we  are  going  to  war 
to  redress  grievances,  to  revenge  injuries  re- 
ceived, we  should  choose  our  own  time.  If  we 
begin  war  before  we  have  an  army,  it  is  bring- 
ing the  nation  to  the  last  stage  of  degradation, 
not  to  consider  at  all  the  sufferings  and  losses 
which  would  be  in  such  cases  sustained.  It 
would  be  a  great  error  to  attempt  to  put  this 
country,  by  a  forced  vote  of  Congress,  iuto  war. 
Ton  cannot  lead  this  country  to  war  as  the 
butcher  leads  his  flock  to  the  slaughter-house. 
This  is  a  government  of  opinion;  the  public 
sentiment  will  not  be  driven,  but  must  be  fol- 
lowed. Congress  have  certainly  done  as  much 
for  the  present  as  they  can.  I  wish  to  see  the 
effect  of  the  measures  they  have  taken.  The 
Executive  is  clothed  with  all  the  necessary 
powers  to  make  preparation  for  war ;  and  if  the 
nation  wiU  not  abide  by  us  and  support  the 
measures  of  Congress,  it  is  vain  to  say  we  can 
force  the  people  into  a  war.  I  believe  the  peo- 
ple will  be  better  satisfied  with  a  recess  than 
with  our  sitting  here  from  day  to  day  without 
doing  any  thing  material,  and  there  is  nothing 
material  at  this  moment  to  do.  They  are  not 
irrational ;  they  know  that  Congress  have  been 
in  session  six  months ;  they  must  also  foresee 
that  when  we  come  to  war,  the  Council  of  the 
Nation  must  be  perpetually  in  session;  they 
will,  therefore,  not  be  dissatisfied  at  a  short  re- 
cess. If  war  be  actually  to  take  place  at  the 
expiration  of  the  embargo,  this,  of  all  others,  is 
the  time  for  relaxation. 

The  question  on  the  insertion  of  the  eighth 
day  of  June  as  the  day  of  reassembling  of  the 
two  Houses,  was  decided  as  follows : 

Yeas. — Messrs.  Bradley,  Condit,  Crawford,  Dana, 
German,  Gilman,  Goodrich,  Gregg,  Horsey,  Hunter, 
Lambert,  Uoyd,  Pope,  Reed,  Robinson,  Smith  of  New 
York,  Turner,  and  Worthington — 18. 

Nats. — Messrs.  Anderson,  Bibb,  Brent,  Campbell 
of  Tennessee,  Cutts,  Gaillard,  Giles,  Howell,  Leib, 
Smith  of  Maryland,  Tait,  Taylor,  and  Vamnm — 13. 

So  the  motion  was  carried.       , 


Wedhesdat,  April  29. 
Maritime  Defence. 
Mr.  Pope  asked  and  obtained  leave  to  bring 
in  a  bill  more  effectually  to  protect  the  com- 
merce and  coasts  of  the  IJnited  States ;  and  the 
bUl  was  read,  and  passed  to  the  second  reading. 


TtTESDAT,  June  9. 
Ehode  Idand  BesoluUon^. 
Mr.  HuNTEE  presented  the  resolutions  of  the 
Legislature  of  the  State  of  Ehode  Island  and 
Providence  Plantations,  instructing  their  Sena- 
tors and  Eepresentatives  in  Congress,  to  use 


their  endeavors  to  avert  the-  evils  of  war,  to  put 
our  maritime  frontier  in  a  state  of  defence,  and 
for  the  repeal  of  the  embargo  and  restrictive 
system ;  and  the  resolutions  were  read. 

New  York  Memorial. 
Mr.  Smith  of  Kew  York,  presented  the  fol- 
lowing petition  of  sundry  inhabitants,  mer- 
chants, and  others,  of  the  city  of  New  York, 
praying  that  the  embargo  and  non-importation 
laws  be  continued  as  a  substitute  for  war  against 
Great  Britain : 

To  the  honorable  the  Senate  and  House  of  Repre- 
sentatives of  the  United  States  of  America  in  Con- 
gress assembled,  the  memorial  of  the  subscribers, 
merchants,  and  others,  inhabitants  of  the  city  of 
New  York,  respectfuUj  showeth : 
That  your  memorialists  feel,  in  common  with  the 
rest  of  their  fellow-citizens,  an  anxious  solicitude  for 
the  honor  and  interest  of  their  country,  and  an  equal 
determination  to  assert  and  maintain  them. 

That  your  memorialists  believe  that  a  continua- 
tion of  the  restrictive  measures  now  in  operation  will 
produce  all  the  benefits  while  it  prevents  the  calami- 
ties of  war.  That  when  the  British  Ministry  become 
convinced  that  a  trade  with  the  United  States  cannot 
be  renewed,  but  by  the  repeal  of  the  Orders  intCoun- 
cil,the  distress  of  their  merchants  and  manufactm-ers, 
&c.,  their  inability  to  support  their  armies  in  Spain 
and  Portugal,  will  probably  compel  them  to  that 
measure. 

Your  memorialists  beg  leave  to  remark,  that  such 
effects  are  even  now  visible;  and  it  may  be  reasona- 
bly hoped  that  a  continuance  of  the  embargo  and 
non-importation  laws  a  few  months  beyond  the  fourth 
day  of  July  next,  will  effect  a  complete  and  bloodless 
triimiph  of  our  rights. 

Your  memorialists  therefore  respectfully  solicit  ot 
your  honorable  body  the  passage  of  a  law  continuing 
the  embargo,  and  giving  to  the  President  of  the  United 
States  power  to  discontinue  the  whole  of  the  restric- 
tive system  on  the  rescinding  of  the  British  Orders  in 
Council. 

The  conduct  of  France  in  burning  our  ships,  in  se- 
questrating our  property  entering  her  ports,  expecting 
protection  in  consequence  of  the  promised  repeal  of 
the  Berlin  and  Milan  decrees,  and  the  delay  in  com- 
pleting a  treaty  with  the  American  Minister,  has 
excited  great  sensation,  and  we  hope  and  trust  will 
call  forth  from  your  honorable  body  such  retaliatory 
measures  as  may  be  best  calculated  to  procure  jus-'- 
tice. 

John  Jacob  Astor  Abraham  Smith 

Samuel  Adams  Thomas  H.  Smith,  jr. 

Howland  &  GrinneU       Andrew  Foster  , 
E.  Slosson  Jacob  Barker 

Israel  Gibbs  'Wilham  Lovett 

Isaac  Clasou  William  Edgar,  jr. 

John  ShdeU  Samuel  StiUweU 

John  K.  Townsend         Jacob  P.  Giraud 
Andrew  Ogden  &  Co.      John  Hone 
Thomas  Storm  John  Kane 

Amos  Butler  Amasa  Jackson 

Ebenezer  Burrill  William  J.  Robinson 

Isaac  Heyer  Joseph  Strong 

Ralph  Bulkley  Abraham  S.  Hallet 

Samuel  Bell  Joshua  Jones 

John  F.  Delaplaine        Frederick  Giraud,  jr. 
Peter  Stagg  Robert  Roberts 

David  Taylor  John  Crookea 
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William  Adee 
John  T.  Lawrence 
Joseph  W,  Totten 
Isaac  Schermerhorn 
Alexander  Euden 
Joseph  Otis 
Lewis  Hartman 
Garret  Storm 
George  Bement 
S.  A.  Each 


Hugh  McCormick 
John  Depeyster 
Gilbert  Haight 
James  Lovett 
Leffert  Lefferts 
Augustus  Wyncoop 
John  W.  Gale 
Thomas  Eich 
Samuel  Marshall 
Elbert  Herring. 


After  the  memorial  had  been  read, 
Mr.  Taylor  said,  that  the  respectability  of  the 
subscribers  to  a  petition  presented  to  this  body, 
and  the  importance  of  the  matter  therein  con- 
tained, had,  on  various  occasions,  been  used  as 
inducements  to  us  to  give  such  petition  a  respect- 
ful disposition  in  the  course  of  our  proceedings. 
He  recollected  a  case  in  point.     It  was  the  case 
of  the  petition  of  an  eminent  merchant  of  Mas- 
sachusetts, presented  by  an  honorable  Senator 
from  that  State,  and  virhioh  at  the  suggestion  of 
that  honorable  gentleman  was,  by  the  Senate, 
ordered  to  be  printed.    He  was  of  opinion  that 
the  petition  just  read  ought  not  to  be  treated 
with  less  attention.     That  he  had  seen  the  peti- 
tion, dnd  had  inquired  into  the  character  of  its 
subscribers — and  had  been  informed  that  the 
flfty-eight  signers  to  it  were  among  the  most  re- 
spectable, wealthy,  and  intelligent  merchants  of 
the  city  of  New  York.     There  are  to  be  found  in 
that  list  the  names  of  two  presidents  of  banks ; 
three  presidents  of  insurance  companies ;  thir- 
teen directors  of  banks :  besides  other  names  of 
pre-eminent  standing  in  the  mercantile  world. 
They  had  aU  united  in  the  sentiments  contained 
in  the  petition,  notwithstanding  that  there  ex- 
isted among  them  a  difference  in  political  opin- 
ions— ^for  he  understood  that  of  the  petitioners 
forty-two  were  federal  and  sixteen  republican. 
Mr.  T.  added,  that  he  considered  some  of  the 
sentiments  contained  in  the  petition  as  of  the 
highest  importance.    He  hailed  it  as  an  aus- 
picious occurrence,  that  these  honorable  mer- 
chants, in  praying  that  the  evils  of  war  might 
be  averted  from  them  and  from  the  nation,  had 
nevertheless  held  fast  to  the  principle  of  resist- 
ance to  the  aggressions  and  unhallowed  conduct 
of  Great  Britain  towards  our  nation — and  had 
exercised  the  candor  and  firmness  to  bear  testi- 
mony to  the  efficiency  of  the  restrictive  system 
for  obtaining  a  redress  of  our  wrongs,  and  of 
course  to  the  integrity  and  honor  of  those  who 
had  imposed  this  system  for  that  purpose.    He 
hoped  that  the  example   of  these  petitioners 
would  tend  to  counteract  those  strenuous  ^nd 
unremitting  exertions  of  passion,  prejudice,  and 
party  feeling,  which  had  attempted  to  stamp 
upon  the  majority  in  Congress  the  foul  and  un- 
just censure  of  being  enemies  to  commerce; 
That,  however  unfashionable  and  obstinate  it 
might  appear,  he  still  believed  that  the  embargo 
and  non-importation  laws,  if  faithfully  executed, 
were  capable  of  reaching  fai-ther  than  our  can- 
non.    We  were  at  this  very  time'  tendering  an 
urgent  argument,  to  be  felt  by  each  city,  village 
and  hamlet  in  England.    This  touching  to  the 


quick  the  vital  interests  of  that  empire,  would 
demonstrate  to  the  people  at  least  the  folly  and 
absurdity  of  the  Orders  in  Council.     The  or- 
deal of  the  twenty  weeks  of  scarcity,  which  the 
people  of  that  unhappy  country  are  undergoing, 
to  relieve  which,  but  for  the  madness  and  folly 
of  their  rulers,  every  yard  of  American  canvas 
would  be  spread  to  the  gales :  the  thousands  of 
starving  manufacturers  thrown  out  of  employ 
for  want  of  our  custom,  which  custom,  but  for 
the  injustice  of  their  masters,  we  were  willing 
to  give,  now  feej  the  efficiency  of  the  restrictive 
system.    These  matter-of-fact  arguments  want 
no  sophistry  nor  long  speeches  to  give  them 
weight.    But  Great  Britain  is  proud,  and  will 
never  yield  to  this  sort  of  pressure.    Hunger 
has  no  law.     Where  was  her  pride  during  the 
last  year  when  she  exported  to  her  enemy  on 
the  continent  more  than  eleven  millions  of 
pounds  sterling  for  provisions ;    and  meanly 
truckling  to  her  enemy,  consented  to  buy  the 
privilege  of  laying  out  her  guineas  for  bread ; 
and  actually  submitted  on  the  compulsion  of 
Napoleon  to  buy  the  wines,  brandies,  and  silks 
of  France,  which  she  did  not  want !     This  re- 
strictive system,  when  commenced  under  the 
former  embargo  law,  encountered  every  opposi- 
tion among  ourselves,   which  selfish  avarice, 
which  passion  and  party  rage  could  suggest; 
and  so  successful  were  its  assailants  that  while 
it  was  operating  with  its  fullest  effects,  (which 
the  prices  current  of  that  day  will  show,)  some 
of  its  greatest  champions  in  the  National  Legis- 
lature abandoned  it — yes,  sir,  in  the  tide  of  vic- 
tory they  threw  down  their  arms.    How  were 
the  mighty  fallen,  and  the  shield  of  the  mighty 
vilely  cast  away !     The  disavowal  of  Erskine's 
arrangement  was  the  consequence  of  this  re- 
treat.   But  it  may  be  said  that  the  sentiments 
in  their  petition  were  extorted  by  the  appre- 
hension of  a  greater  evil — war.    In  all  our  trials, 
those  who  had  not  predetermined  to  submit  to 
Great  Britain  must  have  anticipated  this  alter- 
native.    Let  those  who   by  their  acrimony, 
sneers,  and  scoffs,  have  thrown  away  this  chief 
defence  of  our  nation,  be  held  responsible  for 
the  compulsion  they  have  imposed  on  us  to  take 
this  dire  alternative.    He  said  that  although 
he  was  unwilling  to  abate  a  single  pang  which 
we  might  legally  inflict  upon  our  enemy,  and- 
might  at  the  proper  time  oppose  any  thing  like 
the  swap  proposed  of  one  system  for  another, 
when  we  had  the  power  and  the  right  to  im- 
pose upon  our  enemy  both  the  one  and  the 
other,  he  nevertheless  thought  the  petition  was 
deserving  of  the  attention  which  he  now  moved 
it  should  receive.     He  moved  that  the  petition 
should  be  printed. 

The  motion  was  agreed  to ;  and  the  Senate 
then  adjourned. 


Thuesdat,  June  11. 
General  Wilhinson's  Accounts. 
The  Senate  resumed  the  consideration  of  the 
resolution  reported  by  the  committee  on  the 


DEBATES  OE  CONGKESS. 


415 


JCNE,    1812.] 


Declaration  of  War  against  Great  Britain. 


[Senate. 


memorial  of  General  James  Wilkinson,  which 
is  as  follows : 

Resolved,  That  the  proper  acconnting  officer  of  the 
Department  of  War  te  directed,  in  the  settlement  of 
General  Wilkinson's  account,  to  place  to  his  credit 
the  sum  of  four  thousand  and  thirty-six  dollars  sev- 
enty-seven cents. 

And  the  resolntion  was  agreed  to,  and  recom- 
mitted to  the  original  committee,  with  instruc- 
tion to  bring  in  a  bill  accordingly. 


Feidat,  June  12. 
Massachusetts  Memorial. 

Mr.  Llotd  presented  a  resolution  of  the  House 
of  Representatives  of  Massachusetts,  passed  June 
2d,  instant,  expressing  their  opinion  "  that  an 
offensive  war  against  Great  Britain,  under  the 
present  circumstances  of  this  country,  would  be 
in  the  highest  degree  impolitic,  unnecessary, 
and  ruinous;"  also,  a  memorial  of  the  said 
House  of  Eepresentatives,  passed  by  a  majority 
of  one  hundred  and  sixty-six,  on  the  same  sub- 
ject; and  the  resolution  and  memorial  were 
read,  and  ordered  to  be  printed  for  the  use  of 
the  Senate. 

They  are  as  follows : 

Commonwealth  of  Massachusetts: 

L*  the  Honss:  of  Representatives, 

June  2,  1812. 
Rrsolved,  As  the  opinion  of  this  House,  that  an 
offensive  war  against  Great  Britain,  under  the  present 
circumstances  of  this  country,  would  be  in  the  highest 
degree  impolitic,  unnecessary,  and  ruinous ;  that  the 
grent  body  of  the  people  of  this  Commonwealth  are 
decidedly  opposed  to  this  measure,  which  they  do  not 
believe  to  be  demanded  by  the  honor  or  interests  of 
the  nation;  and  that  a  committee  be  appointed  to 
prepare  a  respectful  petition  to  be  presented  to  Con- 
gress, praying  them  to  arrest  a  calamity  so  greatly 
to  be  deprecated,  and,  by  the  removal  of  commercial 
restrictions,  to  restore,  so  far  as  depends  on  them,  the 
benefits  of  trade  and  navigation,  which  are  indis- 
pensable to  the  prosperity  and  comfort  of  the  people 
of  this  Commonwealth. 

TIMOTHY  BIGELOW,  Speaker. 


Thtjesdat,  Jtikb  18. 
Injunction  of  Secrecy  on  War  Measures  removed. 
The  injunction  of  secrecy  thereon  having  been 
removed,  on  motion,  by  Mr.  Audeeson,  twelve 
hundred  copies  of  the  confidential  Message  of 
the  President  of  the  United  States  of  the  first 
of  June  instant,  were  ordered  to  be  printed  for 
the  use  of  the  Senate. 


Certain  confidential  proceedings  of  the  Senate, 
since  first  June,  are  as  foll<m,  the  injunction 
of  secrecy  homing  been  re?noved: 

Monday,  June  1,  1812. 
A  confidential  Message  was  received  from  the 
Peksident  of  the  United  States,  as  follows : 
[For  this  Message,  see  the  SupplementalJour- 


nal  of  the  Proceedings  of  the  House  of  Repre- 
sentatives, under  the  date  of  June  1, 1812,  post."] 


Peidat,  June  5. 

Declan-ation  of  War  against  Great  Britain. 

A  confidential  Message  was  received  from  the 
House  of  Eepresentatives,  by  Messrs.  Macon 
and  FnfDLAT,  two  of  their  members — ^Mr.  Maoon, 
chairman : 

Mr.  President  ■'  The  House  of  Eepresentatives 
have  passed  a  bUl,  entitled  "  An  act  declaring 
War  between  Great  Britain  and  her  Dependen- 
cies, and  the  United  States  and  their  Territories ;" 
in  which  they  ask  the  concurrence  of  the  Sen- 
ate; and  request  that  the  biU  be  considered 
confidentially. 

An  act  declaring  War  between  Great  Britain  and  her 
Dependencies,  and  the  United  States  and  their 
Territories. 

Be  it  ermcted  hy  the  Senate  and  House  of  Represent- 
atives of  the  United  States  of  America,  in  Congress 
assembled,  That  war  be  and  the  same  is  hereby  de- 
clared to  exist  between  Great  Britain  and  her  Depend- 
encies, and  the  United  States  and  their  Territories ; 
and  that  the  President  of  the  United  States  is  hereby 
authorized  to  use  the  whole  land  and  naval  force  of 
the  United  States  to  carry  the  same  into  effect ;  and 
to  issue  to  private  armed  vessels  of  the  United  States 
commissions  or  letters  of  marque  and  general  reprisal, 
in  such  form  as  he  shall  think  proper,  and  under  the 
seal  of  the  United  States,  against  the  vessels,  goods, 
and  effects  of  the  Government  of  Great  Britain,  of 
its  subjects,  and  of  all  persons  inhabiting  within  any 
of  its  territories  or  possessions. 

On  motion,  the  bill  was  twice  read  by  unani- 
mous consent ;  and,  on  motion  by  Mr.  Leib,  it 
was  referred  to  the  committee  appointed  the  1st 
instant,  on  the  confidential  Message  of  the  Pres- 
ident of  the  United  States  of  the  same  date,  to 
consider  and  report  thereon. 


Tuesday,  June  9. 
On  motion  by  Mr.  Andkeson,  the  biU  entitled 
"  An  act  declaring  War  between  Great  Britain 
and  her  Dependencies,  and  the  United  States 
and  their  Territories,"  was  considered  as  in 
Committee  of  the  Whole.  Mr.  Gailiaed  was 
requested  to  take  the  Chair ;  and,  after  debate, 
a  motion  was  made  by  Mr.  Geeog,  that  the  bUl 
be  recommitted,  for  further  amendment,  to  the 
committee  who  have  under  consideration  the 
Message  of  the  President  of  the  United  States 
of  the  1st  June.  And,  after  debate,  the  Pres- 
ident resumed  the  Chair,  and  the  Senate  ad- 
journed. 

Wednesday,  June  10. 

Mr.  Gaillaed  was  requested  to  take  the 
Chair. 

The  Senate  resumed,  as  in  Committee  of  the 
Whole,  the  bill,  entitled  "  An  act  declaring  War 
between  Great  Britain  and  her  Dependencies, 
and  the  United  States  and  their  Territories." 

Mr.  Gebgg,  by  permission,  amended  his  motion 
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for  recommitting  the  bill  to  the  committee 
appointed  on  the  confidential  Message  of  the 
President  of  the  United  States,  of  the  1st  of 
June,  as  follows : 

Resolved,  That  the  bill  entitled  "  An  act  declaring 
War  between  Great  Britain  and  her  Dependencies, 
and  the  United  States  and  their  Territories,"  be  re- 
committed to  the  committee  to  whom  was  committed 
the  Message  of  the  President,  of  the  1st  instant,  with 
instructions  to  modify  and  amend  the  same,  in  such 
manner  that  the  President  of  the  United  States  shall 
have  power  to  authorize  the  public  armed  ships  and 
vessels  of  the  United  States  to  make  reprisals  upon 
the  public  and  private  ships  and  vessels,  goods,  and 
merchandise,  belonging  to  the  Crown  of  the  United 
Kingdom  of  Great  Britain  and  Ireland,  or  to  the  sub- 
jects thereof;  and  also  to  grant  letters  of  marque  and 
reprisal,  under  suitable  regulations,  to  be  provided  in 
the  bill,  to  private  armed  ships  and  vessels  to  make 
like  reprisals. 


Thitesdat,  June  11. 

Mr.  GAILI.AED  was  requested  to  take  the 
Ohair. 

On  motion  by  Mr.  ANDEESoif,  the  bill  from 
the  House  of  Eepresentatrves,  entitled  "An  act 
declaring  war  between  Great  Britain  and  her 
Dependencies,  and  the  United  States  and  their 
Territories,"  was  resumed,  and  considered  as  in 
Committee  of  the  Whole,  together  with  the 
motion  yesterday  submitted  by  Mr.  Geegg  ; .  and 
on  the  question  to  agree  to  the  motion,  it  was 
determined  in  the  aflirmative — yeas  17,  nays  13, 
as  follows : 

Yeas. — Messrs.  Bayard,  Condit,  Dana,  German, 
Giles,  Gilman,  Goodrich,  Gregg,  Horsey,  Howell, 
Hunter,  Lambert,  Leib,  Lloyd,  Eeid,  Smith  of  New 
York,  and  Worthington. 

Nats. — Messrs.  Anderson,  Bibb,  Campbell  of  Ten- 
nessee, Crawford,  Cutts,  Franklin,  Gaillard,  Pope, 
Smith  of  Maryland,  Tait,  Taylor,  Turner,  and  Var- 
num. 

Whereupon,  Mr.  Oeawfoed  resumed  the 
Chair;  and,  on  motion  by  Mr.  Andbeson,  it 
was  ordered  that  the  committee  to  whom  this 
bill  is  recommitted  have  leave  to  sit  imme- 
diately. 


Feidat,  June  12. 
Sepriaah  on  British  Commerce. 
Mr.  AuDEESOif,  from  the  committee  to  whom 
was  recommitted  the  biU,  entitled  "An  act 
declaring  War  between  Great  Britain  and  her 
Dependencies,  and  the  United  States  and  their 
Territories,"  with  instructions  to  modify  and 
amend  the  same,  in  such  manner  that  the  Pres- 
ident shall  have  the  power  to  authorize  the 
public  armed  ships  and  vessels  of  the  United 
States  to  make  reprisals  upon  the  public  and 
private  ships  and  vessels,  goods,  and  merchan- 
dise, belonging  to  the  Crown  of  the  United 
Kingdom  of  Great  Britain  and  Ireland,  and  to 
the  subjects  thereof;  and  also  to  grant  letters 
of  marque  and  reprisal,  under  suitable  regula- 
tions, to  be  provided  in  the  bill,  to  private  ships 


and  vessels  to  make  reprisals,  agreeably  to  said 
instructions. 


Satubday,  June  13. 
Dedaratton  of  Wa/r. 

Mr.  Gaillaed  was  requested  to  take  the 
Ohair ;  and  on  motion,  by  Mr.  Andeebon,  the 
consideration  of  the  bill,  entitled  "An  act 
declaring  war  between  Great  Britain  and  her 
Dependencies,  and  the  United  States  and  their 
Territories,"  was  resumed,  as  in  Committee  of 
the  Whole ;  and  having  agreed  to  sundry  amend- 
ments, the  President  resumed  the  Chair ;  and 
Mr.  Gaillaed  reported  the  bill  with  amend- 
ments, which  were  considered  in  Senate  and 
agreed  to. 

A  motion  was  made  by  Mr.  Geeman,  to  post- 
pone the  further  consideration  of  the  biU  to  the 
first  Monday  in  November  next. 

Mr.  Geeman  addressed  the  Chair  as  follows : 

Mr.  President:  I  made  the  motion  to  post- 
pone the  consideration  of  the  bill  now  before  us, 
from  a  conviction  that  it  will  be  extremely  in- 
jurious to  the  country  to  pass  it  at  this  time.  I 
feel,  sir,  that  the  State  I  have  the  honor  to  rep- 
resent has  a  peculiar  interest  in  the  event  of 
this  question ;  and  I  also  feel  the  weight  of  the 
interest  which  the  nation  at  large  has  at  stake, 
in  the  event  of  the  passage  of  this  bill.  I  there- 
fore consider  it  a  duty  I  owe  my  constituents, 
to  use  every  reasonable  exertion  in  my  power 
to  prevent  the  object  of  that  bill,  until  the 
country  is  better  prepared  to  carry  it  into 
efi'ect.  ■' 

As  I  presume  the  war,  if  declared,  is  intended 
to  be  an  offensive  one,  I  will,  to  establish  the 
propriety  of  my  motion,  take  a  general  view  of 
the  situation  of  this  country;  of  its  means  to 
carry  on  offensive  operations,  as  well  as  to  de- 
fend itself,  and  of  the  situation  and  relative 
strength  also  of  the  country  we  are  required  to 
make  war  upon. 

I  am  ready  to  allow,  Mr.  President,  that  both 
Great  Britain  and  Prance  have  given  us  abun- 
dant cause  for  war;  on  this  occasion,  therefore, 
I  shall  dispense  with  using  any  argument  which 
might  serve  to  show,  that  if  we  were  even  in  a 
state  of  preparation,  and  possessed  the  means  of 
insuring  a  favorable  issue,  it  would  be  bad 
policy  for  this  country,  at  the  present  time,  to 
enter  into  war  with  Great  Britain,  although 
perhaps  many  weighty  reasons  might  be  adduced 
in  support  of  such  argument. 

I  will  fii-st  call  the  attention  of  the  Senate  to 
the  ability  and  strength  of  the  nation  we  are 
about,  by  this  bill,  to  declare  war  agamst.  Gen- 
tlemen ought  to  recollect,  that  Great  Britain 
has  been  almost  constantly  engaged  in  war  for 
tvventy  years  past  against  one  of  the  most  pow- 
erful nations  that  ever  existed ;  and  for  a  con- 
siderable part  of  that  time,  the  energies  of  her 
enemy  have  been  directed  by  war's  favorite 
genius — Napoleok,  who  has  succeeded  in  unit- 
mg  nearly  the  whole  force  of  the  Continent  of 
Europe  against  her:  against  that  very  nation 
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wMcli  we  are  about  to  assail;  and  what  has 
been  the  effect?  Is  Great  Britain  less  powerful 
now,  than  she  was  twenty  years  ago  ?  'So,  sir, 
this  constant  warfare  has  increased  her  powers 
instead  of  diminishing  them.  At  the  com- 
mencement of  the  war,  France  was  nearly  her 
equal  on  the  ocean,  ajid  several  other  nations  of 
Europe  maintained  a  powerful  naval  force.  But 
what  is  their  situation  at  present?  Has  not 
Great  Britain  driven  them  aU  from  the  ocean? 
And  does  she  not  remain  sole  mistress  ?  I  ask 
gentlemen,  if  her  ability  to  carry  on  a  distant 
war  by  land  or  sea,  has  diminished  ?  The  an- 
swer must  be  that  it  has  increased  with  her 
navy,  and  extended  with  her  dominion.  Great 
Britain  now  commands  the  strength  and  re- 
sources of  most  of  the  West  India  Islands,  and 
many  of  the  islands  in  the  Indian  Ocean.  She 
controls  the  destinies  of  more  than  thirty  mil- 
lions of  people  on  the  Continent  of  Asia.  And 
she  has,  at  this  time,  or  wiU  have,  if  we  engage 
in  a  war  with  her,  the  exclusive  benefit  of  the 
trade  of  the  world;  and  under  these  circum- 
stances possesses  the  ability  to  carry  on  a  war 
in  distant  countries  across  the  ocean,  beyond 
any  nation  ever  heard  of. 

These  considerations,  Mr.  President,  lead  me 
to  the  view  of  our  situation  and  means  of  de- 
fence, and  of  our  ability  to  carry  immediate 
war  into  the  colonies  of  Upper  and  Lower 
Canada.  I  will  first  consider  the  situation  of 
maritime    frontier,    beginning    at    New 


Orleans,  and  examine  the  situation  of  that 
place.  We  learn  from  the  War  Office  that 
there  is  little  rising  of  one  hundred  regular 
troops  stationed  near  the  city  for  its  defence. 
Now  I  will  ask  any  gentleman  if  that  paltry 
force  is  sufficient  for  that  object ;  and  if  it  will 
not  be  in  the  power  of  the  British  to  take  pos- 
session of  that  city  within  sixty  days  after  your 
declaration  of  war  against  them?  If  gentle- 
men calculate  on  the  goodness  and  forbearance 
of  the  enemy,  I  think  they  will  be  deceived. 
Great  Britain  is  a  wily,  active  nation.  She  has 
been  trained  to  war.  She  will  not  measure 
her  steps  and  movements  by  ours ;  if  we  are 
not  prepared  to  defend  our  seaports,  she  wiU 
not  wait  until  we  are ;  and  should  she  get  pos- 
session of  New  Orleans,  it  will  cost  much  blood 
and  treasure  to  dislodge  her.  Passing  northerly 
along  our  coast,  let  us  see  what  is  the  situa- 
tion of  our  most  valuable  cities.  Charleston 
and  Norfolk,  as  well  as  many  other  places  of  less 
consequence,  are  found  exposed  to  maritime  at- 
tacks. And  when  we  reach  the  city  of  New 
York  (the  nation's  great  emporium  of  trade)  do 
we,  on  viewing  its  situation,  and  strength  of  the 
public  works  for  its  defence,  find  it  in  a  perfect 
state  of  security  ?  No,  sir,  unless  the  greatest 
part  of  your  frigates  are  stationed  there,  to  aid 
your  fortifications,  and  gunboats,  it  wiH  fall  a 
prey  to  the  enemy.  It  can  be  assailed  by  a 
small  fleet,  with  every  prospect  of  success.  The 
only  resistance  they  would  meet  with  would  be 
in  passing  the  fortifications  on  Staten  Island, 
and  perhaps  a  few  shots  from  Bedlow's  and 
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Ellis's  Islands.  They  might  soon  place  them- 
selves abreast  the  works  at  the  upper  end  of 
the  city,  the  weakest  of  them  all.  And  I  have 
no  doubt  two  seventy-fours  might  silence  this 
work  in  twenty  or  thirty  minutes.  They  would 
then  meet  with  no  other  resistance  than  from 
travelling  guns  on  the  shore  and  from  the  docks. 
The  result  would  probably  be,  that  the  city 
would  be  set  on  fire,  or  a  contribution  extorted 
from  its  inhabitants.  I  will  now  pass  on  to 
Rhode  Island.  Does  the  prospect  of  security 
there  flatter  usf  No,  sir.  I  am  told  by  com- 
petent judges  that  nothing  short  of  a  force  of 
from  three  to  five  thousand  men  can  defend  that 
island.  Boston,  it  is  said,  can  be  defended, 
and  is,  perhaps,  the  only  secure  place  of  con- 
siderable consequence  on  the  seaboard.  In 
viewing  the  situation  along  the  province  of 
Maine,  and  our  northern  frontier  up  the  river 
St.  Lawrence,  and  the  Lakes  to  Fort  Maiden, 
and  from  thence  to  the  Mississippi,  do  we  not 
find  almost  every  point  and  place  where  there 
are  inhabitants,  subject  to  the  incursions  of  the 
enemy  ?  Have  they  not  more  troops  on  and 
near  the  line  than  we  have?  Yes,  sir,  they 
have  ten  to  our  one,  and  a  militia  which  the 
Government  of  Canada  have  been  fully  vigi- 
lant in  training.  I  understand  that  ever  since 
the  prospect  of  war  began  to  thicken  in  the 
political  horizon,  they  have  trained  their  mihtia 
three  or  four  times  a  month,  and  have 
paid  them  daily  wages  for  their  services. 
Not  so,  sir,  with  our  militia — they  have,  it  is 
true,  been  called  into  the  public  service  to  do 
the  duty  of  regular  troops;  and  what  is  now 
their  situation  ?  Sixteen  hundred  of  the  militia 
of  the  State  of  New  York  have  been  ordered 
into  public  service,  on  the  frontiers  of  that 
State,  and  have,  as  I  am  informed,  marched 
to  their  place  of  destination.  There  we  find 
exhibiting  a  spectacle  that  would  wound  the 
feelings  of  the  most  caUons  man — without  hats, 
without  hlankets  to  cover  them,  without  camp- 
Tcettles  to  cooTe  the  miserable  provisions  furnish- 
ed them  Iry  the  Government  contractors  or  amy 
one  necessa/ry  for  camp  equipage.  Their  officers 
with  the  upmost  difficulty  presenting  their 
ma/rehing  home  for  self-preservation.  Here, 
Mr.  President,  I  wish  to  call  the  attention  of 
the  Senate  to  the  propriety  and  constitutionality 
of  calling  out  this  detachment  of  militia  at  a 
time  when  no  enemy  menaced  an  invasion. 
The  constitution  only  authorizes  the  General 
Government  to  caU  out  the  militia  to  suppress 
insurrection,  enforce  the  laws,  and  repel  inva- 
sion. And  I  would  ask  whether  either  of  these 
events  had  happened  when  this  corps  of  militia 
were  ordered  out  ?  No.  It  is  well  known  that 
no  such  emergency  existed.  But  they  have 
this  miserable  consolation,  that  they  are  to  re- 
ceive six  dollars  and  two-thirds  a  month  for 
their  services,  finding  their  own  clothes,  arms 
and  accoutrements.  I  do  not  mention  these 
things  with  a  wish  to  discourage  the  militia 
from  serving  their  country  when  necessary,  nor 
do  I  believe  defending  them  in  their  constitu- 
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tional  rights  will  have  that  effect,  for  I  am  fully 
aware  that  there  is  no  class  of  citizens  more 
patri6tio  or  willing  to  defend  their  country  than 
they  are,  and  will  be  so  found  when  the  safety 
of  it  shall  really  demand  their  services. 

I  will  now  resume  the  consideration  of  our 
situation  upon  the  Lakes  to  Detroit  and  Fort 
Maiden.     Here  it  must  be  remembered  that  the 
British  command  the  Lakes.    We  are  told  that 
Governor  Hull  is  marching  to  the  defence  of 
Detroit  with  twelve  hundred  militia  from  the 
State  of    Ohio,  together  with    four  hundred 
regular  troops,  formed  and  disciplined  for  action 
by  the  brave  Colonel  Boyd.     These  troops,  I 
hope,  wUl  be  better  supplied  and  provided  for 
than  those  on  the  frontier  of  New  York.     It  is 
whispered  by  some  of  the  favorites  who  are 
Buffered  to  know  the  projects  of  our  Govern- 
ment, that  the  British  have  sent  a  part  of  their 
regular  troops,  together  with  a  number  of  In- 
dians, from  Fort  Maiden  to  Fort  Erie,  near  the 
Falls  of  Niagara ;  and  this  is  taken  as  certain 
evidence  of  the  weakness  of  the  garrison  at  Fort 
Maiden,  and  that  that  fort  may  consequently  be 
surprised  and  taken  by  Governor  Hull  with  little 
diflBculty.    Now,  I  draw  the  exact  contrary  con- 
clusion from  this  circumstance ;  for  the  British 
must  have  known  that  Governor  Hull  was  on 
Ms  march  to  Detroit ;  and  if  they  had  been 
weak  at  Fort  Maiden  they  never  would  have 
detached  part  of  their  force  and  sent  it  to  the 
aid  of  Fort  Erie.    But  presuming  they  had  not 
heard  of  Governor  Hull's  march,  and  that  they 
had  left  that   fort   comparatively  defenceless, 
they  will  assuredly  learn  it    soon  enough  to 
have  the  detachment  return  by  water  before 
Governor  HuU  can  reach  Maiden.     Andjf  in 
the  attempt  to  take  Fort  Maiden,  Governor 
Hull  should  meet  with  a  defeat,  the  consequen- 
ces will  be  alarming ;  for  no  reinforcement  can 
be  sent  him,  nor  any  assistance  afforded  soon 
enough  to  prevent  a  disastrous  termination  of 
the  expedition.    In  that  case  the  British,  with 
a  partial  aid  from  the  Indians,  might  cross  the 
river  and  take  possession  of  Detroit ;  and  if  they 
should  then  obtain  the  assistance  of  the  Indians 
generally,  it  will  be  in  their  power  to  drive  in 
all  the  frontier  settlements  of  Ohio ;  and  there 
can  be  little  doubt  when  this  war  is  once  com- 
menced that  nearly  all  the  Indians  will  flock  to 
the  British  standard. 


MoNDiT,  June  15. 

The  Senate  resumed  the  consideration  of  the 
bUl,  entitled  "An  act  declaring  War  between 
Great  Britain  and  her  Dependencies,  and  the 
United  States  and  their  Territories,"  together 
with  the  motion  made  by  Mr.  Gbeman  to  post- 
pone the  further  consideration  thereof  until 
the  first  Monday  in  November  next : 

And  on  the  question  to  agree  to  the  motion, 
it  was  determined  in  the  negative — yeas  10, 
nays  22,  as  follows : 

Yeas.  —  Messrs.  Bayard,  Dana,  German,  Gilman, 


Goodrich,  Horsey,   Hunter,    Lambert,  Lloyd,   and 
Reed. 

Nays. — Messrs.  Anderson,  Bibb,  Brent,  Campbell 
of  Tennessee,  Condit,  Crawford,  Cutts,  Franklin,  Gail- 
lard,  Giles,  Gregg,  Howell,  Leib,  Pope,  Robinson, 
Smith  of  Maryland,  Smith  of  New  York,  Tait, 
Taylor  Tm^er,  Vamnm,  and  Worthington. 

On  motion,  by  Mr.  Lbib,  to  amend  the  bUl, 
as  follows : 

[The  amendment  was   to  authorize   pnvateenng 
both  against  Great  Britain  and  France.] 
■   On  the  question.  Shall  this  bUl  pass  to  a  third 
reading  as  amended  ?  it  was  determined  in  the 
aflBrmative — ^yeas  19,  nays  13,  as  follows: 

Yeas. — Messrs.  Anderson,  Bibb,  Brent,  Campbell 
of  Tennessee,  Condit,  Crawford,  Cutts,  Franklin,  Gail- 
lard,  Giles,  Gregg,  Leib,  Robinson,  Smith  of  Mary- 
land, Smith  of  New  York,  Tait,  Taylor,  Turner,  and 
Vamum. 

Nays. — Messrs.  Bayard,  Dana,  German,  Gilman, 
Goodrich,  Horsey,  Howell,  Hunter,  Lambert,  Lloyd, 
Pope,  Reed,  and  Worthington. 


Tuesday,  June  16. 
Declaration  of  War. 

The  amendments  to  the  bill  from  the  House 
of  Eepresentatives,  entitled  "  An  act  declaring 
War  between  Great  Britain  and  her  Dependen- 
cies, and  the  United  States  and  their  Territo- 
ries," were  reported  by  the  committee  correct- 
ly engrossed. 

Mr.  Bataeb  moved  to  postpone  the  further 
consideration  of  the  bOl  to  the  thirty-first  day 
of  October  next. 

The  motion  did  not  oppose  or  deny  the  suffi- 
ciency of  the  causes,  or  the  policy  of  the  war. 
It  went  only  to  affirm  what  he  trusted  the 
course  of  his  observations  would  render  very 
evident,  that  this  was  not  a  time  at  which  war 
ought  to  be  declared. 

He  indulged  a  confidence,  that  upon  so  great 
an  occasion  the  Senate  would  not  be  impelled 
to  act  by  any  little  passions,  nor  by  any  consid- 
erations which  did  not  arise  out  of  an  extended 
and  distinct  view  of  the  interests  of  the  country. 
It  is  not  enough  that  we  have  cause  of  war ; 
we  must  see  that  we  are  prepared,  and  in  a 
condition  to  make  war.  You  do  not  go  to  war 
for  the  benefit  of  your  enemy,  but  your  own 
advantage;  not  to  give  proofs  of  a  vain  and 
heedless  courage,  but  to  assert  your  rights  and 
redress  your  wrongs.  If  you  commence  hostil- 
ities before  you  are  prepared  to  strike  a  blow, 
and  while  your  cities,  your  territory,  and  your 
property  on  the  ocean,  are  exposed  to  the  mercy 
of  a  Government  possessing  vast  resources  of 
war,  what  can  you  expect  hut  to  add  new  dis- 
tresses, defeat,  and  disgrace  to  the  wrongs  of 
which  you  complain  ?  It  is  a  strange  motive  for 
war— a  wish  to  gratify  the  rapacity,  to  swell 
the  triumphs,  and  to  increase  the  insolence  of 
the  enemy. 

Mr.  B.  said,  that  neither  the  Government 
nor  the  people  had  expected,  or  were  prepared 
for  war.     Even  at  this  moment,  the  general 
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opinion  abroad  wa,s,  that  there  would  be  no 
war,  the  mercantile  and  trading  world  had  con- 
tinued to  act  Tipon  that  opinion.  Nor  could 
people  be  persuaded  that  an  unarmed  nation 
was  about  to  attack  a  nation  armed  cap-a-pie. 
No  man  had  laid  out  his  account  for  this  war, 
and  every  one  would  be  taken  by  surprise  and 
imprepared  for  its  shock. 

Tou  have  at  this  moment  an  immense  prop- 
erty abroad,  a  great  portion  of  it  in  England, 
and  part  floating  on  the  ocean  and  hastening  to 
your  ports.  The  postponement  proposed  might 
save  a  great  portion  of  this  property,  and  bring 
home  the  seamen  now  absent  from  the  country. 
Gentlemen  would  remember  the  number  of  ships 
which  left  our  ports  on  the  eve  of  an  embargo. 
These  vessels  had  not  had  time  to  perform  their 
voyages,  and  the  greater  part  of  them  were  still 
abroad.  He  knew  that  some  members  had  no 
commiseration  for  the  merchant  who  had  dared 
to  escape  the  embargo,  and  who  had  disregard- 
ed the  salutary  precautions,  designed,  as  it  was 
said,  for  his  security.  But  he  did  not  think  it 
surprising,  nor  culpable,  that  those  whose  prop- 
erty consisted  in  ships,  should  be  averse  to  see- 
ing them  rotting  at  the  wharves,  and  even  dis- 
posed to  incur  risks  to  find  employment  for 
them  abroad. 

Even,  however,  if  it  should  be  thought  that 
the  merchants  had  acted  with  indiscretion  and 
folly,  it  is  the  part  of  a  parental  Government, 
such  as  this  ought  always  to  be,  not  to  punish 
the  citizens  for  their  misfortunes,  but  to  guard 
them  against  the  effect  of  their  errors.  Besides, 
a  loss  of  individual  property  was  a  loss  to  the 
State,  as  the  public  strength  was  derived  from 
individual  resources. 

He  stated  that  the  question  of  war  had  been 
doubtful  till  the  present  moment.  He  did  not 
believe  that  the  President  himself  expected  war 
at  the  opening  of  the  session,  nor  for  a  long  time 
after.  A  menacing  language  was  held  out; 
but  the  hopes  of  an  accommodation  were  far 
from  being  abandoned.  Much  was  expected 
from  the  Prince  Regent's  accession  to  his  full 
powers.  A  change  of  Ministry  was  not  doubt- 
ed, and  it  was  thought  that  in  the  change  of 
men,  there  would  have  been  found  such  a 
change  of  principles  and  measures,  that  the  dif- 
ferences between  the  two  Governments  might 
be  compromised  and  settled.  This  expectation 
was  protracted  till  it  became  plainly  evident 
that  the  Prince  did  not  intend  to  change  his 
father's  Ministers,  nor  to  depart  from  their 
principles  or  measures.  "When  this  discovery 
was  made,  the  Administration  had  proceeded 
too  far  to  recede. 

Desperate  as  the  course  was  which  now  alone 
remained  to  be  pursued,  they  supposed  they 
were  obliged  to  advance  or  become  the  object 
of  reproach  and  scorn  both  to  friends  and  foes. 
This  necessity  they  had  brought  upon  them- 
selves, but  it  was  too  late  to  consider  whether 
the  condition  might  have  been  avoided ;  they 
were  pledged  in  this  state  of  events  to  attempt 
to  extort  from  Great  Britain  by  force  the  con- 


cession of  those  points  which  their  arguments 
had  failed  in  persuading  her  to  yield.  He  had 
no  doubt  but  that,  some  months  past,  the  Cab- 
inet had  seriously  determined  upon  resorting  to 
hostilities.  But  the  concurrence  of  Congress 
was  to  be  obtained,  and  whether  a  majority  of 
both  Houses  could  be  brought  to  take  the  dar- 
ing and  hazardous  step,  no  man  in  or  out  of  the 
Government,  without  the  gift  of  prophecy, 
could  have  predicted. 

Th8  public  nund  had  been  so  repeatedly  dis- 
tracted and  droeived  by  boisterous  speeches, 
and  bold  but  ephemeral  resolutions,  that  it  had 
sunk  into  a  state  of  apathy,  and  was  no  longer 
excited  even  by  the  sound  of  war  echoed  in  the 
ministerial  paper  from  the  proceedings  of  Gov- 
ernment. When  the  bill  before  us  was  first 
brought  up  from  the  other  House,  it  was  the 
opinion  of  very  few  that  it  would  obtain  the 
support  of  a  majority  of  this  body ;  and,  even 
now,  it  was  likely  to  pass,  not  because  it  was 
approved  by  a  majority,  but  of  the  differences 
of  opinion  which  existed  among  gentlemen  as 
to  other  courses  which  had  been  proposed. 

If,  with  the  light  and  information  possessed 
in  this  body  as  to  the  views  and  designs  of  the 
Cabinet  and  of  Congress,  it  has  been  doubt- 
ful among  ourselves  whether  the  Government 
would  resort  to  war,  how  was  it  to  be  known 
by  our  merchants,  or  any  other  class  of  society 
unacquainted  with  the  intentions  and  secret 
proceedings  of  those  exercising  the  powers  of 
the  Government,  that  the  nation  would  be  wan- 
tonly plunged  into  a  sudden  war  ? 

He  had  heard  it  said,  that  the  embargo  was 
a  sufficient  notice  of  the  design  of  the  Govern- 
ment to  resort  to  hostilities  upon  its  expiration, 
and  that  the  people  must  be  infatuated,  who, 
after  such  warning,  were  not  apprised  of  the 
approaching  crisis.  But  it  is  too  recently  and 
deeply  in  our  recollection  to  be  forgotten,  that 
this  is  not  the  first  embargo  we  have  experi- 
enced, and  which,  though  of  longer  duration, 
we  saw  pass  away  without  being  followed  by 
war. 

The  language  held  there,  as  to  people  out  of 
doors  who  have  doubted  of  the  war,  is  retorted 
by  the  public  voice  with  equal  confidence  and 
on  better  grounds.  They  rely  upon  your  integ- 
rity and  wisdom,  and  say  that  Congress  cannot 
be  so  infatuated,  destitute  as  they  are  of  the 
means  of  aggression  or  defence,  to  draw  upon 
themselves  a  war  with  one  of  the  most  power- 
ful and  formidable  nations  on  the  globe.  If  a 
war  with  Great  Britain  be  thought  unavoida- 
ble, yet,  as  she  leaves  to  us  the  time  of  com- 
mencing it,  surely  we  ought  to  select  that  time 
when  the  first  shock  shall  be  least  disastrous, 
and  can  best  be  resisted.  Vhy  should  we  hur- 
ry into  a  war  from  which  nothing  but  calamity 
can  be  expected  ?  There  is  no  danger  that  the 
redress  of  our  wrongs,  or  the  assertion  of  our 
rights,  will  be  barred  by  the  limitation  of  time. 
No  time  has  existed  for  years  past  when  we 
had  less  cause  to  complain  of  the  conduct  of 
Great  Britain.    Her  vessels  of  war  had  all  been 
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■withdrawn  from  our  coast,  as  he  presumed,  in 
order  to  avoid  collisions  and  hostility.  If  the 
war  be  suspended  tiU  November,  the  Govern- 
ment and  the  people  will  both  be  better  pre- 
pared to  sustain  it.  He  was  not  a  friend  to  the 
restrictive  system,  but  with  a  choice  out  of  evils, 
he  should  prefer  the  embargo  to  war.  Postpone 
the  war,  and  we  will  submit  to  the  embargo 
till  November.  This  wiU  furnish  time  for  the 
return  of  your  ships  and  seamen ;  and  if,  at  the 
same  time,  you  will  abandon  the  non-importa- 
tion act,  you  will  replenish  your  Treasury  with 
at  least  twelve  millions  of  dollars,  and  restore 
to  your  citizens  sixty  millions  now  abroad,  and 
in  danger  of  being  lost.  It  appeared  to  him 
that  the  course  which  had  been  pursued  was 
the  most  preposterous  imaginable.  For  eighteen 
months  past,  we  had  been  sending  our  property 
out  of  the  country,  and  not  suffering  it  to  re- 
turn; and,  while  contemplating  a  war  with 
Great  Britain,  we  saw  our  effects  to  an  immense 
amount  accumulating  in  that  kingdom,  liable 
at  any  moment,  to  fall  a  prey  to  the  Govern- 
ment, and  to  be  employed  in  support  of  the  war 
against  us.  He  asked,  why  rush  with  this  pre- 
cipitancy into  the  war?  Are  you  provided 
with  means  to  annoy  the  enemy,  or  to  defend 
yourselves  ?  Have  you  an  army  or  navy  which 
can  make  any  impression?  Are  your  exposed 
towns  fortified  and  gar.iisoned  ?  Was  any  na- 
tion ever  less  prepared  for  war  ?  It  would  re- 
quire the  whole  military  force  that  you  now 
possess  to  constitute  an  adequate  defence  for 
New  Orleans,  New  York,  and  Newport.  It  is 
very  well  known  that  the  Genered  who  will 
command  at  New  Orleans  has  declared  to  the 
Government,  that  he  wiU  not  be  answerable 
for  the  security  of  the  place  with  less  force  than 
ten  thousand  men,  which  is  equal  to  all  the 
effective  troops  yet  raised.  It  would  be  natural 
to  suppose  that  no  Government  would  declare 
war  till  it  was  prepared  to  attack  its  enemy. 
In  peace  we  require  no  defence,  and  shall  we 
declare  war  in  order  to  defend  ourselves?  But 
what  blow  are  you  prepared  to  strike  ?  Were 
you  able  in  the  summer  to  recruit  your  army 
of  twenty-five  thousand  men,  could  it  be  em- 
ployed in  any  service  in  the  course  of'this  year  ? 
A  soldier  is  not  made  in  a  day.  The  authority 
of  a  foreign  oflSoer,  now  in  this  country,  of  the 
highest  military  reputation,  he  had  heard  fre- 
quently cited,  that  it  required  at  least  fourteen 
months  to  form  a  soldier  of  a  recruit.  This  re- 
mark applied  to  France,  where  the  oflBcers  have 
generally  received  a  military  education,  and 
where  there  are  so  many  models  to  imitate, 
and  so  many  instructors  to  teach.  But  here 
the  ofiicer  is  to  form  as  well  as  the  soldier. 
The  officer  has  to  learn  his  lesson  first,  before 
he  can  prescribe  the  task  of  the  soldier.  You 
may  possibly  have  a  herd  of  men,  but  you  can 
have  noarmy  to  lead  into  service  this  season; 
and  if  this  herd  be  led  against  disciplined  troops, 
you  can  expect  nothing  but  defeat  and  dis- 
grace. 
But  you  have  not  got,  nor  can  you  get  the 


men  during  the  present  year.  These  are  not 
the  days  of  Cadmus.  It  wiH  require  great  pa- 
tience and  industry,  and  a  considerable  length 
of  time,  to  collect  twenty-five  thousand  men. 
Have  you  the  least  prospect,  if  you  declare  war, 
of  attacking  Canada  this  season  ?  It  is  impossi- 
ble that  you  can  do  it  with  effect.  You  wiU 
be  sufficiently  occupied  in  defending  your  fron- 
tiers against  the  savages. 

It  is  not  on  land  then  that  yon  expect  imme- 
diately to  assail  your  enemy.  Is  it  on  the 
ocean  that  the  impression  is  to  be  made  ?  You 
have  twenty  vessels  of  war — Britain  upwards 
of  a  thousand.  What  wUl  avail  the  activity  or 
gallantry  of  your  officers  and  seamen  against 
such  disparity  of  force  ?  Your  little  Navy  must 
fall  immediately,  or  be  driven  from  the  ocean. 
Borne  gentlemen  indulge  great  expectations 
from  privateers ;  but  has  Great  Britain  any  un- 
armed or  unprotected  trade  which  they  can  at- 
tack? Privateers  have  no  other  object  than 
plunder  and  booty.  They  avoid  armed  vessels 
— and,  defended  as  is  the  British  commerce  in 
every  part  of  the  world  by  her  great  naval 
force,  it  is  little  to  be  expected  that  privateer- 
ing will  be  attended  with  much  success  or  en- 
couragement. But  while  we  are  searching  for 
the  means  of  annoying  the  commerce  of  Britain, 
does  it  become  us  to  overlook  at  this  moment 
the  condition  of  our  own  ?  A  valuable  part  of 
the  trade  from  beyond  the  Cape  of  Good  Hope 
has  not  yet  arrived.  Of  the  numberless  vessels 
which  sailed  upon  the  eve  of  the  embargo,  few 
have  returned.  Your  merchant  vessels  are 
vrithout  convoy  and  utterly  defenceless.  Your 
condition,  therefore,  is,  that  with  more  com- 
merce exposed,  your  adversary  will  possess 
greater  means  of  annoyance,  and  the  conse- 
quence must  be,  that  we  shall  lose  infinitely 
more  than  we  can  expect  to  gain. 

Under  such  circumstances,  what  should  hurry 
us  into  the  war?  Are  gentlemen  afraid  if  they 
wait  till  November  the  world  wiU  not  last  long 
enough  to  afford  them  time  to  gratify  in  war 
their  mighty  resentment  against  Britain  ?  He 
believed,  as  he  hoped,  that  there  was  no  honora- 
ble gentleman  on  the  floor  who  would  not  live 
long  enough  to  have  a  complete  surfeit  of  the 
war,  though  it  should  be  postponed  for  a  few 
months. 

The  question  on  postponement  was  deter- 
mined in  the  negative — yeas  11,  nays  21. 

On  motion,  by  Mr.  Bayard,  to  postpone  the 
further  consideration  of  the  bUl  to  the  third  day 
of  July  next,  it  was  determined  in  the  negative 
— yeas  9,  nays  23. 

On  motion  by  Mr.  Bataed,  to  postpone  the 
further  consideration  of  the  bill  to  Monday 
next,  it  was  determined  in  the  negative — yeas 
15,  nays  17. 

On  motion,  that  the  Senate  adjourn,  it  was 
determined  in  the  affirmative — ^yeaa  18,  nays  14. 

So  the  Senate  a^ourned  to  11  o'clock  to- 
morrow. 
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Thuesdat,  June  18. 

On  motion,  by  Mr.  Vaentjm, 

Resolved,  That  the  injunction  of  secrecy,  in 
relation  to  the  confidential  Message  of  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  United  States  of  the  first  instant, 
and  also  in  relation  to  the  private  and  confi- 
dential proceedings  of  the  Senate  sLaoe  that 
date,  be  removed. 

{End  of  the  confidential  proceedings.] 


Friday,  June  26. 
Treasury  Notes. 

The  amendment  to  the  bill,  entitled  "  An  act 
authorizing  the  issuing  of  Treasury  Notes,"  was 
reported  by  the  committee  correctly  engrossed, 
and  the  bill  was'  read  a  third  time  as  amended. 

On  the  question.  Shall  this  bill  pass  as 
amended  ?  it  was  determined  in  the  affirmative 
— yeas  23,  nays  8,  as  follows : 

Yeas.— Messrs.  Anderson,  Bibb,  Bradley,  Brent, 
Campbell  of  Tennessee,  Condit,  Crawford,  Cutts, 
Franklin,  Gaillard,  Giles,  Gregg,  Howell,  Lambert, 
Leib,  Reed,  Robinson,  Smith  of  New  York,  Tait, 
Taylor,  Turner,  Varnum,  and  Worthingtoa 

Nays. — ^Messrs.  Bayard,  Dana,  German,  Gilman, 
Goodrich,  Hunter,  Lloyd,  and  Pope. 

Sttndat,  July  5. 
Volunteers  Bill. 

The  amendment  to  the  bill,  entitled  "An  act 
supplementary  to  the  act,  entitled  '  An  act  au- 
thorizing the  President  of  the  United  States  to 
accept  and  organize  certain  volunteer  military 
corps,'"  having  been  reported  by  theoommittee 
correctly  engrossed,  the  biE  was  read  a  third 
time  as  amended. 

On  the  question.  Shall  this  bill  pass  as 
amended  ?  it  was  determined  in  the  affirmative 
— ^yeas  14,  nays  6,  as  follows  : 

Yeas  — Messrs.  Anderson,  Bibb,  Brent,  Condit, 
Crawford,  Franklin,  Gaillard,  GUes,  Howell,  Robin- 
son, Smith  of  New  York,  Tait,  Taylor,  and  Vamum. 

Nats. — Messrs.  Bayard,  Gilman,  Goodrich,  Leib, 
Lloyd,  and  Smith  of  Maryland. 

So  it  was  resolved,  that  this  bill  pass  with  an 
amendment. 

Monday,  July  6,  6  o'chcJo,  p.  m. 
Recess  of  Congress,  and  adjourrvment. 

The  Senate  proceeded  to  consider  the  resolu- 
tion from  the  House  of  Representatives  for  the 
appointment  of  a  joint  committee  to  wait  on 
the  President  of  the  United  States,  and  notify 
him  of  the  intended  recess,  and  concurred 
therein,  and  Messrs.  Eobdjson  and  Andbeson 
were  appointed  a  committee  on  the  part  of  the 
Senate. 

The  following  Message  was  received  from  the 
Peesident  of  TBm  United  States  : 
To  the  Senate  of  the  United  States: 

I  transmit  to  the  Senate  copies  and  extracts  of 
documents  in  the  arcbires  of  the  Department  of 
State,  falling  within  the  purview  of  their  resolution 


of  the  fourth  instant,  on  the  subject  of  British  im- 
pressments from  American  vessels.  The  informa- 
tion, though  voluminous,  might  have  been  enlarged 
with  more  time  for  research  and  preparation.  In 
some  instances  it  might,  at  the  same  time,  have  been 
abridged,  but  for  Sie  difficulty  of  separating  the 
matter  extraneous  to  the  immediate  object  of  the 
resolution. 

JcLT  6,  1812.  JAMES  MADISON. 

The  Message  and  documents  were  read,  and 
ordered  to  be  printed  for  the  use  of  the  Senate. 

A  message  fr»m  the  House  of  Bopresenta- 
tives  informed  the  Senate,  that  the  House,  hav- 
ing finished  the  business  before  them,  are  about 
to  adjourn. 

Mr.  EoBiisrsoN,  from  the  committee,  reported 
that  they  had  waited  on  the  President  of  the 
United  States,  who  informed  them  that  he  had 
no  further  communications  to  maie  to  the  two 
Houses  of  Congress. 

Ordered,  That  the  Secretary  inform  the 
House  of  Eepresentatives  that  the  Senate,  hav- 
ing finished  the  legislative  business  before  them, 
are  about  to  adjom-n. 

Agreeably  to  the  joint  resolution,  the  Pbebi- 
DENT  then  adjourned  the  Senate,  to  meet  on  the 
first  Monday  in  November  next. 


JSxecuti'oe  Proceedings. 
[Confidential]        ' 
Satueday,  June  20,  1812. 
A  message  from  the  House  of  Eepresentatives, 
by  Mr.  Haepeb  and  Mr.  Fise,  two  of  their 
members — ^Mr.  Haepee,  chairman. 

Mr.  President:  The  House  of  Eepresenta- 
tives have  passed  a  "  resolution  authorizing  the 
President  of  the  United  States  to  issue  a  procla- 
mation to  the  inhabitants  of  the  British  Ameri- 
can Continental  Provinces,"  in  which  they  re- 
quest the  concurrence  of  the  Senate. 
The  resolution  was  read,  as  follows : 

Resolved  hy  the  Senate  and  House  of  Representatives 
of  the  United  States  of  America,  in  Congress  assem- 
bled, That  in  case  it  shall  be  deemed  necessary,  in 
order  to  vindicate  the  just  rights,  or  to  secure  the 
safety  of  the  United  States,  to  invade  the  provinces 
of  Upper  and  Lower  Canada,  Nova  Scotia,  and  New 
Brunswick,  or  either  of  them,  the  President  of  the 
United  States  be,  and  he  hereby  is  authorized  and 
empowered  to  issue  a  proclamation,  addressed  to  the 
inhabitants  of  said  provinces,  assuring  them,  in  the 
name  of  the  people  of  these  States,  that  in  case  the 
said  provinces,  or  any  of  them,  shall  come  into  the 
possession  of  this  Government,  the  inhabitants  of  such 
province  or  provinces  shall  be  secured  and  protected 
in  the  full  enjoyment  of  their  lives,  hberty,  property, 
and  religion,  in  as  full  and  ample  manner  as  the  same 
are  secured  to  the  people  of  the  United  States  by 
their  constitutions ;  and  that  the  said  proclamation 
be  promulgated  and  circulated,  in  the  manner  which, 
in  the  opinion  of  the  President,  shah  be  best  calcu- 
lated to  give  it  general  publicity. 

Ordered,  That  the  resolution  pass  to  a  second 
reading. 
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Fkidat,  June  26. 
Occupation  of  the  Florida^. 

A  message  from  the  House  of  Bepresentatives 
by  Messrs.  Mitooill  and  Hai-i,,  two  of  their 
members. 

Mr.  President :  The  House  of  Representatives 
have  passed  a  bill,  entitled  "  An  act  authorizing 
the  President  to  take  possession  of  a  tract  of 
country  lying  south  of  the  Mississippi  Territory 
and  of  the  State  of  Georgia,  and  for  other  pur- 
poses," in  which  they  request  the  conouiTence 
of  the  Senate,  and  that  the  bill  be  considered 
confidentially. 

The  bill  last  brought  up  for  concurrence  was 
read,  as  follows : 

"  An  Act  authorizing  the  President  to  take  possession 
of  a  tract  of  oonntiy  lying  sonth  of  the  Mississippi 
Territory  and  of  tiie  State  of  Georgia,  and  for 
other  purposes. 

"  Se  it  enacted  iy  the  Senate  and  Home  ofRepre- 
aentatives  of  the  United  States  of  America  in  Congress 
assembled,  That  the  President  be,  and  he  is  hereby 
authorized  to  occupy  and  hold,  the  whole  or  any  part 
of  East  Florida,  including  Amelia  Island,  and  also 
those  parts  of  West  Florida  which  are  not  now  in 
possession  and  under  the  jurisdiction  of  the  United 
States. 

"  Sec.  2.  And  he  it  further  enacted,  That,  for  the 
purpose  of  occupying  and  holding  the  country  afore- 
said, and  of  affording. protection  to  the  inhabitants, 
under  the  authority  of  the  United  States,  the  Presi- 
dent may  employ  such  parts  of  the  military  and  na- 
val force  of  the  United  States  as  he  may  deem  ne- 
cessary. 

"  Sec.  3.  And  Se  it  further  enacted.  That,  for  de- 
fraying the  necessary  expenses,  one  hundred  thousand 
doUars  are  hereby  appropriated,  to  be  paid  out  of  any 
moneys  in  the  Treasuiy  not  otherwise  appropriated, 
and  to  be  applied  to  the  purposes  aforesaid,  imder  the 
direction  of  the  President. 

"  Sec.  4.  And  he  it  further  enacted.  That,  until 
ftirther  provision  shall  be  made  by  Congress,  the 
President  shall'he,  and  he  hereby  is  empowered  to  es- 
tablish within  the  country  he  may  acquire  by  this 
act,  a  temporary  government,  the  civil  and  military 
authorities  of  which  shall  be  vested  in  such  person 
and  persons  as  he  may  appoint,  and  be  exercised  in 
such  manner  as  be  may  direct :  Provided,  That  he 
shall  take  due  care  for  the  preservation  of  social 
order,  and  for  securing  to  the  inhabitants  the  enjoy- 
ment of  their  personal  rights,  their  religion,  and  their 
property :  And  provided,  also.  That  the  section  of 
country  herein  designated,  that  is  situated  to  the 
Eastward  of  the  river  Perdido,  may  be  the  subject  of 
further  negotiation." 

Ordered,  That  it  pass  to  a  second  reading. 


Tettrsdat,  July  2. 

Agreeably  to  the  order  of  the  day,  the  bill, 
entitled  "  An  act  authorizing  the  President  to 
take  possession  of  a  tract  of  country  lying  south 
of  the  Mississippi  Territory  and  of  the  State  of 
Georgia,  and  for  other  purposes,"  was  resumed, 
and  considered  as  in  Committee  of  the  Whole ; 
and  Mr.  Gaillaed  was  requested  to  take  the 
Chair. 

On  motion  by  Mr.  Ceawfoed,  he  was  per- 


mitted to  amend  his  motion,  made  yesterday,  as 
follows : 

»  And  be  it  fuHher  enacted,  That  if  the  United 
States,  in  the  prosecution  of  the  present  war  against 
the  United  Kingdom  of  Great  Britain  and  Ireland, 
should  obtain  possession  of  the  British  provinces  in 
North  America,  or  either  of  them,  that  the  President 
of  the  United  States  be,  and  he  is  hereby  authorized 
and  empowered  to  establish  within  the  same  a  tem- 
porary government ;  and  the  military,  civil,  andjn- 
dicial  powers  thereof,  shall  be  vested  in  such  person 
and  persons,  and  be  exercised  in  such  manner  as  he 
may  direct,  for  the  protection  and  maintenance  of 
the  inhabitants  of  such  province  or  provinces,  in  the 
fuU  enjoyment  of  their  property,  liberty,  and  reli- 
gion: Provided,  That  tite  principles  upon  which 
such  temporary  government  shall  be  established, 
shall  form  no  obstacle  to  the  restoriation  of  peace  be- 
tween the  two  nations." 

And,  on  motion  to  agree  to  the  amendment, 
it  was  determined  in  the  affirmative — yeas  20, 
nays  10,  as  follows : 

Yeas. — Messrs.  Anderson,  Bibb,  Bradley,  Brent, 
Campbell  of  Tennessee,  Condit,  Crawford,  Cutts, 
Franklin,  Gaillard,  Giles,  Howell,  Leib,  Pope,  Robin- 
son, Tait,  Taylor,  Turner,  Vamum,  and  Worthington. 

Nats. — Messrs.  Bayard,  German,  GUman,  Good- 
rich, Horsey,  Hunter,  Lambert,  Lloyd,  Smith  of 
Maryland,  and  Smith  of  New  York. 

On  motion,  by  Mr.  Tait,  to  amend  the  biE  as 
follows : 

"  And  he  it  further  enacted.  That  this  act  be  not 
printed  or  published,  unless  directed  by  the  President 
of  the  United  States ;  any  law  or  usage  to  the  con- 
trary notwithstanding." 

On  the  question  to  agree  to  this  amendment, 
it  was  determined  in  the  affirmative — yeas  23, 
nays  7,  as  follows : 

Yeas, — Messrs.  Anderson,  Bayard,  Bibb,  Bradley, 
Brent,  Campbell  of  Tennessee  Condit,  Crawford, 
Cutts,  Franklin,  Gaillard,  Giles,  Howell,  Leib,  Pope, 
Robinson,  Smith  of  Maryland,  Smith  of  New  York, 
Tait,  Taylor,  Turner,  Varnum,  and  Worthington. 

Nats. — Messrs.  German,  Gilman,  Goodrich,  Hor- 
sey, Hunter,  Lambert,  and  Lloyd. 

The  Pbdsident  resumed  the  Chair,  and  Mr. 
Gaillaed  reported  the  bill,  amended. 

On  the  question,  Shall  thisbiU  pass  to  a  third 
reading,  as  amended?  it  was  determined  in  the 
affirmative — yeas  15,  nays  13,  as  follows : 

Yeas. — Messrs.  Anderson,  Bibb,  Brent,  Campbell 
of  Tennessee,  Condit,  Crawford,  Gaillard,  HowcU, 
Leib,  Robinson,  Tait,  Taylor,  Turner,  VarnTun,  and 
Worthington. 

Nays. — Messrs.  Bayard,  Dana,  Franklin,  German, 
Gilman,  Goodrich,  Horsey,  Hunter,  Lambert,  Lloyd, 
Pope,  Smith  of  Maryland,  and  Smith  of  New  York. 


Feidat,  July  3. 
The  amendments  to  the  bill,  entitled  "  An 
act  authorizing  the  President  to  take  possession 
of  a  tract  of  country  lying  sonth  of  the  Missis- 
sippi Territory  and  of  the  State  of  Georgia,  and 
for  other  purposes,"  were  reported  by  the  com- 
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mittee  correctly  engrossed;  and  the  bill  was 
read  the  third  time,  as  amended. 

On  motion,  by  Mr.  Bayaed,  to  postpone  the 
further  consideration  thereof  to  the  first  Mon- 
day in  November  next ;  it  was  determined  in 
the  negative — yeas  14,  nays  16,  as  follows: 

Yeas. — ^Messrs.  Bayard,  Bradley,  Dana,  German, 
Giles,  Gilman,  Goodrich,  Horsey,  Hunter,  Lambert, 
Lloyd,  Pope,  Smith  of  Maryland,  and  Smith  of  New 
York. 

Nats. — Messrs.  Anderson,  Bibb,  Brent,  Campbell 
of  Tennessee,  Condit,  Crawford,  Franklin,  GaiUard, 
Howell,  Leib,  Robinson,  Tait,  Taylor,  Turner,  Var- 
nnm,  and  Worthington. 


On  the  question,  Shall  this  biU  pass  as 
amended  ?  it  was  determined  in  the  negative — 
yeas  14,  nays  16,  as  follows: 

Yeas. — Messrs.  Anderson,  Bibb,  Brent,  Campbell 
of  Tennessee,  Condit,  Crawford,  Franklin,  Gaillard, 
Robinson,  Tait,  Taylor,  Turner,  Vamnm,  and  Worth- 
ington. 

Nays. — Messrs.  Bayard,  Bradley,  Dana,  German, 
Giles,  Gilman,  Goodrich,  Horsey,  Howell,  Hunter, 
Lambert,  Leib,  Lloyd,  Pope,  Smith  of  Maryland,  and 
Smith  of  New  Ymk. 

So  it  was  JResohed,  That  the  Senate  do  not 
concur  in  the  said  bilL 
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TWELFTH  CONGRESS -FIRST  SESSION. 


PROCEEDINGS  AND  DEBATES 


THE    HOUSE    OF    EEPRESENTATIVES.* 


Monday,  November  4,  1811. 

This  being  the  day  appointed  by  a  proclama- 
tion of  the  President  of  the  United  States,  of  the 
twenty-fourth  day  of  July  last,  for  the  meeting 
of  Congress,  the  following  members  of  the  House 
of  Representatives  appeared,  produced  their 
credentials,  and  took  their  seats,  to  wit : 

From  New  Hampshire — Joslah  Bartlett,  Samuel 
Dinsmoor,  Obed  Hall,  John  A.  Harper,  and  George 
Sullivan. 

Fnm  Massachusetts — Ezeklel  Bacon,  Abijah  Bige- 
low,  Elijah  Brigham,  William  Ely,  Isaiah  L.  Green, 
Josiah  Quincy,  William  Reed,  Ebenezer  Seaver,  Sam- 
uel Taggart,  Peleg  Talhnan,  Charles  Tomer,  junior, 
Laban  Wheaton,  and  Leonard  White. 

From  Rhode  Island — Richard  Jackson,  junior. 

From  Connecticut — Epaphroditus  Champion,  John 
Davenport,  junior,  Lyman  Law,  Jonathan  0.  Mose- 
ly,  Timothy  Pitkin,  junior,  Lewis  B.  Sturges,  and 
Benjamin  Tallmagde. 

From  Vermont — Martin  Chittenden,  James  Fisk, 
Samuel  Shaw,  and  William  Strong. 


*  LIST  or  BEPEESENTAT1TE8. 

JTeM  Ramtpshire. — Josiah  Bartlett,  fiamuel  Dinsmoor, 
Obed  Hall,  John  A.  Harper,  George  Snllivan. 

Massachusetts. — Ezekiel  Bacon,  Abijah  Bigelow,  Elyah 
Brigham,  William  Ely,  Isaiah  L.  Green,  Josiah  Quincy, 
William  M.  Eichardson,  Ebenezer  Seaver,  Samuel  Taggart, 
Peleg  Tallman,  Charles  Turner,  jr.,  Laban  Wheaton,  Wil- 
liam Widgery,  Leonard  White. 

Bhode  Island. — Bichard  Jackson,  jr.,  Elisha  E.  Potter. 

CoTmecUcut. — Epaphroditus  Champion,  John  Davenport, 
jr.,  Lyman  Law,  Jonathan  0.  MOsely,  Timothy  Pitkin,  jr., 
Lewis  B.  Bturges,  Benjamin  Tallmadge. 

Vermont. — Martin  Chittenden,  James  Fisk,  Samuel  Shaw, 
William  Strong. 

27'6W  York. — Daniel  Avery,  Harmanns  Bleecker,  Thomas 
B.  Cooke,  James  Emott,  Asa  Fitch,  Thomas  E.  Gold,  Eobert 
Le  Eoy  Livingston,  Arunah  Metcalf,  Samuel  L.  Mitchill, 
Benjamin  Pond,  Peter  B.  Porter,  Ebenezer  Sage,  Thomas 
Sammons,  Silas  Stow,  Uri  Tracy,  Eobert  Whitehill. 

2few  Jersey. — Adam  Boyd,  Lewis  Oondit,  Jacob  Hnfty, 
James  Morgan,  George  C.  Maxwell,  Thomas  Newbold. 

Pmmsyivanla,—WViltim  Anderson,  David  Bard,  Eobert 
Brown,  William  Crawford,  Eoger  Davis,  William  Findlay, 
John  M.  Hynemau,  Joseph  Lefevre,  Aaron  Lyle,  Abner  La- 
cock,  James  Milnor,  William  Piper,  Jonathan  Eoberts, Wil- 
liam Hodman,  Adam  Seybert,  John  Smilie,  George  Smith, 
Eobert  Whitehill. 


From  New  York — Daniel  Avery,  Harmanus  Bleeck- 
er, Thomas  B.  Cooke,  James  Emott,  Asa  Fitch, 
Thomas  R.  Gold,  Robert  Le  Roy  Livingston,  Arunah 
Metcalf,  Samuel  L.  Mitchill,  Benjamin  Pond,  Peter 
B.  Porter,  Ebenezer  Sage,  Thomas  Sammons,  Silas 
Stow,  Uri  Tracy,  and  Pierre  Van  Cortlandt,  junior. 

From  New  Jersey — Adam  Boyd,  Lewis  Condit, 
Jacob  Hufty,  James  Morgan,  and  Thomas  New- 
bold. 

From.  Pemisylvama — William  Anderson,  David 
Bard,  Robert  Brown,  William  Crawford,  Roger  Davis, 
WiUiam  Findlay,  John  M.  Hynemau,  Joseph  Lefevre, 
Aaron  Lyle,  James  Milnor,  William  Piper,  Jonathan 
Roberts,  William  Rodman,  Adam  Seybert,  John 
Smilie,  George  Smith,  and  Robert  Whitehill 

From  Delaware — Henry  M.  Ridgely. 

From  Maryland — Stevenson  Archer,  Joseph  Kent, 
Peter  Little,  Alexander  McKim,  Samuel  Ringgold, 
and  Robert  Wright 

From  Virginia — Burwell  Bassett,  James  Brecken- 
ridge,  William  A  Burwell,  Matthew  Clay,  John  Daw- 
son, Peterson  Goodwyn,  Aylett  Hawes,  John  P.  Hun- 
gerford,  Joseph  Lewis,  junior,  William  McCoy,  Hugh 
Nelson,   Thomas  Newton,  James  Pleasants,  junior, 


Bdawwre. — Henry  M.  Eidgely. 

Ma/rykmd. — Stevenson  Archer,  Joseph  Kent,  Philip  Bar- 
ton Key,  Peter  Little,  Alexander  McKim,  Philip  Stuart, 
Samuel  Elnggold,  Eobert  Wright 

Virginia. — Burwell  Bassett  John  Baker,  James  Breck- 
enridge,  William  A,  BurweU,  Matthew  Clay,  John  Clapton, 
John  Dawson,  Peterson  Goodwyn,  Thomas  Gholson,  Ed- 
win Gray,  Aylett  Hawes,  John  P.  Hungerford,  Joseph  Lew- 
is, jr.,  William  McCoy,  Hugh  Nelson,  Thomaa  Newton, 
James  Pleasants,  jr.,  John  Eandolph,  John  Boanc,  Daniel 
ShefFey,  John  Smith,  John  Talliaferro,  Thomas  Wilson. 

MorOi  Carolina.— 'WilMa  Alston,  William  Blackledge, 
Thomas  Blount  James  Cochran,  William  Bufus  King,  Na- 
thaniel Macon,  Archibald  McBride,  Joseph  Pearson,  Israel 
Pickens,  Bichard  Stanford,  Lemuel  Sawyer. 

South  Carolina.— 'SfrVHsra  Butler,  John  C.  Calhoun,  Lang- 
don  Cheves,  Elias  Earle,  William  Lowndes,  Thomas  Moore, 
David  E.  Williams,  Bichard  Wynn. 

Georgia.— William  W.  Bibb,  Howell  Cobb,  Boiling  Hall, 
George  M.  Troup. 

.Ki5»i«cJy.— Henry  Clay,  Joseph  Desha,  Bichard  M.  John- 
son, Samuel  McKee,  Anthony  New,  Stephen  Ormsby. 

Tewiessee.— Felix  Grundy,  John  Bhea,  John  Sevier. 

OMo. — Jeremiah  Morrow. 

Mississippi  Territory. — George  Poiudextcr,  Delegate. 

Indiana  Territory.— ^OJixXhua  Jennings,  Delegate. 
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John  Eandolph,  John  Roane,  Daniel  Sheffey,  John 
Smith,  and  Thomas  Wilson. 

From  North  Carolina — Willis  Alston,  William 
Blackledge,  Thomas  Blount,  William  E.  King,  Na- 
thaniel Macon,  Joseph  Pearson,  Israel  Pickens,  and 
Richard  Stanford. 

From  South  CaroUnxi — William  Butler,  Langdon 
Cheves,  Elias  Earle,  William  Lowndes,  Thomas 
Moore,  and  David  R.  Williams. 

From  Georgia — William  W.  Bibb,  Howell  Cobb, 
BoUing  Hall,  and  George  M.  Troup. 

From  Kentucky — Henry  Clay,  Joseph  Desha,  Rich- 
ard M.  Johnson,  Samuel  McKee,  Anthony  New,  and 
Stephen  Ormsby. 

From  Tennessee — Felix  Grundy,  and  John  Rhea, 

From  Ohio. — Jeremiah  Morrow. 

From  Mississippi  Territory' — George  Poindexter, 
Delegate. 

From  Indiana  Territory — Jonathan  Jennings,  Del- 
egate. 

And  a  quorum,  consisting  of  a  majority  of  the 
whole  number  of  Members,  being  present,  the 
House  proceeded,  by  ballot,  to  tlie  choice  of  a 
Speaker ;  and,  upon  examiuing  the  ballots,  it 
appeared  that  Hbnet  Olat,  one  of  the  Repre- 
sentatives for  the  State  of  Kentucky,  was  duly 
elected;  Whereupon, 

Mr.  Olat  was  conducted  to  the  Speaker's 
chair,  and  the  oath  to  support  the  Constitution 
of  the  United  States,  as  prescribed  by  the  act, 
entitled  "  An  act  to  regulate  the  time  and  man- 
ner of  administering  certain  oaths,"  was  admin- 
istered to  him  by  Mr.  Findlat,  one  of  the  mem- 
bers for  the  State  of  Pennsylvania;  after  which, 
he  made  his  acknowledgments  to  the  House, 
in  the  following  words : 

"  Gentlemen  :  In  coming  to  the  station  which 
you  have  done  me  the  honor  to  assign  me — an  honor 
for  which  you  will  be  pleased  to  accept  my  thanks — 
I  obey  rather  your  commands  than  my  own  inclina- 
tion. I  am  sensible  of  the  imperfections  which  I 
bring  along  with  me,  and  a  consciousness  of  these 
would  deter  me  from  attempting  a  discharge  of  the 
duties  of  the  Chair,  did  I  not  rely,  confidently,  upon 
yoTjr  generous  support. 

Should  the  rare  and  delicate  occasion  present  it- 
self, when  your  Speaker  shall  be  called  upon  to  check 
or  control  the  wanderings  or  intemperance  in  debate, 
your  justice  wiU,  I  hope,  ascribe  to  its  interposition 
the  motives  only  of  public  good  and  a  regard  to  the 
dignity  of  the  House.  And  in  ail  instances,  be  as- 
sured, gentlemen,  that  I  shall,  with  infinite  pleasure, 
afford  every  facility  in  my  power  to  the  despatch  of 
public  business,  in  the  most  agreeable  manner." 

The  oath  or  affirmation  to  support  the  Con- 
stitution of  the  United  States  was  then  adminis- 
tered, by  the  Speakbe,  to  aU  the  other  members 
present. 

Geobce  Poindkxtek,  and  Jonathan  Jen- 
NiHGS,  having  also  appeared,  and  produced  their 
credentials  as  the  delegates  from  the  Mississippi 
and  Indiana  Territories  of  the  United  States, 
the  oath  was  administered  to  them  by  the 
Speaker. 

The  House  proceeded,  by  ballot,  to  the  choice 
of  a  Clerk,  and,  upon  examining  the  baUots,  it 
appeared  that  Pateiok  Magkudeb  was  duly 


elected,  and  the  oath,  together  with  the  oath 
of  office,  administered  by  the  Speaker  to  the 
Clerk. 

Thomas  Dttnn  was  then  re-elected  Sergeant- 
at-Arms,  and  Thomas  Claxton,  Doorkeeper, 
without  opposition.  Bbnjamiit  Buech  was  also 
chosen  Assistant  Doorkeeper. 

The  usual  messages  were  interchanged  with 
the  Senate  on  the  subject  of  their  being  formed 
and  ready  to  proceed  to  business. 

Mr.  MiTOHiLL  and  Mr.  Pitkin  were  appointed 
a  committee  oi?  the  part  of  the  House,  jointly 
with  the  committee  appointed  on  the  part  of  the 
Senate,  to  wait  on  the  President  of  the  United 
States,  and  inform  him  that  a  quorum  of  the 
two  Houses  is  assembled,  and  ready  to  receive 
any  communications  he  may  be  pleased  to  make 
to  them. 

Mr.  MiTOHiLL,  from  the  joint  committee  ap- 
pointed to  wait  on  the  President  of  the  United 
States,  reported  that  the  committee  had  per- 
formed the  service  assigned  to  them,  and  that 
the  President  answered,  that  he  would  make  a 
communication  to  Congress  to-morrow  at  twelve 
o'clock. 


Tuesday,  November  5. 

Several  other  members,  to  wit,  Abnee  La- 
oooK,  from  Pennsylvania;  John  Bakee,  from 
Virginia ;  and  Eiohaed  Wtnn  from  South  Caro- 
lina, appeared,  produced  their  credentials,  were 
qualified,  and  took  their  seats. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  ITbwton,  the  Olerk  of  the 
House  was  directed  to  procure  newspapers 
from  any  number  of  offices  that  the  members 
may  elect,  provided  that  the  expense  do  not 
exceed  the  amount  of  three  daily  papers. 

A  Message  was  received  from  the  Pbbsidbnt 
OF  the  United  States,  by  Mr.  Edwaed  Coles, 
his  Secretary,  who  delivered  the  same  and  with- 
drew. [For  which  see  Senate  proceedings  of 
this  date,  ante  page  401.] 

The  Message  having  been  read;  and  the  docu- 
ments accompanying  it  in  part,  an  adjournment 
was  called  for,  and  carried. 


Wednesday,  Kovember  6. 
Two  other  members,  to  wit :  Meshaok  Fkank- 
LiN,  from  North  Carolina,  and  John  0.  Cal- 
HOTOT,  from  South  Carolina,  produced  their  cre- 
dentials, were  qualified,  and  took  their  seats. 


Thuesday,  November  7. 
Another  member,  to  wit,  Lemuel  Sawyee, 
from  North  Carolina,  appeared,  produced  his 
credentials,  was  qualified,  and  took  his  seat. 


Feiday,  November  8. 
Another  member,  to  wit,  John  Seviee,  from 
Tennessee,  appeared,  produced  his  credentials, 
was  qualified,  and  took  his  seat. 
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Monday,  November  11. 
Several  other  members,  to  wit :  William 
WiDGBET,  from  Massachusetts ;  Geobge  0. 
Maxwell,  from  New  Jersey;  and  Philip 
B.  Key,  and  Philip  Stuaet,  from  Maryland, 
appeared,  produced  their  credentials,  were  quali- 
tied,  and  took  their  seats. 


Tuesday,  November  12. 
SeUct  Committees. 

All  the  select  committees  which  were  thought 
necessary,  being  appointed,  it  was  determined 
that  the  first,  on  Foreign  Eolations,  should  con- 
sist of  nine  members;  the  committee  on  the 
Spanish  colonies  and  Navy  concerns,  to  consist 
of  seven  members ;  and  those  on  manufacturing 
cannon  and  Indian  affairs,  to  consist  of  five 
members. 

The  resolutions,  as  amended,  are  in  the  fol- 
lowing words : 

1.  Beaohed,  That  so  much  of  the  President's 
Message  as  relates  to  the  subject  of  our  foreign 
relations,  be  referred  to  a  select  committee. 

2.  Sesolved,  That  so  much  of  the  President's 
Message  as  relates  to  filling  the  ranks  and  pro- 
longing the  enlistments  of  the  regular  troops, 
and  to  an  auxiliary  force ;  to  the  acceptance  of 
volunteer  corps;  to  detachments  of  militia,  and 
to  such  a  preparation  of  the  great  body  as  will 
proportion  its  usefulness  to  its  intrinsic  capacity, 
be  referred  to  a  select  committee. 

3.  BesoUed,  That  those  parts  of  the  Message 
of  the  President  which  relates  to  the  Naval 
force  of  the  United  States,  and  to  the  defence 
of  our  maritime  frontier,  be  referred  to  a  select 
committee. 

4.  Besohed,  That  so  much  of  the  President's 
Message  as  relates  to  the  revenue  and  the  pro- 
visions necessary  for  the  service  of  the  ensuing 
year,  be  referred  to  the  Committee  of  Ways  and 
Means. 

5.  Besolved,  That  so  much  of  the  President's 
Message  as  relates  to  the  evasion  and  infraction 
of  our  commercial  laws,  be  referred  to  the  Com- 
mittee of  Commerce  and  Manufactures. 

6.  Besolved,  That  so  much  of  the  President's 
Message  as  relates  to  foreign  trading  licenses, 
and  to  the  protection  of  manufactures  and  navi- 
gation, be  referred  to  the  Committee  of  Com- 
merce and  Manufactures. 

T.  Besolved,  That  so  much  of  the  President's 
Message  as  relates  to  the  Spanish  American 
colonies,  be  referred  to  a  select  committee. 

8.  Besolved,  That  so  much  of  the  said  Message 
as  relates  to  the  manufacture  of  cannon  and 
small  ai-ras,  and  the  providing  munitions  of  war, 
be  referred  to  a  select  committee. 

9.  Besolved,  That  so  much  of  the  said  Message 
as  relates  to  Indian  affairs,  be  referred  to  a  select 
committee. 

Mr.  Porter,  Mr.  Calhoun,  Mr.  Grundy,  Mr. 
Smilie,  Mr.  Randolph,  Mr.  Harper,  Mr.  Key, 
Mr.  Desha,  and  Mr.  Seaver  were  appointed  the 
committee  on  the  first  resolution. 

Mr.  WUliams,  Mr.  Wright,  Mr.  Macon,  Mr. 


Nelson,  Mr.  Stow,  Mr.  Maxwell,  and  Mr.  Tall- 
madge,  were  appointed  the  committee  on  the 
second  resolution. 

Mr.  Cheves,  Mr.  Newton,  Mr.  Milnor,  Mr. 
Quinoy,  Mr.  Cooke,  Mr.  McKim,  and  Mr.  Fisk, 
were  appointed  the  committee  on  the  third  res- 
olution. 

Mr.  MitchiU,  Mr.  Bibb,  Mr.  Blackledge,  Mr. 
Taggart,  Mr.  Champion,  Mr.  Butler,  and  Mr. 
Shaw,  were  appointed  the  committee  on  the 
seventh  resolution. 

Mr.  Seybert,  Mr.  Little,  Mr.  Goodwyn,  Mr. 
Tracy,  and  Mr.  Sturges,  were  appointed  the 
committee  on  the  eighth  resolution. 

Mr.  McKee,  Mi*.  Sevier,  Mr.  Morrow,  Mr. 
Sheffey,  and  Mr.  Brown,  were  appointed  the 
committee  on  the  ninth  resolution. 

And  then,  on  motion  the  House  adjourned 
imtU  to-morrow. 


Wednesday,  November  13. 
Another  member,  to  wit,  Thomas  Gholson, 
from  Virginia,  appeared,  produced  his  creden- 
tials, was  qualified,  and  took  his  seat. 

Matthew  Lyon's  Claim  for  refunding  his  Fine 
under  the  Sedition  Act.     , 

The  Spbakek  presented  a  memorial  of  Mat- 
thew Lyon,  of  Kentucky,  stating  that,  whilst  a 
member  of  the  House  of  Representatives  of  the 
United  States,  from  the  State  of  Vermont,  he 
was  illegally  tried  and  found  guilty,  under  a 
charge  of  sedition,  and  fined  the  sum  of  one 
thousand  dollars,  and  imprisoned  twelve  months, 
and  praying  that  the  said  fine  may  be  repaid, 
with  interest,  together  with  his  pay  as  a  mem- 
ber of  Congress,  which  was  withheld  during  his 
confinement. 

The  petition  being  read, 

Mr.  New  moved  that  it  be  referred,  with  the 
accompanying  documents,  to  the  Committee  of 
Claims. 

Mr.  Bassett  was  opposed  to  this  reference. 
If  the  petitioner  had  any  claim  upon  the  United 
States,  it  must  be  on  the  ground  that  the  law 
under  which  he  was  convicted  was  unconstitu- 
tional. A  claim  of  this  kind  could  not  be  re- 
cognized by  that  committee.  He  thought,  there- 
fore, it  would  be  more  proper  to  refer  this 
petition  to.  a  select  committee.  This  was  de- 
sirable, also,  from  the  consideration  that  the 
Committee  of  Claims  is  generally  overbm-dened 
with  business. 

Mr.  New  said,  it  having  been  represented  to 
him  that  it  would  be  most  proper  to  refer  the 
petition  to  a  select  committee,  he  would  so  change 
his  motion. 

Mr.  Randolph  had  no  doubt  it  would  be 
recollected,  that  at  the  first  session  of  Con- 
gress under  the  administration  of  the  present 
President,  the  session  which  met  in  May,  1809, 
a  committee  was  raised  "to  inquire  whether 
any  and  what  prosecutions  had  been  instituted 
before  the  courts  of  the  United  States  for  libels 
at  common  law,  and  to  report  such  provisions 
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as  in  their  opinion  may  be  necessary  for  secur- 
ing the  freedom  of  speech  and  of  the  press." 
Congress  adjourned  after  a  short  session  in 
June.  The  chairman  of  that  committee  -was 
directed  to  address  letters  to  the  clerks  of  the 
several  courts  in  which  such  prosecutions  had 
been  commenced.  To  some  of  these  letters 
adswers  were  received  after  the  adjournment. 
These  answers  received  in  the  recess  (all  ex- 
cept one,  which  the  chairman  had  found  amongst 
his  private  papers  since  the  meeting  of  the 
present  session)  were  transmitted  to  the  clerk 
of  this  House,  in  whose  possession  it  is  pre- 
sumed they  now  are.  The  chairman  of  that 
committee,  at  the  two  succeeding  sessions,  was, 
by  the  visitation  of  God,  and  from  circum- 
stances without  his  control,  for  the  first  time 
since  he  had  the  honor  of  a  seat  on  this  floor, 
prevented  from  attending  to  his  duty  tiU  the 
sessions  had  considerably  advanced,  otherwise 
he  would  have  felt  It  obUgatory  on  him  to  have 
called  the  attention  of  Congress  to  this  subject. 
It  was  his  intention,  at  the  present  session, 
without  knowing  any  thing  of  this  petition,  to 
have  called  the  attention  of  the  House  to  it, 
amongst  others,  at  an  early  day.  He  thought 
it  behooved  this  House,  as  the  guardian  of  the 
public  purse  and  public  weal,  to  take  care  that 
the  stream  of  public  justice  be  preserved  pure 
and  free  from  pollution ;  and  whether  persons 
have  suffered  by  prosecutions  under  the  sedition 
law,  or  under  the  common  law  of  England — not 
the  common  law  of  the  United  States,  as  modified 
by  the  laws  of  the  United  States  in  their  cor- 
porate capacity — ^he  was  for  affording  them 
relief.  He  wished  to  see  if  any  of  our  citizens 
had  received  injury  from  prosecutions  of  this 
kind ;  and,  if  they  had  to  redress  the  wrong  by 
such  a  prospective  measure  as  may  prevent  a 
recurrence  of  similar  mischief. 

It  seems  idle,  said  Mr.  E.,  for  any  man  to  un- 
dertake, by  statute,  to  do  that  which  the  great 
charter  of  our  confederation  has  endeavored 
to  do  in  vain.  It  is,  it  appears,  impossible  to 
prevent  men,  heated  by  party,  and  seeking  only 
the  gratification  of  their  own  passions,  from 
trampling  in  the  dust  the  charter  which  we 
have  sworn  to  support ;  for  though  our  consti- 
tution has  said,  in  the  broadest  terms  which  our 
language  knows,  that  the  freedom  of  speech 
and  of  the  press  shall  not  be  abridged,  men 
have  been  found  so  lost  to  all  sense  of  their 
country's  good,  as  to  pass  the  act,  commonly 
called  the  sedition  act,  and  to  send  out  our 
judges  to  dispense,  not  law,  but  politics  from 
the  bench.  It  would  seem  idle  to  attempt  to 
prevent,  by  statutory  provisions,  similar  abuses. 
But  though,  formed  as  we  are,  we  cannot  attain 
perfection,  we  ought,  in  imitation  of  a  divine 
example,  to  aspire  to  it,  and  endeavor  to  pre- 
serve in  pm-ity  the  great  Magna  Charta  of  our 
country. 

This  subject,  Mr.  E.  said,  might  appear  friv- 
olous to  others.  He  knew  that  men,  intent  on 
worldly  things,  with  their  snouts  grovelling  in 
the  mud,  who  hold  every  thing  but  sordid  pelf, 


and  still  more  disgraceful  office,  as  dross  and 
dust,  would  not  think  it  worth  while  to  attend 
to  things  of  this  kind.  Nor  did  he  wish  to  set 
himself  up  for  a  political  Pharisee,  and  thank 
God  that  he  "was  not  as  other  men  are. 

Mr.  E.  moved  to  amend  the  reference,  by 
adding  to  it  the  following : 

"  With  instructions  to  inqnire  whether  any,  and 
what,  prosecutions  have  been  instituted  before  the 
courts  of  the  United  States  for  hbels,  under  the  sedi- 
tion law  or  the  oemmon  law,  and  by  what  authority ; 
and  to  make  such  provisions  as  they  may  deem  neces- 
sary for  securing  the  freedom  of  speech  and  of  the 


Mr.  E.  hoped  this  amendment  would  be 
agreed  to ;  for,  said  he,  it  is  evident  that  when 
we  came  into  power,  when  we  succeeded  to  our 
predecessors,  proper  measures  were  not  taken 
for  purifying  the  violent  temper  of  the  day — 
for  preventing  the  recurrence  of  prosecutions 
of  this  kind.  He  recollected  having  heard,  at 
the  close  of  the  administration  of  the  second 
President  of  the  United  States,  one  of  the  most 
beautiful  pieces  of  declamation,  from  a  gentle- 
man from  South  Carolina,  which  he  had  ever 
heard,  in  which  he  conjured  the  House  to  re- 
enact  the  sedition  act,  because,  said  he,  we  are 
about  to  surrender  the  Government  into  the 
hands  of  men  in  whom  we  have  no  confidence, 
and  I  wish  to  retain  this  law  as  our  shelter,  be- 
cause, by  this,  if  we  are  prosecuted  for  a  libel, 
we  can  give  the  truth  in  evidence.  Mr.  E.  said 
he  listened  to  the  gentleman,  but  he  thought  he 
was  taking  for  talking's  sake.  He  did  not  be- 
lieve that  himself  beheved  a  word  of  what  he 
said.  Mr.  E.  did  not  suppose  that  a  prosecution 
at  common  law,  for  a  libel,  could  take  place  un- 
der a  republican  administration.  He  thought 
the  gentleman  was  making  the  best  apology  he 
could  for  the  sedition  law,  and  that  he  was  glad 
to  find  himself  in  a  minority  on  his  motion  for 
continuing  it.  But,  said  he,  experience  teach- 
eth.  I  find  it  possible  even  for  the  Pharisees 
themselves  sometimes  to  slide,  sometimes  to 
fall.  He  thought  it  due  to  our  country,  and  to 
ourselves,  that  whatever  abuses  exist,  without 
stopping  to  inquire  whether  the  sufferer  be  a 
Catholic  or  a  Protestant,  a  Federalist,  a  Dem- 
ocrat, or  a  monarchy  man,  to  redress  the  wrong. 
What  would  be  said  in  a  court  of  justice  in  a 
case  of  miffder?  It  would  not  be  thought 
worth  whUe  to  inquire  what  was  the  offender's 
politics,  or  whether  honest  or  the  contrary. 
He  considered  honest  men  as  of  right  politics. 
It  unfortimately  happens,  said  he,  that  some 
men  make  up  in  zeal  what  they  know  them- 
selves to  he  deficient  in  honor  and  honesty. 

The  amendment  was  agreed  to  and  the  peti- 
tion referred  to  a  committee  of  seven,  consisting 
of  Mr.  New,  Mr.  Eahdolph,  Mr.  Weight,  Mr. 
Tboup,  Mr.  WjniBBiLL,  Mr.  Moselt,  and  Mr. 

COOEE. 


Thitesdat,  November  14. 
Another  member,  to  wit,  John  Cloptoit, 
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from  Virginia,  appeai-ed,  produced  his  creden- 
tials, was  qualified,  and  took  his  seat. 


Feidat,  November  Iff. 
Indian  Affairs. 
Mr.  Rhea  proposed  the  following  resolution 
for  adoption : 

"  Resolved,  That  the  Committee  on  Indian  Affairs 
be  instructed  to  inquire  into  the  expediency  of  extend- 
ing the  laws  of  the  United  States  over  those  parts  of 
the  States  and  Territories  of  the  United  States,  to 
which  the  Indian  title  is  not  extinguished,  in  such 
manner  as  that  all  white  persons  residing  within  any 
of  the  said  parts  of  the  United  States  may  and  shall 
be  liable  to  the  operation  of  those  laws." 

Mr.  R,  added,  that  if  the  petitions  which  had 
this  morning  been  presented  by  the  gentleman 
from  North  Carolina  had  been  read,  the  neces- 
sity of  taking  some  measure  similar  to  the  one 
which  he  proposed,  would  have  been  evident 
to  every  member  of  the  House,  as  the  Indian 
countries  are  become  an  asylum  for  persons 
guilty  of  every  enormity. 

Mr.  PioxENS  stated,  that  if  any  doubt  existed 
as  to  the  propriety  of  passing  this  resolution, 
he  would  call  for  the  reading  of  the  petitions 
which  he  had  presented. 

Mr.  Wei&ht  had  some  doubts  whether  the 
laws  of  the  United  States  did  not  at  present  ex- 
tend to  cases  of  this  kind,  and' wished  the  res- 
olution to  lie  on  the  table  until  the  subject  could 
be  looked  into. 

Mr.  Bibb  said,  a  case  had  lately  occurred  in 
the  State  of  Georgia,  which  showed  the  neces- 
sity of  some  farther  provision  on  this  subject. 
A  murder  of  a  most  atrocious  kind  had  been 
committed  within  the  Indian  country ;  the  par- 
ties were  taken  near  the  spot,  and  brought  be- 
fore the  federal  authority  in  Georgia ;  and  upon 
a  question  of  jurisdiction,  the  judges  decided 
that  the  court  had  no  authority  in  the  case. 
In  a  similar  instance,  the  offenders  were  brought 
before  the  State  authorities,  which  determined 
in  the  same  way,  and  the  offenders,  of  course, 
were  in  both  cases  discharged. 

Mr.  Gbttndt  was  of  opinion  that  the  United 
States  courts  had,  at  present,  complete  jurisdic- 
tion of  all  criminal  cases  which  might  arise 
within  the  Indian  boundary,  the  case  cited  by 
the  gentleman  from  Georgia  notwithstanding ; 
but  he  supposed  the  object  of  this  resolution 
was  to  supply  the  defects  of  the  law  at  present 
in  civil  cases. 

Mr.  PoiNDEXTEE  had  no  doubt  but  the  courts 
of  the  United  States  had  jurisdiction  of  crimi- 
nal offences,  committed  within  the  Indian  boun- 
dary. Congress,  at  their  first  session,  made 
provision  for  the  punishment  of  offenders 
charged  with  murder,  piracy,  &c.,  committed 
on  the  high  seas  or  without  the  territory  of  the 
United  States.  But  the  difficulty  suggested  by 
the  gentleman  from  Tennessee  existed.  Per- 
sons who  have  committed  petty  offences  and 
debtors  go  over  to  the  Indian  territory,  where 


thel  law  cannot  reach  them.  He  doubted 
whether  the  resolution  was  calculated  to  reach 
this  object,  and  therefore  wished  it  to  lie  on  the 
table  that  it  might  be  amended. 

Mr.  Rhea  hoped  he  might  be  permitted  to 
judge  for  himself  whether  the  resolution  which 
he  had  offered  was  calculated  to  accomplish  tjie 
object  which  he  had  in  view.  His  colleague 
had  intimated  that  the  laws,  at  present,  extend 
to  criminal  offences,  though  the  gentleman 
from  Georgia  had  stated  a  case  in  which  the 
judges  had  determined  otherwise.  This  shows, 
at  least,  that  the  law  wants  revision,  not  only 
with  respect  to  criminal,  but  civil  matters.  He 
had  drawn  the  resolution  in  the  most  general 
terms. 

Mr.  Bibb  could  not  conceive  how  the  judges 
of  the  Federal  Court,  in  the  case  he  had  cited, 
could  have  decided  as  they  did  with  the  law 
which  had  been  referred  to  before  them.  Per- 
haps it  might  have  arisen  from  a  clause  of  the 
constitution,  which  directs  that  jurors  shall  be 
drawn  from  the  district  where  the  offence  is 
committed. 

The  resolution  was  laid  on  the  table. 

Domestic  ManufacfMrm. 

Mr.  Rhea  called  up  for  consideration  the 
resolution  which  he  laid  upon  the  table  yester- 
day, proposing  an  additional  duty  on  coarse 
hemp  and  flax. 

The  resolution  was  considered,  and,  on  mo- 
tion, the  words  "  and  cotton,"  were  added  to  it, 
by  consent  of  the  mover. 

Mr.  Getoidy  observed,  that  several  detached 
i-esolutions  for  the  encouragement  of  domestic 
manufactures  had  been  offered  to  the  House. 
He  wished  the  adoption  of  a  proposition  which 
should  include  all  the  manufactures  of  the  coun- 
try. He  hoped  the  present  motion  might  lie 
on  the  table  for  a  few  days,  until  snch  a  propo- 
sition could  be  prepared.  It  is,  said  he,  an  ob- 
ject of  great  magnitude,  when  we  consider  the 
vast  sums  of  money  which  have  lately  been 
vested  in  establishments  of  this  kind ;  and  the 
present  is  a  favorable  moment  for  adopting 
some  measures  to  give  our  manufactures  coun- 
tenance and  support. 

Mr.  Rhea  coiild  not  agree  to  the  proposed 
postponement.  He  should  never  obtain  his 
object,  if  he  were  to  agree  to  one  postpone- 
ment after  another.  His  colleague  could,  at 
any  time,  submit  his  proposition,  without  hin- 
dering the  progress  of  the  one  he  had  introduced. 

After  some  conversation  as  to  the  propriety, 
of  discussing  this  proposition  in  the  House, 

The  Spkakee  decided,  that  though  there  is  a 
rule  of  the  House  which  says  that  all  proposi- 
tions for  laying  a  tax  shall  be  discussed  in  Com- 
mittee of  the  Whole ;  this  resolution,  in  his 
opinion,  did  not  come  within  that  rule,  as  it 
was  merely  an  instruction  to  a  committee  to  in- 
quire into  the  expediency  of  laying  an  addi- 
tional tax. 

The  motion,  for  laying  the  proposition  on 
the  table,  was  carried,  51  to  47. 


DEBATES  OE  CONGKESS. 


429 


NOVEMBEE,    1811.] 


ExpoidUttre  of  Public  Money. 


[H.  OF  E. 


American  Seamen. 

Mr.  MiLNOB  rose,  and  observed  there  was  no 
topic  more  importaat  than  the  protection  of 
American  seamen,  and  yet  he  believed  it  would 
be  acknowledged  by  all  who  have  given  consid- 
eration to  the  subject,  that  our  laws  on  this  sub- 
ject are  materially  defective.  The  object  of  these 
laws  ought  to  be  twofold ;  in  the  first  place,  for 
the  protection  of  bona  fide  American  citizens,  and 
secondly,  for  the  prevention  of  the  abuse  of  those 
protections  by  citizens  of  other  countries  not 
entitled  to  them.  It  will  be  recollected,  that 
the  act  for  relief  of  American  seamen  makes  it 
the  duty  of  the  collectors  to  furnish  certificates 
of  citizenship  in  the  manner  therein  directed; 
but,  owing  to  an  error  of  Congress,  no  manner 
is  prescribed;  and,  of  course,  the  coDectors 
have  been  left  to  accept  of  such  proof  as  they 
deemed  sufficient,  or  to  act  under  the  directions 
of  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury,  which,  in 
most  instances,  is  an  unsafe  way  of  proceeding. 
The  penal  laws  of  the  United  States  provide  no 
punishment  for  the  crime  of  pequry  in  these 
cases.  A  recent  instance,  Mr.  M.  said,  had  oc- 
curred in  the  district  which  he  represented. 
An  Italian,  not  twenty  days  in  the  country,  ap- 
peared before  a  notary  public,  claiming  the 
rights  of  an  American  seaman.  He  made  the 
necessary  oaths,  and  produced  a  sponsor  who 
swore  that  he  was  born  in  BalJ;imore.  The 
tongue  of  the  man  detected  the  falsehood.  The 
collector,  with  that  attention  to' his  duty  for 
which  he  is  so  remarkable,  had  both  seaman 
and  sponsor  apprehended.  The  attorney  for 
the  district  looked  into  the  case,  and  found  the 
crime  of  perjury  to  be,  the  falsely  taking  an 
oath  according  to  the  laws  of  the  United 
States ;  but,  as  the  law  was  defective,  as  above 
stated,  the  offence  was  not  perjury.  The  At- 
torney-General confirmed  this  opinion.  The 
offenders,  therefore,  escaped  punishment.  He 
believed  other  amendments  might  be  usefully 
made  to  the  law  on  this  subject.  He  concluded 
by  offering  the  following  resolution  for  adop- 
tion, which  was  agreed  to : 

"  Resolved,  That  a  committee  be  appointed  to  in- 
quire and  report  wheth-er  any,  and  what  amendments 
are  necessary  to  the  laws  of  tLe  United  States  relating 
to  the  protection  of  American  seamen ;  and  that  the 
committee  have  leave  to  report  by  bill  or  otherwise." 

Mr.  MiufOE,  Mr.  Lixtlb,  Mr.  Ebed,  Mr. 
Bassett,  and  Mr.  Pitedt,  were  appointed  the 
committee. 

Monday,  November  18 
ExpendiHre  of  Public  Money. 
Mr.  Eakdolph  asked  for  the  consideration  of 
the  resolution  which  he  laid  on  the  table  some 
days  ago,  directing  the  appointment  of  a  com- 
mittee to  inquire  into  the  expenditure  of  public 
money ;  which,  being  agreed  to,  Mr.  R.  trusted 
there  would  be  no  difference  of  opinion  as  to 
the  propriety  of  agreeing  to  this  resolution. 
But,  before  the  vote  was  taken,  he  would  state 
to  the  House,  by  way  of  explanatioii,  the  result 


of  a  former  inquiry.  At  the  first  session  of  the 
11th  Congress,  a  report  of  a  committee  was 
made,  in  part,  on  this  subject.  [This  report  Mr. 
E.  read.  It  states  that,  owing  to  the  shortness 
of  the  sessioUj  complete  information  on  the  sub- 
ject could  not  be  obtained.]  As  the  session 
lasted  but  six  weeks,  the  committee  had  no 
reason  to  complain  that  the  information  re- 
quired was  not  obtained.  An  expectation  was 
entertained  that  it  would  be  given  at  the  next 
session.  But  the  committee  have  reason  to 
complain  that  the  information  which  was  given 
was  altogether  different  from  that  which  was 
asked.  This  was  represented  to  the  depart- 
ments, and  a  more  satisfactory  report  was  prom- 
ised at  the  ensuing  session.  Mr.  E.  said,  the 
course  ptirsued  at  the  first  session,  under  the 
present  President,  had  been  the  same  which 
was  adopted  at  the  close  of  Mr.  Adams's  Ad- 
ministration. At  the  following  session  of  Con- 
gress, the  person  who  was  appointed  chairman 
of  the  committee  of  the  first  session,  was  un- 
able to  attend ;  but  it  was  a  gratification  to  him 
to  find,  that  the  subject  was  taken  up  by  an 
honorable  colleague  of  his,  to  whom  the  State 
of  Virginia  had  been  more  than  once  indebted 
for  the  luminous  reports  on  her  fiscal  concerns ; 
but  nothing  was  effected.  To  show  how  differ- 
ent the  information  received  was,  from  that 
asked  for,  Mr.  E.  proposed  to  read  a  short 
letter.  The  object  of  the  committee  was,  to 
know  in  what  way  the  Pursers  of  the  Navy 
received  their  money,  and  what  was  the  amount 
of  their  emoluments.  The  answer  they  received, 
stated  "  that  the  advances  made  to  Pm-sers  are 
by  warrants  drawn  on  the  Treasury,  sometimes 
by  Navy  agents,"  &c.  We  inquired,  said  he, 
what  were  then*  emoluments,  other  than  those 
allowed  by  law  ?  Answer :  "  they  arise  from  a 
certain  percentage  upon  slops  detailed  to  the 
seamen."  It  may  not  be  amiss,  said  Mr.  R.,  to 
inform  country  gentlemen  that,  by  slops,  are 
meant  ready-made  clothing,  &c.  It  was  scarcely 
possible  to  have  given  a  more  evasive  answer. 
We  asked.  What  were  the  emoluments?  They 
answer,  "  a  certain  percentage  fixed  by  the  de- 
partment;" but  what  that  per  cent,  was,  the 
committee  was  left  to  find  out  by  instinct.  It 
had  been  understood  that  large  sums  of  money 
were  advanced  to  these  Pursers,  who  laid  it  out 
in  slops,  which  they  retailed  to  the  seamen  at 
an  advance,  in  some  instances,  of  twenty  per 
cent. !  This  was  a  fact,  Mr.  E.  said,  which 
ought  to  be  looked  into.  It  was  essential  to 
the  reputation  of  the  Government,  essential  to 
its  honor,  indispensable  to  the  fair  fame  of  those 
who  administer  the  finances  of  the  United 
States,  that  abuses,  such  as  these,  should  be 
probed  to  the  quick,  to  show  to  the  world  that, 
if  we  cannot  govern  the  great  beasts,  the  mam- 
moths of  the  forest,  we  can,  at  least,  poison  the 
rats.  And  whose  money,  asked  Mr.  E.,  is  this  ? 
It  is  the  people's  money;  it  comes  from  the 
pockets  of  the  people  of  the  United  States. 
When  he  spoke  of  this  abuse  of  public  money, 
he  wished  no  gentleman  to  understand  him  as 
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speaking  of  tha  abuse  under  this,  that,  or  the 
other  President  of  the  United  States.  He  con- 
sidered them  all  as  of  one  description  of  people ; 
and  it  was  not  less  necessary  to  guard  against 
abuses  in  a  country  where  the  President  is 
elected  by  the  people,  than  in  a  country  where 
he  is  put  over  them.  He  would  dare  to  ques- 
tion the  infallibility  of  all,  and  look  upon  all 
with  jealousy  and  distrust.  He  wished  not, 
however,  to  be  charged  with  that  mistaken  op- 
position to  the  Government,  which  determines 
to  exhibit  abuses  for  the  sake  of  doing  so ;  oV 
with  shutting  his  eyes  to  the  abuses  of  Thomas, 
while  they  are  open  tQ  the  abuses  of  John.  Mr. 
E.  said  he  had  no  interest  d'stinot  from  the  in- 
terest of  his  country.  "With  respect  to  princes 
and  potentates,  the  only  favor  he  had  to  ask  of 
them  was,  that  they  would  keep  their  hands 
out  of  his  pocket  and  o^his  person,  and,  to  use 
a  homely  phrase,  "  if  they  would  let  him  alone, 
he  would  let  them  alone." 

Under  these  circumstances,  Mr.  R.  asked  the 
House  if  it  were  not  necessary  for  a  committee 
to  be  appointed  to  probe  into  this  business? 
He  wished  to  state,  before  he  sat  down,  that  he 
had  learnt,  soon  after  the  present  Secretary  of 
the  Navy  came  into  office,  the  percentage  of 
the  Pursers  was  reduced  from  twenty  to  four  or 
five  per  cent. 

The  resolution  was  unanimously  agreed  to, 
and  a  committee  of  seven  appointed,  as  follows : 
Messrs.  Eandolph,  Gold,  McKim,  Eobeets, 
ToHNsoN,  Law,  and  Widgeet. 


Tuesday,  November  19. 
Territory  of  Zouisiana. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  Ehea,  the  House  went 
into  a  Committee  of  the  "Whole,  on  the  bill  for 
the  government  of  the  Territory  of  Louisiana. 
The  biU  being  read  by  paragraphs,  Mr.  Fisk 
moved  to  strike  out  the  words  in  the  fifth  sec- 
tion of  the  bill,  which  makes  it  necessary  for 
persons  to  be  in  possession  of  a  freehold  to  have 
a  right  to  vote.  This  motion  was  opposed  by 
Mr.  Eandolph,  on  principle,  in  a  speech  of  con- 
siderable length,  in  which  he  advocated  the 
freehold  qualification  for  voters.  The  motion 
was  opposed  also  by  Mr.  Ehea,  as  unnecessary 
for  the  attainment  of  the  mover's  object ;  as 
he  stated  the  qualification  for  voters  was  two- 
fold— one  was  the  possession  of  a  freehold,  the 
other  a  residence  of  a  year  previous  to  the  time 
of  election. 

Mr.  PoDTDEXTEB  made  a  motion,  which  su- 
perseded that  of  the  gentleman  from  Vermont, 
to  sti-ike  out  all  that  part  of  the  section  which 
defined  the  qualification  of  voters,  and  insert, 
."  every  free  white  male  citizen  residing  in  the 
said  Territory,  who  shall  have  attained  the  age 
'of  twenty-one  years,  and  paid  a  tax." 

This  amendment  was  debated  till  the  usual 
hour  of  adjournment,  when  the  committee  rose 
without  taking  the  question,  and  obtained  leave 
to  sit  again. 

This  debate,  though  protracted  to  consider- 


able length,  embraced  a  very  narrow  question, 
viz :  whether  it  is  better  to  require  voters  to 
hold  freehold  property,  or  to  suffer  every  man 
to  possess  the  privUege  of  voting  who  has  ar- 
rived to  the  age  of  twenty-one  years.  As  al- 
ready stated,  Mr.  Eandolph  took  the  first 
ground,  and  introduced  the  practice  of  Virginia 
to  show  that  it  was  attended  with  the  best 
effects.  Mr.  Fisk,  Mr.  "Weight,  Mr.  Smilie, 
and  Mr.  Poindbxtee,  took  the  opposite  side  of 
the  question.  They  argued  that  hfe  and  liberty 
are  superior  to  property — that  these  are  dearer 
to  the  poor  man  than  all  the  property  of  the 
rich.  Mr.  Weight  said,  that  the  State  of  Mary- 
land had  tried  the  property  qualification  for 
voting,  had  found  it  attended  with  bad  effects, 
and  had  now  abandoned  it.  It  was  formerly 
required  that  a  voter  should  be  possessed  of 
property  to  the  value  of  thirty  pounds ;  so  that 
if  a  man  possessed  a  horse  of  that  value,  he  was 
entitled  to  a  vote ;  but  if  the  horse  happened 
to  die  before  the  election,  he  lost  his  privilege, 
which  was  placing  the  right  in  the  Twrse  instead 
of  the  man.  As  to  freehold  qualifications,  they 
were  evaded  too  by  deeds  made  for  the  occa- 
sion, which  were  ^terwards  cancelled. 

Mr.  Eandolph,  in  combating  the  principle 
of  universal  suffrage,  said  that  it  was  impossi- 
ble for  the  gentleman  himself,  (alluding  to  Mr. 
Smtlie,)  or  any  piping-hot  member  from  a  Jac- 
obin club — for  any  disciple  of  Tom  Paine  or 
of  the  Devil — to  carry  this  principle  of  equality 
to  its  full  extent ;  for  even  they  must  exclude 
from  its  operation  minors  and  females.  He  also 
took  occasion  to  pronounce  a  strong  philippic 
against  foreigners  having  any  part  in  the  Gov- 
ernment. Mr.  Smilie,  in  his  reply,  paid  a 
tribute  Df  respect  to  the  memory  of  Paine,  on 
account  of  his  valuable  political  writings,  which 
had  been  considered  as  highly  serviceable  in  the 
Eevolution,  and  which  would  always  be  es- 
teemed wherever  the  rights  of  man  are  under- 
stood, and  reminded  him  of  the  foreigners  who 
had  assisted  in  fighting  our  Eevolutionary 
battles.  Mr.  Eandolph  justified  his  allusion  to 
Paine  ;  said  he  was  sorry  the  gentleman  had 
not  recollected  his  "  Age  of  Eeason,"  as  well 
as  his  "  Eights  of  Man ;"  and  as  to  any  services 
which  he  rendered  by  his  writings,  he  thought 
little  of  them.  The  heroes  engaged  in  that 
great  cause  did  not  need  the  assistance  of  an 
English  staymaJcer.  In  reply,  Mr.  Smilie  said, 
he  never  interfered  with  a  man's  religious  opin- 
ion ;  that  was  a  private  concern,  which  lay  be- 
tween God  and  a  man's  own  conscience ;  and 
as  to  the  profession  of  Paine,  that,  he  appre- 
hended, would  never  lessen  the  value  of  his 

writings.  . 

"Wednesdat,  November  20. 
Another  member,  to  wit,  Aeohibald  Mc- 
Betde,  from  North  Carolina,   appeared,  pro- 
duced his  credentials,  was  qualified,  and  took  his 


Thuesdat,  November  21. 
Another  member,  to  wit,  Elisha  E.  Pottbk, 
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from  Khode  Island,  appeared,  produced  Ms  cre- 
dentials, was  qualified,  and  took  his  seat. 

Additional  Duties. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  Khea,  the  House  took  up 
for  consideration  the  resolution  which  he  had 
submitted  some  days  ago,  proposing  to  instruct 
the  Committee  of  Commerce  and  Manufactures 
to  inquire  into  the  expediency  of  laying  an  ad- 
ditional duty  on  coarse  mamrfactures  of  hemp, 
flax,  and  cotton. 

This  resolution  produced  a  long  desultory  de- 
bate, which  occupied  the  House  the  whole  of  the 
day,  without  coming  to  any  decision  upon  it. 

Mr.  Stanfoed,  on  the  ground  that  the  Com- 
mittee of  Commerce  and  Manufactures  had  al- 
ready this  subject  under  consideration,  moved 
an  indefinite  postponement  of  the  resolution. 

This  motion  was  negatived,  58  to  48. 

Mr.  Kisa  proposed  an  amendment.  He  ex- 
pressed himself  friendly  to  the  resolution  of  the 
gentleman  from  Tennessee,  and  to  the  en- 
couragement of  domestic  manufectures  gener- 
ally. His  amendment  was  in  the  following 
words : 

"  And  also  into  the  expediency  of  laying  a  duty  on 
the  importation  of  salt,  with  authority  to  report  hy 
bill  or  otherwise. 

Mr.  K.  observed,  that  this  was  an  article  of 
general  consumption,  and  its  manufacture  ought 
to  be  encouraged ;  as  it  was  known  what  diffi- 
culties this  country  had  experienced,  and  might 
again  experience,  when  placed  in  a  situation  in 
which  a  sufficiency  of  salt  could  not  be  obtained. 
He  hoped,  therefore,  his  amendment  would  be 
agreed  to. 

Mr.  Smelie  was  afraid  the  House  was  getting 
into  a  practice  that  would  produce  great  trouble 
and  confusion,  by  departing  from  the  usual  and 
settled  mode  of  proceeding.  It  had  always  been 
deemed  irregular,  when  a  subject  was  commit- 
ted, to  bring  it  forward  in  the  House  before  the 
committee  made  its  report.  Look  at  our  situa- 
tion, said  he.  A  gentleman  proposes  a  tax  on 
manufactures  of  cotton,  another  on  salt.  Every 
gentleman  has  his  favorite  manufacture  which 
he  wishes  encouraged,  so  that  an  armful  of 
resolutions  will  be  thrown  into  the  hands  of 
this  committee.  Mr.  S.  said  he  was  friendly  to 
the  manufactures  of  our  country,  and  was  will- 
ing to  give  them  every  aid ;  but  he  did  not 
wish,  in  doing  this,  to  break  through  established 
rules.  If  gentlemen  would  suspend  their  re- 
marks on  the  subject  untU  the  Committee  of 
Commerce  and  Manufactures  make  their  report, 
they  will  then  have  a  fair  opportunity  of  de- 
livering then-  sentiments  fully,  and  of  support- 
ing such  particular  manufactures  as  they  may 
deem  of  most  importance  to  the  country.  He 
hoped  that  neither  the  amendment  nor  the  res- 
olution would  be  agreed  to. 

Mr.  Alston  considered  the  gentleman  from 
Pennsylvania  mistaken  as  to  the  rule  and  prac- 
tice of  the  House.  If  the  doctrine  which  he 
maintains  were  correct,  gentlemen  might  be 


defeated  in  effecting  the  objects  which  they  have 
in  view.  It  was  only  to  refer  a  subject  to  a 
committee ;  and  if  a  majority  of  that  committee 
were  unfriendly,  and  either  failed  to  report,  or 
reported  inimically,  the  friends  of  the  measure 
might  be  defeated,  though  there  were  a  majority 
in  the  House  in  its  favor.  It  was  a  common 
practice,  Mr.  A.  said,  to  refer  a  subject  gener- 
ally to  a  committee,  and  afterwards  instruct 
them,  by  resolution,  as  to  particular  branches  of 
the  subject. 

Mr.  Newton  (the  Chairman  of  the  Committee 
of  Commerce  and  Manufactures)  said,  the  sub- 
ject of  manufactures  was  considered  as  being 
generally  before  them,  £&d  he  knew  it  to  be  the 
intention  of  the  committee  to  take  up  the 
matter  comprehensively ;  and  if  any  gentleman 
shall  think  proper  to  give  them  information  re- 
specting any  particular  manufacture,  either 
orally  or  in  writing,  they  will  be  glad  to  receive 
it.  Mr.  N.  thought  the  gentleman  from  Korth 
Carolina  (Mr.  Alstos)  was  mistaken,  when  he 
said  that  a  committee  had  the  power  of  defeat- 
ing the  purposes  of  members ;  because,  when- 
ever a  report  was  made,  it  was  in  the  power  of 
a  majority  of  the  House  to  amend  it,  and  make 
it  just  what  they  please. 

Mr.  Qdisot  was  in  favor  of  the  amendment 
offered  by  the  gentieman  from  North  Carolina, 
(Mr.  BJNa,)  and  thanked  him  for  bringing  it 
forward.  Some  of  his  constituents,  men  who 
lived  on  the  sandbanks  of  the  country,  were 
deeply  interested  in  the  manufacture  of  salt, 
and  had  been  nearly  ruined  by  the  repeal  of  the 
duty  on  that  article.  He  was  friendly  to  a  duty 
on  salt,  as  it  was  more  equal  and  less  felt  in  the 
payment  than  any  other,  and  he  had  always 
thought  it  strange  that  the  duty  had  been  re- 
pealed. 

Mr.  Maoon  thought  the  proposition  to  tax 
this  necessary  of  life,  at  a  time  when  it  is  prob- 
able we  may  find  a  difficulty  in  procuring  it 
in  sufficient  quantity,  was  very  fil-timed.  The 
repeal  of  this  duty  had  been  called  strange.  He 
thought  it  would,  have  been  more  strange  had 
Congress  continued  the  duty  when  the  Treasury 
was  not  in  need  of  the  money  arising  from  it. 
If  there  was  any  thing  strange  in  the  business, 
it  was  that  there  should  have  been  any  opposi- 
tion to  the  repeal.  Mr.  M.  agreed  with  the  re- 
mark made  by  a  gentleman  from  Massachusetts 
some  days  ago,  that  taxes,  to  be  just,  ought  to 
be  equaL  Woidd  a  tax  on  salt,  he  asked,  be 
equal  ?  It  certainly  would  not.  People  on  the 
seacoast  would  not  feel  it.  Their  cattle  would 
refuse  it,  if  given  to  them.  The  interior  of  the 
country,  the  people  from  East  to  West,  would 
have  to  bear  the  weight  of  this  tax.  But  the 
gentleman  from  Massachusetts  says  the  repeal- 
ing of  this  duty  ruined  his  constituents,  who 
live  on  the  sandbanks  of  the  country.  He 
would  not  consent,  however,  to  tax  the  people 
of  his  part  of  the  country,  hving  on  sandhills, 
to  support  that  gentleman's  sandbank  constitu- 
ents. 
But  this  duty,  it  is  said,  is  to  be  laid  to  en- 
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courage  manufactures.  Why  this  great  cry  about 
domestic  manufactures  ?  He  thought  they  had 
already  sufficient  encouragement  from  the  pres- 
ent situation  of  things.  The  President  had 
recommended  the  subject  to  the  consideration 
of  the  House,  and  he  had  no  doubt  the  com- 
mittee, to  whom  it  had  been  referred,  would  do 
what  is  proper  on  the  subject.  Mr.  M.  wished 
to  know  for  what  purpose  this  additional  duty 
is  wanted.  If,  said  he,  it  be  wanted  for  going 
to  war,  let  us  know  it.  For  his  part,  he  had 
heard  so  much  about  war  formerly,  that  he 
hardly  thought  we  should  get  at  it  now. 

Mr.  M.  said  on  a  former  occasion,  when  the 
country  was  in  a  situation  something  like  the 
present,  a  gentleman  from  Virginia  was  so 
alarmed  lest  salt  sufficient  could  not  be  had, 
that  he  proposed  a  bounty  on  its  importation. 
What,  said  Mr.  M.,  wiU  be  the  effect  of  a  propo- 
sition for  taxing  salt  in  the  country  ?  He  had 
no  doubt  that,  in  the  Southern  States,  it  would 
immediately  raise  the  price  of  the  article  at 
Petersburg  and  Fayetteville.  On  this  account, 
he  hoped,  if  the  House  did  not  mean  to  lay  a 
tax  on  salt,  that  the  proposition  would  be  im- 
mediately discarded.  For  himself,  he  would 
sooner  consent  to  a  land  or  poU  tax  than  a 
tax  on  salt. 

Mr.  Smilib  moved  a  postponement  of  the  reso- 
lution until  the  first  Monday  in  February  next. 

This  motion  was  debated  at  some  length. 
Some  who  wished  to  vote  for  it,  wished  the 
proposition  for  a  tax  on  salt  to  be  disconnected 
■with  the  original  proposition. 

Feidat,  November  22. 
Another  member,  to  wit,  Edwin  Geat,  from 
Virginia,   appeared,  produced  his  credentials, 
was  qualified,  and  took  his  seat. 

Apportion/merit  of  Sepresentatives. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  Dawson,  the  House  re- 
solved itself  into  a  Committee  of  the  Whole,  on 
the  bill  for  apportioning  the  Representatives 
among  the  several  States,  according  to  the  third 
enumeration. 

The  bill  having  been  read,  the  question  on 
filling  the  blanks  occurred.  The  first  was  in 
relation  to  the  number  of  inhabitants  for  each 
Eepresentative ;  when 

Mr.  Dawson  observed,  that  he  was  instructed 
by  the  committee  who  directed  him  to  report 
this  bill,  to  propose  filling  the  blank  with  the 
'w oris  forty  thousand;  but  he  should  himself 
vote  against  filling  the  blank  with  this  number, 
because  it  would  deprive  the  State  of  Ehode 
Island  of  one-half  of  her  present  Representa- 
tives ;  it  would  deprive  Connecticut  and  Mary- 
land each  of  one  member,  and  Virginia  of  two. 
He  should,  therefore,  be  in  favor  of  filling  the 
blank  with  37,000,  as  this  number  would  not 
deprive  any  State  of  a  Eepresentative,  and  it 
would  only  increase  the  present  number  of 
Eepresentatives  from  142  to  180. 

Mr.  Dawson  then  moved,  that  the  said  blank 
be  filled  with  the  words  "thirty-seven  thou- 


sand ; "  and  the  question  thereon  being  taken,  was 
resolved  in  the  affirmative — yeas  102,  nays  18. 

Mr.  Dawson  moved  to  fill  the  other  blanks  in 
the  bill,  as  follows :  New  Hampshire,  five  mem- 
bers ;  Massachusetts,  eighteen ;  Vermont,  five ; 
Ehode  Island,  two ;  Connecticut,  seven ;  New 
York,  twenty-five ;  New  Jersey,  six ;  Pennsyl- 
vania, twenty-one ;  Delaware,  one  ;  Maryland, 
nine;  Virginia,  twentj-two;  North  Carolina, 
thirteen ;  South  Carolma,  nine ;  Georgia,  five ; 
Kentucky,  ten ;  Ohio,  six ;  and  Tennessee,  six. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed  for  a 
third  reading,  and  the  House  adjourned. 

Monday,  December  2. 
John  Tauafeeeo,  who  has  been  declared  en- 
titled to  a  seat  in  this  House,  as  one  of  the 
members  for  Virginia,  in  the  place  of  John  P. 
Hungerford,  who  has  been  declared  not  entitled 
to  a  seat  in  this  House,  appeared,  was  qualified, 
and  took  his  seat. 


Feidat,  December  6. 

Mr.  Emott  presented  a  petition  of  Harrison 
and  Lewis,  of  the  city  of  New  York,  merchants, 
praying  permission  to  import  from  the  British 
West  India  Islands,  goods  to  the  amount  of  debts 
owing  to  them  by  certain  inhabitants  in  said 
islands. — ^Eeferred  to  the  Committee  of  Com- 
merce and  Manufactures. 

Mr.  Smilie  presented  a  memorial  of  the  Pres- 
ident and  Managers  of  the  Union  Canal  Com- 
pany of  Pennsylvania,  praying  the  aid  and 
patronage  of  the  General  Government  in  accom- 
plishing the  extensive  and  useful  works  in  which 
they  are  engaged ;  which  was  read,  and  referred 
to  a  select  committee. 

Messrs.  Smiub,  Eedgelt,  Einggold,  Bakee, 
and  Blebckee,  were  appointed  the  committee. 

A  message  from  tiie  Senate  -informed  the 
House  that  the  Senate  insist  on  their  amend- 
ments, disagreed  to  by  this  House,  to  the  biU  "  for 
the  apportionment  of  Eepresentatives  among 
the  several  States  according  to  the  third  enume- 
ration ;"  agree  to  the  proposed  conference,  and 
have  appointed  managers  on  their  part  at  the 
same. 

Foreign  Belations. 

The  House  resolved  itself  into  a  Committee 
of  the  Whole  on  the  state  of  the  Union,  to  which 
Committee  of  the  Whole  was  committed  the  re- 
port of  the  Committee  on  Foreign  Relations, 
made  some  days  ago. 

The  report  having  been  read — 

Mr.  PoETEE  said  that  the  House  were  prob- 
ably expecting  from  the  Committee  of  Foreign 
Eelations  some  explanations  of  their  views  in 
reporting  the  resolutions  now  under  considera- 
tion, in  addition  to  the  general  exposition  of 
them  contained  in  the  report  itself.  The  com- 
mittee themselves  felt  that  such  explanations 
were  due,  inasmuch  as  they  had  only  reported  in 
part,  and  had  intimated  their  intention  to  follow 
up  these  resolutions,  should  they  be  adopted,  by 
the  recommendation  of  ulterior  measures. 
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The  committee,  Mr.  P.  said,  after  examining 
the  various  documents-accompanying  the  Pres- 
ident's Message,  were  satisfied,  as  he  presumed 
every  member  of  the  House  was,  that  all  hopes 
of  accommodating  our  differences  with  Great 
Britain  by  negotiation  must  be  abandoned. 
When  they  loolsed  at  the  correspondence  be- 
tween the  two  Governments ;  when  they  ob- 
served the  miserable  shifts  and  evasions  (for 
they  were  entitled  to  no  better  appellation)  to 
which  Great  Britain  resorted  to  excuse  the  vio- 
lations of  our  maritime  rights,  it  was  impossible 
not  to  perceive  that  her  conduct  towards  us 
was  not  regulated  even  by  her  own  sense  of 
justice,  but  solely  by  a  regard  to  the  probable 
extent  of  our  forbearance.  The  last  six  years 
had  been  marked  by  a  series  of  progressive  en- 
croachments on  our  rights ;  and  the  principles 
by  which  she  publicly  upheld  her  aggressions, 
were  as  mutable  as  her  conduct.  We  had  seen 
her  one  year  advancing  doctrines,  which  the 
year  before  she  had  reprobated.  He  had  seen 
her  one  day  capturing  our  vessels  under  pretexts, 
which  on  the  preceding  day  she  would  have  been 
ashamed  or  afraid  to  avow.  Indeed,  said  Mr. 
P.,  she  seems  to  have  been  constantly  and  care- 
fully feeling  our  pulse,  to  ascertain  what  potions 
we  would  bear  ;  and  if  we  go  on  submitting  to 
one  indignity  after  another,  it  will  not  be  long 
before  we  shall  see  British  subjects,  not  only 
taking  our  property  in  our  harbors,  but  tram- 
pling on  our  persons  in  the  streets  of  our  cities. 

Having  become  convinced  that  all  hopes  from 
farther  negotiation  were  idle,  the  committee, 
Mr.  P.  said,  were  led  to  the  consideration  of 
another  question,  which  was — whether  the  mar- 
itime rights  which  Great  Britain  is  violating 
were  such  as  we  ought  to  support  at  the  hazard 
and  expense  of  a  war  ?  And  he  believed  he 
was  correct  in  stating  that  the  committee  was 
unanimously  of  the  opinion  that  they  were.  The 
committee  thought  that  the  Orders  in  Council, 
so  fa^  as  they  go  to  interrupt  our  direct  trade, 
that  is,  the  carrying  of  the  productions  of  this 
country  to  a  market  in  the  ports  of  friendly  na- 
tions, and  returning  with  the  proceeds  of  them 
— ought  to  be  resisted  by  war.  How  far  wo 
ought  to  go  in  support  of  what  is  commonly 
called  the  carrying  trade,  although  the  question 
was  agitated  in  the  committee,  no  definitive 
opinion  was  expressed.  It  was  not  deemed  ne- 
cessary, at  this  time,  to  express  such  an  opin- 
ion, inasmuch  as  the  injury  we  sustain  by  the  in- 
hibition of  this  trade  is  merged  in  the  greater 
one  to  our  direct  trade. 

The  Orders  in  Council,  Mr.  P.  said,  of  which 
there  seemed  now  to  be  no  prospect  of  a  speedy 
repeal — certainly  none  during  the  continuance 
of  the  present  war — authorized  the  capture  of 
our  vessels  bound  to  and  from  ports  where  Brit- 
ish commerce  is  not  favorably  received;  and 
as  that  nation  is  at  war  with  most  of  the  civil- 
ized world,  the  effect  was  (as  he  understood 
from  those  who  had  much  better  information 
on  the  subject  than  he  could  pretend  to)  to  cut 
up,  at  once,  about  three-fourthg  of  our  best  and 
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most  profitable  commerce.  It  was  impossible 
that  the  mercantile  or  agricultural  interests  of 
the  United  States,  which  on  the  question  of  a 
right  to  the  direct  trade  could  never  be  separat- 
ed, could  submit  to  such  impositions.  It  was  his 
opinion,  that  going  upon  the  ground  of  a  mere 
pecuniary  calculation,  a  calculation  of  profits 
and  loss,  it  would  be  for  our  interest  to  go  to 
war  to  remove  the  Orders  in  Council,  rather 
than  submit  to  them,  even  during  the  term  of 
their  probable  continuance. 

But  there  was  another  point  of  view  in  which 
the  subject  presented  itself  to  the  committee, 
and  that  was  as  regarded  the  character  of  the 
country.  We  were  a  young  nation,  and  he 
hoped  we  cherished  a  little  pride  and  spirit,  as 
well  as  a  great  deal  of  justice  and  moderation. 
Our  situation  was  not  unlike  that  of  a  young 
man  just  entering  into  life,  and  who,  if  he  tamely 
submitted  to  one  cool,  deliberate,  intentional 
indignity,  might  safely  calculate  to  be  kicked 
and  cuffed  for  the  whole  of  the  remainder  of  his 
life  ;  or,  if  he  should  afterwards  undertake  to 
retrieve  his  character,  must  do  it  at  ten  times 
the  expense  which  it  would  have  cost  him  at 
first  to  support  it.  We  should  clearly  under- 
stand and  define  those  rights  which  as  a  nation 
we  ought  to  support,  and  we  should  support 
them  at  every  hazard.  If  there  be  any  such 
thing  as  rights  between  nations,  surely  the  peo- 
ple of  the  United  States,  occupying  the  half  of 
a  continent,  have  a  right  to  navigate  the  seas, 
without  being  molested  by  the  inhabitants  of 
the  httle  island  of  Great  Britain. 

It  was  under  these  views  of  the  subject  that 
the  conmiittee  did  not  heSitate  to  give  it  as  their 
opinion,  that  we  ought  to  go  to  war  in  opposi- 
tion to  the  Orders  in  CouncO.  But  as  to  the 
extent  of  the  war  and  the  time  when  it  should 
be  commenced,  there  would  of  course  be  some 
diversity  of  sentiment  in  the  House,  as  there 
was,  at  first,  in  the  committee. 

That  we  can  contend  with  Great  Britain 
openly  and  even  handed  on  the  element  where 
she  injures  us,  it  would  be  folly  to  pretend. 
Were  it  even  in  our  power  to  build  a  navy 
which  should  be  able  to  cope  with  her,  no  man 
who  has  any  regard  for  the  happiness  of  the 
people  of  this  country  would  venture  to  advise 
such  a  measure.  All  the  fame  and  glory  which 
the  British  navy  has  acquired  at  sea,  have  been 
dearly  paid  for  in  the  sufferings  and  misery  of 
that  ill-fated  people  at  home — sufferings  occa- 
sioned in  a  great  measure  by  the  expense  of  that 
stupendous  establishment.  But  without  such  a 
navy  the  United  States  could  make  a  serious 
impression  upon  Great  Britain,  even  at  sea. 
We  could  have,  within  six  months  after  a  de- 
claration of  war,  hundreds  of  privateers  in  every 
part  of  the  ocean.  We  could  har;iss,  if  not  de- 
stroy, the  vast  and  profitable  commerce  which 
she  is  constantly  carrying  on  to  every  part  oi 
this  continent.  We  could  destroy  lier  fisheries 
to  the  north  ;  we  could  depredate  upon  her 
commerce  to  the  West  India  Islands,  which  is 
passing  by  our  doors ;   we   could  annoy  her 
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trade  along  the  coast  of  South  America  ;  we 
could  even  carry  the  war  to  her  own  shores  in 
Europe. 

Mr.  P.  said  he  had  risen  merely  for  the  purpose 
of  explaining  to  the  House  the  opinion  and  views 
of  the  committee  in  relation  to  the  resolutions 
now  to  be  discussed,  and  lie  should  be  satisfied  if 
he  had  been  so  fortunate  as  to  succeed. 

The  question  was  then  taken  on  the  first  reso- 
lution for  filling  the  ranks  of  the  present  army, 
&c.,  and  carried. 


Sattjudat,  December  7. 
Territorial  Government  in  Upper  Louisiana. 
Mr.  Pleasants  presented  a  remonstrance  and 
petition  of  sundry  inhabitants  of  St.  Louis,  in 
the  Territory  of  Louisiana,  stating  the  many  in- 
juries and  inconveniences  which  would  result 
from  a  change  in  their  form  of  government,  and 
praying  that  no  alteration  may  be  made  in  their 
said  form  of  government. — Referred  to  the  Com- 
mittee of  the  "Whole  on  the  bill  providing  for 
the  government  of  tlie  said  Territory. 


Monday,  December  9. 
Foreign  Relations. 

The  House  resumed  the  consideration  of  the 
report  of  the  Committee  of  Foreign  Relations. 

The  question  being  on  the  agreement  to  the 
second  resolution,  authorizing  the  raising  an  ad- 
ditional regular  force — 

Mr.  Geundt,  as  a  member  of  the  committee 
stated  his  impression  that  this  was  the  vital  part 
of  the  report ;  and  although  he  had  no  desire 
to  prolong  debate,  invited  those  who  were  op- 
posed to  the  report  now  to  come  forward  and 
state  their  objections  to  it. 

Mr.  Randolph  said  he  was  an  old-fashioned 
politician.  In  the  days  of  terror,  we  shrunk  at 
standing  armies  ;  and  what  is  the  object  now — 
defence  ?  Who  ?  Freemen  who  would  not  de- 
fend themselves.  He  would  ask,  if  seven  millions 
of  Americans  were  to  be  protected  in  their  lives 
and  liberties  by  ten  thousand  vagabonds  who 
were  fit  food  for  gunpowder?  It  would  be  ne- 
cessary to  know  the  ulterior  views  of  the  com- 
mittee on  this  point.  It  would  be  proper, 
before  a  vote  was  taken  on  this  resolution,  to 
know  for  what  purpose  these  additional  troops 
were  wanted.  The  House  ought  not  to  commit 
itself  on  a  question  of  such  magnitude  without 
detaOed  information.  He  was  as  much  opposed 
to  raising  standing  armies  now,  as  he  had  been 
in  the  reign  of  ten-or.  He  had  seen  too  much 
of  the  corruptions  attendant  on  those  establish- 
ments, in  the  course  of  the  investigation  in 
which  he  was  engaged,  not  to  disclaim  aU  share 
in  the  creation  of  them.  The  people  of  the 
United  States  could  defend  themselves,  if  neces- 
sary, and  had  no  idea  of  resting  their  defence 
on  mercenaries,  picked  up  from  brothels  and 
tippling  houses — pickpockets  who  have  escaped 
from  Newgate,  &c.,  and  sought  refuge  in  this 
asylum  of  oppressed  humanity.    He  contended 


that  this  resolution  contained  an  unconstitu- 
tional proposition,  and  that  the  standing  army 
now  in  the  service  of  the  United  States  was 
maintained  in  the  very  teeth  of  that  part  of  the 
constitution  which  declares  that  no  money  for 
the  support  of  a  standing  army  should  be  ap- 
propriated for  more  than  two  years.  He  again 
called  for  information  as  to  the  object  of  the 
army  now  proposed  to  be  raised  ;  declaring, 
that,  if  the  President  should  say  they  were  ne- 
cessary for  the  protection  of  New  Orleans,  to 
be  employed  against  the  Indians,  or  to  repel  in- 
cursions from  Canada,  (although  this  seemed 
not  to  be  much  thought  of,)  he  should  not  re- 
fuse to  grant  them.  He  declared  the  report  to 
he  a  negative  position,  which  could  not  be  com- 
bated except  to  disadvantage.  He  wished  to 
know  the  constitutional  resources  of  the  com- 
mittee, and  expressed  a  hope  that  the  remarks  he 
had  made  would  draw  out  the  talents  of  that  body. 

Mr.  Geundt. — ^I  did  not  expect  that  the  gen- 
tleman from  Virginia  would  have  made  any  in- 
quiries into  the  motives  or  objects  of  that  com- 
mittee of  which  he  himself  was  a  member.  He, 
sir,  attended  faithfully  to  his  duty,  and  witness- 
ed every  step  the  committee  took.  He  also 
saw  the  report  before  it  was  made  to  this  House, 
and  must  have  heard  the  exposition  of  our  ul- 
terior measures,  as  explained  by  our  Chairman. 
Why,  then,  sir,  shall  he  now  aflect  not  to  un- 
derstand us?  Our  object,  by  those  who  vrill 
listen,  shall  not  be  misunderstood.  And,  Mr. 
Speaker,  as  I  have  no  political  secrets,  I  feel  no 
hesitation  in  declaring  to  you,  to  this  House,  and 
to  the  nation,  the  view  I  have  taken  of  the  sub- 
ject. But  before  I  do  this,  it  is  due  to  the  com- 
mittee that  an  explanation  of  their  conduct 
should  take  place. 

So  soon  as  the  Committee  on  our  Foreign  Re- 
lations was  appointed,  we  were  forcibly  im- 
pressed with  the  serious  and  highly  responsible 
station  you  had  assigned  us  ;  to  that  commit- 
tee, consisting  "of  nine  members  only,  were  not 
only  the  eyes  of  this  House  but  of  the  nation 
turned  ;  and  from  us,  in  this,  the  most  troubled 
season  our  world  has  ever  known,  was  it  ex- 
pected that  a  course  of  measures  would  be  re- 
commended, calculated  to  protect  the  interests  of 
seven  millions  of  people.  Under  this  impres- 
sion, Mr.  Speaker,  we  deemed  it  a  duty  to  take 
time  for  deliberation ;  we  thought  it  better  to 
encounter  the  charge  of  having  acted  in  a  tardy 
and  dilatory  way,  than  to  take  a  rash  step,  by 
which  this  nation  might  be  plunged  into  diffi- 
culties, from  which  it  could  not  be  easily  ex- 
tricated. We  therefore  took  the  necessary 
time  to  weigh-  the  arguments  both  for  and 
against  the  measures  we  have  recommended  ; 
and,  as  far  as  we  were  able,  we  surveyed  the 
consequences  which  were  to '  follow  from  the 
course  we  proposed.  We  foresaw,  Mr.  Speaker, 
that  our  countrymen  were  to  fall  in  the  medi- 
tated conflict,  and  that  American  blood  was  to 
stream  afresh.  Nor  were  we  unmindful  of  the 
expenditure  of  public  treasure.  And,  sir,  what 
cost  me  more  reflection  than  every  thing  else, 
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was  the  new  test  to  wliich  we  are  to  put  this 
Government.  We  are  ahont  to  ascertain  hy  ac- 
tual experiment  how  far  our  Republican  institu- 
tions are  calculated  to  stand  the  shock  of  war, 
and  whether,  after  foreign  danger  disappeared, 
we  can  again  assume  our  peaceful  attitude,  with- 
out endangering  the  liberties  of  the  people. 

Against  these  considerations,  weighty  in  them- 
selves, your  committee  felt  themselves  con- 
strained to  decide,  influenced  by  existing  cir- 
cumstances of  a  character  too  imperious  to  be 
resisted:  these  I  wiU  enumerate  before  I  sit 
down.  My  business  at  present  is  to  address  a 
particular  portion  of  the  members  of  this  House 
— I  mean,  sir,  the  Eepublican  members — and 
although  what  I  am  about  to  say  might  be  deem- 
ed impolitic  on  ordinary  subjects  of  legislation, 
yet,  at  this  time  and  on  this  occasion,  it  would 
be  criminal  to  conceal  a  single  thought  which 
might  influence  their  determination.  We  should 
now,  Mr.  Speaker,  forget  little  party  animosi- 
ties, we  should  mingle  minds  freely,  and,  as  far 
as  we  are  able,  conmiune  with  the  understand- 
ings of  each  other  ;  and,  the  decision  once 
made,  let  us  become  one  people,  and  present  an 
undivided  front  to  the  enemies  of  our  country. 

Republicans  should  never  forget  that  some 
years  ago  a  set  of  men  of  difierent  politics  held 
the  reins  of  this  Government,  and  drove  the  car 
of  State ;  they  were  charged  with  being  friendly 
to  standing  armies  in  times  of  peace,  and  favor- 
able to  expensive  establishments ;  not  for  the 
purpose  of  opposing  foreign  enemies,  but  to  en- 
courage Executive  patronage,  and  to  bring 
these  forces  to  operate  upon  the  people  them- 
selves. These  measures  alarmed  the  Republi- 
cans; they  remonstrated,  they  clamored,  they 
appealed  to  the  people,  and  by  a  national  sen- 
tence, the  men  then  in  power  were  taken  down 
from  their  high  places,  and  Republican  men 
were  put  in  their  seats. 

If  your  minds  are  resolved  on  war,  you  are 
consistent,  you  are  right,  you  are  still  Republi- 
cans ;  but  £f  you  are  not  resolved,  pause  and  re- 
flect, for  should  this  resolution  pass,  and  you 
then  become  faint-hearted,  remember  that  you 
have  abandoned  your  old  principles,  and  trod  in 
the  paths  of  your  predecessors. 

According  to  my  view  of  this  subject,  Mr. 
Speaker,  we  now  stand  on  the  bank  ;  one  move- 
ment more,  the  Rubicon  is  passed,  we  are  in 
Italy,  and  we  must  march  to  Rome. 

Ab  a  member  of  the  conmiittee,  I  feel  no  hesi- 
tation in  saying,  that  if  there  be  a  member  here, 
not  determined  to  go  with  us  to  the  extent  of 
our  measures,  I  prefer  now  to  take  my  leave  of 
him,  rather  than  be  deserted  when  the  clouds 
darken,  and  the  storm  thickens  upon  us. 

This  admonition  I  owed  to  candor — I  have 
paid  it,  not  becaose  I  doubted ;  my  purpose  is 
settled,  my  mind  reposes  upon  it.  I  may  be  in 
an  error.  If  I  am,  I  hope  my  country  will  for- 
give me.  From  my  God  I  shalT  never  need  it, 
because  he  knows  the  purity  of  my  motives. 

What,  Mr.  Speaker,  are  we  now  called  on  to 
decide?    It  is  whether  we  wUI  resist  by  force 


the  attempt  made  by  that  Government,  to  sub- 
ject our  maritime  rights  to  the  arbitrary  and 
capricious  rule  of  her  will ;  for  my  part  I  am 
not  prepared  to  say  that  this  country  shall  sub- 
mit to  have  her  commerce  interdicted  or  reg- 
ulated by  any  foreign  nation.  Sir,  I  prefer  war 
to  submission. 

Over  and  above  these  unjust  pretensions  or 
the  British  Government,  for  many  years  past 
they  have  been  in  the  px'actice  of  impressing 
our  seamen  froft  merchant  vessels ;  this  unjust 
and  lawless  invasion  of  personal  liberty,  calls 
loudly  for  the  interposition  of  this  Government. 
To  those  better  acquainted  with  the  facts  in  re- 
lation to  it,  I  leave  it  to  fill  up  the  picture. 
My  mind  is  irresistibly  drawn  to  the  West. 

Although  others  may  not  strongly  feel  the 
bearing  which  the  late  transactions  in  that  quar- 
ter have  on  this  subject,  upon  my  mind  they 
have  great  influence.  It  cannot  be  believed  by 
eny  man  who  wUl  reflect  that  the  savage  tribes, 
uninfluenced  by  other  powers,  would  think  of 
making  war  on  the  United  States.  They  un- 
derstand too  well  their  own  weakness,  and  our 
strength.  They  have  already  felt  the  weight 
of  our  ai-ms;  tJiey  know  they  hold  the  very 
soil  on  which  they  live  as  tenants  at  sufferance. 
How,  then,  sir,  are  we  to  account  for  their  late 
conduct  ?  In  one  way  only ;  some  powerful  na- 
tion must  have  intrigued  with  them  and  turned 
their  peaceful  disposition  towards  us  into  hos- 
tilities. Great  Britain  alone  has  intercourse 
with  those  northern  tribes ;  I  therefore  infer, 
that  if  British  gold  has  not  been  employed,  their 
baubles  and  trmkets,  and  the  promise  of  sup- 
port, and  a  place  of  refuge  if  necessary,  have 
had  their  efieot. 

If  I  am  right  in  this  conjecture,  war  is  not  to 
commence  by  sea  or  land,  it  is  already  begun ; 
and  some  of  the  richest  blood  of  our  country 
has  already  been  shed.  Tes,  Mr.  Speaker,  in 
one  individual  has  fallen,  the  honest  man,  the 
orator  and  the  soldier.*  That  he  loved  his  coun- 
try none  can  doubt — he  died  to  preserve  its 
honor  and  its  fame — I  mean  the  late  com- 
mander of  the  cavalry ;  you,  sir,  who  have  often 
measured  your  strength  with  his  in  forensic  de- 
bate, can  attest  that  he  in  a  good  degree  was 
the  pride  of  the  western  country,  and  Kentucky 
claimed  him  as  a  favorite  son.  For  his  loss, 
with  those  who  fell  by  his  side,  the  whole  west- 
ern country  is  ready  to  march ;  they  only  wait 
for  our  permission ;  and,  sir,  war  once  declared, 
I  pledge  myself  for  my  people — they  will  avenge 
the  death  of  their  brethren. 


Tuesday,  December  10. 
Another  member,  to  wit,  James  GooHEAif, 
from  North  Carolina,  appeared  and  took  his 
seat. 

/Spanish  American  Goloniea. 
Mr.  MrroHiLL,  from  the  committee  appointed 


*  Joseph  Hamilton  Daviess,  commanding  the  expeditioa 
to  Tippecanoe,  where  he  was  killed  in  a  night  charge  upon 
the  Indians. 
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on  that  part  of  the  President's  Message  which 
relates  to  the  Spanish  American  Colonies,  made 
a  report,  in  part,  thereon ;  which  was  read  and 
referred  to  a  Committee  of  the  Whole  on  the 
state  of  the  Union.     The  report  is  as  follows : 

The  committee  to  whom  was  referred  so  much  of 
the  President's  Me.^sage  as  relates  to  the  Spanish 
American  colonies,  have,  in  obedience  to  the  order  of 
the  House,  deliberately  considered  the  subject  before 
them,  and  directed  a  report,  in  part,  to  be  submitted 
to  the  consideration  of  the  House,  in  the  form  of  a 
public  declaration,  as  follows : 

Whereas  several  of  the  American  Spanish  prov- 
inces have  represented  to  the  United  States  that  it  has 
been  found  expedient  for  them  to  associate  and  form 
Federal  Governments  upon  the  elective  and  represent- 
ative plan,  and  to  declare  themselves  free  and  inde- 
pendent— Therefore  be  it 

Resolved,  hy  the  Senate  and  Home  of  Representatives 
of  the  United  Stales  of  America  in  Congress  assembled. 
That  they  behold  with  friendly  interest,  the  establish- 
ment of  independent  sovereignties  by  the  Spanish" 
provinces  in  America,  consequent  upon  the  actual 
state  of  the  monarchy  to  which  tliey  belonged  ;  that 
as  neighbors  and  inhabitants  of  the  same  hemisphere 
the  United  States  feel  great  solicitude  for  their  wel- 
fare ;  and  that  when  those  provinces  shall  have  at- 
tained the  condition  of  nations,  by  the  just  exercise 
of  their  rights,  the  Senate  and  House  of  Representa- 
tives will  unite  with  the  Executive,  in  establishing 
with  them  as  sovereign  and  independent  States,  such 
amicable  relations  and  commercial  intercourse  as 
may  require  their  I^egislative  authority. 

Foreign  Relations. 

The  order  of  the  day  being  called  for,  the 
Speaeee  observed,  that  the  gentleman  from 
Virginia  on  the  right  of  the  Chair  was  entitled 
to  the  floor. 

Mr.  Randolph  rose.  He  expressed  his  sense 
of  the  motive  which  had  induced  the  gentleman 
from  Tennessee  (Mr.  Geundy)  to  move  the  ad- 
journment, yesterday,  and  of  the  politeness  of 
the  House  in  granting  it ;  at  the  same  time  de- 
claring that  in  point  of  fact  he  had  little  cause 
to  be  thankful  for  the  favor,  well  intended  as 
he  knew  it  to  have  been — since  he  felt  himself 
even  less  capable  of  proceeding  with  his  argu- 
ment, than  he  had  been  on  the  preceding  day. 

It  was  a  question,  as  it  had  been  presented 
to  the  House,  of  peace  or  war.  In  that  light  it 
had  been  argued ;  in  no  other  light  could  he 
consider  it,  after  the  declaration  made  by  mem- 
bers of  the  Committee  of  Foreign  Relations. 
Without  intending  any  disrespect  to  the  Chair, 
he  must  be  permitted  to  say  that  if  the  decision 
yesterday  was  correct,  "That  it  was  not  in  or- 
der to  advance  any  arguments  against  the  reso- 
lution, drawn  from  topics  before  other  commit- 
tees of  the  House,"  the  whole  debate,  nay,  the 
report  itself  on  which  they  were  acting,  was 
disorderly;  since  the  increase  of  the  military 
force  was  a  subject  at  that  time  in  agitation  by 
the  select  committee  raised  on  that  branch  of 
the  President's  Message.  But  it  was  impossible 
that  the  discussion  of  a  question  broad  as  the 
wide  ocean  of  our  foreign  concerns — ^involving 


every  consideration  of  interest,  of  right,  of  hap- 
piness and  of  safety  at  home — touching  in  every 
point,  all  that  was  dear  to  freemen,  "their  lives, 
their  fortunes,  and  their  sacred  honor ! " — could 
be  tied  down  by  the  narrow  rules  of  technical 
routine.  The  Committee  of  Foreign  Relations 
had  indeed  decided  that  the  subject  of  arming 
the  militia  (which  lie  had  pressed  upon  them 
as  indispensable  to  the  public  security)  did  not 
come  within  the  scope  of  their  authority.  On 
what  ground,  he  had  been  and  still  was  unable 
to  see,  they  had  felt  themselves  authorized 
(when  that  subject  was  before  another  commit- 
tee) to  recommend  the  raising  of  standing  ar- 
mies, with  a  view  (as  had  been  declared)  of 
immediate  war — a  war  not  of  defence,  but  of 
conquest,  of  aggrandizement,  of  ambition;  a  war 
foreign  to  the  interests  of  this  country,  to  the 
interests  of  humanity  itself. 

He  knew  not  how  gentlemen,  calling  them- 
selves republicans,  could  advocate  such  a  war. 
What  was  their  doctrine  in  l798-'9,  when  the 
command  of  the  army — that  highest  of  aU  pos- 
sible trusts  in  any  Government,  be  the  form 
what  it  may — was  reposed  in  the  bosom  of  the 
Father  of  his  Country,  the  sanctuary  of  a  na- 
tion's love,  the  only  hope  that  never  came  in 
vain!  When  other  worthies  of  the  Revolution 
—Hamilton,  Pinckney,  and  the  younger  Wash- 
ington— ^men  of  tried  patriotism,  of  approved 
conduct  and  valor,  of  imtarnished  honor,  held 
subordinate  command  under  him  I  Republi- 
cans were  then  unwUling  to  trust  a  standing 
army,  even  to  his  hands  who  had  given  proof 
that  he  was  above  all  human  temptation.  Where 
now  is  the  Revolutionary  hero  to  whom  yon 
are  about  to  confide  this  sacred  trust  ?  To  whom 
will  you  confide  the  charge  of  leading  the  flower 
of  our  youth  to  the  Heights  of  Abraham  ?  WiU 
you  find  him  in  the  person  of  an  acquitted  felon  ? 
What  I  then  you  were  unwilling  to  vote  an  ar- 
my where  snch  men  as  had  been  named  held 
high  command !  when  Washington  himself  was 
at  the  head — did  you  then  show  such  reluctance, 
feel  such  scruples ;  and  are  you  now  nothing 
loth,  fearless  of  every  consequence  ?  WiU  you 
say  that  your  provocations  were  less  then  than 
now  ?  When  your  direct  commerce  was  inter- 
dicted— your  Ambassadors  hooted  with  derision 
from  the  French  Court — ^tribute  demanded — ac- 
tual war  waged  upon  you  1 

Those  who  opposed  the  army  then  were  in- 
deed denounced  as  the  partisans  of  France ;  as 
the  same  men — some  of  them  at  least — are  now 
held  up  as  the  advocates  of  England ;  those  firm 
and  undeviatlng  Republicans  who  then  dared, 
and  now  dare,  to  cling  to  the  ark  of  the  consti- 
tution, to  defend  it  even  at  the  expense  of  their 
fame,  rather  than  surrender  themselves  to  the 
wild  projects  of  mad  ambition  I  There  was  a 
fatality  attending  plenitude  of  power.  Soon 
or  late  some  mania  seizes  upon  its  possessors — 
they  fall  from  the  dizzy  height  through  the  giddi- 
ness of  their  own  heads.  Like  a  vast  estate,  heap- 
ed up  by  the  labor  and  industry  of  one  man, 
which  seldom  survives  the  third  generation— 
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power,  gained  by  patient  assiduity,  by  a  faithful 
and  i-egular  discharge  of  its  attendant  duties,  sood 
gets  above  its  own  origin.  Intoxicated  with  their 
own  greatness  the  Federal  party  fell.  Will  not 
the  same  causes  produce  the  same  effects  now 
as  then  ?  Sir,  you  may  raise  this  army,  you 
may  build  up  this  vast  structure  of  patronage, 
this  mighty  apparatus  of  favoritism ;  but — "  lay 
not  the  flattering  unction  to  your  souls  " — you 
will  never  live  to  enjoy  the  succession.  You 
sign  your  political  death  warrant. 

Mr.  E.  here  adverted  to  the  provocation  to 
hostilities  from  shutting  up  the  Mississippi  by 
Spain  in  1803 — but  more  fully  to  the  conduct 
of  the  House  in  1805-'6,  under  the  strongest  of 
all  imaginable  provocatives  to  war ;  the  actual 
invasion  of  our  country.  He  read  various  pas- 
sages from  the  President's  public  Message  of 
December  3,  1805. 

Mr.  E.  said  that  the  peculiar  situation  of  the 
frontier,  at  that  time  insulted,  had  alone  in- 
duced the  committee  to  recommend  the  raising 
of  regular  troops.  It  was  too  remote  from  the 
population  of  the  country  for  the  militia  to  act, 
in  repelling  and  chastising  Spanish  incursion. 
New  Orleans  and  its  dependencies  were  sepa- 
rated by  a  vast  extent  of  wilderness  from  the 
settlements  of  the  old  United  States ;  filled  with 
a  disloyal  and  turbulent  people,  alien  to  our  in- 
stitutions, language  and  manners,  and  disaflfected 
towards  our  Government.  Little  reliance  could 
be  placed  upon  them,  and  it  was  plain,  that  if 
"it  was  the  intention  of  Spain  to  advance  on 
our  possessions  until  she  should  be  repulsed  by 
an  opposing  force,"  that  force  must  be  a  regular 
army,  unless  we  were  disposed  to  abandon  all 
the  country  south  of  Tennessee.  That  if  "the 
protection  of  our  citizens  and  the  spirit  and  the 
honor  of  our  country  required  that  force  should 
be  interposed,"  nothing  remained  but  for  the 
Legislature  to  grant  the  only  practicable  means, 
or  to  shrink  from  the  most  sacred  of  all  its  du- 
ties— to  abandon  the  soil  and  its  inhabitants  to 
the  tender  mercies  of  hostile  invaders. 

Yet  this  report,  moderate  as  it  was,  had  been 
deemed  of  too  strong  a  character  by  the  House. 
It  was  rejected  :  and,  at  the  motion  of  a  gen- 
tleman from  Massachusetts,  (Mr.  Bidwell,) — 
who  had  since  taken  a  great  fancy  also  to 
Canada,*  and  marched  off  thither,  in  advance  of 
the  committee  of  Foreign  Eelations — "  $2,000,- 
000,  were  appropriated  towards  "  (not  in  full 
of)  "any  extraordinary  expense  which  might 
be  incurred  in  the  intercourse  between  the 
United  States  and  foreign  nations :  "  in  other 
words,  to  buy  off,  at  Paris,  Spanish  aggressions 
at  home. 

Was  this  fact  given  in  evidence  of  our  impar- 

*  Where  he  became  a  member  of  the  Canadian  Parlia- 
ment, and  as  zealoue  for  King  George  as  he  had  been  In 
Congress  for  Mr.  Jefferson  after  his  sudden  conversion  to  the 
Eepnbliean  party  and  its  oflaces.  When  Mr.  Eandolph 
would  be  taunted  with  his  abandonment  of  Mr.  Jefferson,  he 
was  accustomed  to  say  that  he  left  him  when  Barnabas 
Bidwell  (for  Barnabas  was  his  name)  joined  him. 


tiality  towards  the  belligerents  ? — that  to  the 
insults  and  injuries  and  actual  invasion  of  one  of 
them  we  opposed  not  bullets,  but  dollars ;  that 
to  Spanish  invasion  we  opposed  money,  whilst 
for  British  aggression  on  the  high  seas  we  had 
arms ;  offensive  war  ?  Bftt  Spain  was  then 
shielded,  as  well  as  instigated,  by  a  greater 
power.  Hence  our  respect  for  her.  Had  we 
at  that  time  acted  as  we  ought  to  have  done  in 
defence  of  rights,  of  the  natale  solum  itself,  we 
should  (he  fell^  confident)  have  avoided  that 
series  of  insult,  disgrace,  and  injury,  which  had 
been  poured  out  upon  us  in  long  unbroken  suc- 
cession. We  would  not  then  raise  a  small  reg- 
ular force  for  a  country  where  the  militia  could 
not  act,  to  defend  our  own  Territory ;  now,  we 
are  willing  to  levy  a  gi-eat  army,  for  great  it  ' 
must  be,  to  accomplish  the  proposed  object,  for 
a  war  of  conquest  and  ambition — and  this,  too, 
at  the  very  entrance  of  the  "  Northern  ffive," 
of  the  strongest  part  of  the  Union. 

An  insinuation  had  fallen  from  the  gentleman 
from  Tennessee,  (Mr.  GntraDT,)  that  the  late 
massacre  of  our  brethren  on  the  Wabash  had 
been  instigated  by  the  British  Government.  Has 
the  President  given  any  such  information  ?  has 
the  gentleman  received  any  such,  even  infor- 
mally, from  any  officer  of  this  Government?  Is 
it  so  believed  by  the  Administration  ?  He  had 
cause  to  think  the  contrary  to  be  the  fact ; 
that  such  was  not  their  opinion.  This  insinua^ 
tion  was  of  the  grossest  kind — a  presumption 
the  most  rash,  the  most  unjustifiable.  Show 
but  good  ground  for  it,  he  would  give  up  the 
question  at  the  threshold — ^he  was  ready  to 
march  to  Canada.  It  was  indeed  well  calculat- 
ed to  excite  the  feelings  of  the  Western  people 
particularly,  who  were  not  quite  so  tenderly 
attached  to  our  red  brethren  as  some  modern 
philosophers ;  but  it  was  destitute  of  any  founda- 
tion, beyond  mere  surmise  and  suspicion. 
What  would  be  thought,  if,  without  any  proof 
whatsoever,  a  member  should  rise  in  his  place 
and  tell  us,  that  the  massacre  in  Savannah,  a 
massacre  perpetrated  by  civilized  savages,  with 
French  commissions  in  their  pockets,  was  ex- 
cited by  the  French  Government  ?  There  was 
an  easy  and  natural  solution  of  the  late  transac- 
tion on  the  Wabash,  in  the  well-known  charac- 
ter of  the  aboriginal  savage  of  North  America, 
without  resorting  to  any  such  mere  conjectural 
estimate.  He  was  sorry  to  say,  that  for  this 
signal  calamity  and  disgrace  the  House  was,  in 
part,  at  least,  answerable.  Session  after  session, 
their  table  had  been  piled  up  with  Indian 
treaties,  for  which  the  appropriations  had  been 
voted  as  a  matter  of  course,  without  examina- 
tion. Advantage  had  been  taken  of  the  spirit 
of  the  Indians,  broken  by  the  war  which  ended 
in  the  Treaty  of  Greenville.  Under  the  as- 
cendency then  acquired  over  them,  they  had 
been  pent  up  by  subsequent  treaties  into  nooks 
straitened  in  their  quarters  by  a  blind  cupid- 
ity, seeking  to  extinguish  their  title  to  immense 
wildernesses,  for  which  (possessing,  as  we  do 
already,  more  land  than  we  can  sell  or  use)  we 
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shall  not  have  occasion,  for  half  a  century  to 
come.  It  was  our  own  thirst  for  territory,  our 
own  want  of  moderation,  that  had  driven  these 
sons  of  nature  to  desperation,  of  which  we  felt 
the  effects. 

Mr.  E.,  although  not  personally  acquainted 
with  the  late  Colonel  Daviess,  felt,  he  was  per- 
suaded, as  deep  and  serious  regret  for  his  loss 
as  the  gentleman  from  Tennessee  himself.  He 
knew  him  only  through  the  representation  of 
a  friend  of  the  deceased,  (Mr,  Bow  an,)  some  time 
a  member  of  that  House ;  a  man,  who,  for  na- 
tive force  of  intellect,  manliness  of  character, 
and  high  sense  of  honor,  was  not  inferior  to  any 
that  had  ever  sat  there.  "With  him  he  sympa- 
thized in  the  severest  calamity  that  could  befall 
a  man  of  hia  cast  of  character.  Would  to  God 
they  were  both  then  ou  the  floor  1  From  his 
personal  knowledge  of  the  one,  he  felt  confident 
that  he  would  have  his  support — and  he  beheved 
(judging  of  him  from  the  representation  of  their 
common  friend)  of  the  other  also. 

He  could  but  smile  at  the  Hberality  of  the 
gentleman,  in  giving  Canada  to  Kew  York,  in 
order  to  strengthen  the  Northern  balance  of 
power,  while  at  the  same  time  he  forwarned 
her  that  the  Western  scale  must  preponderate. 
Mr.  E.  said  that  he  could  almost  fancy  that  he 
saw  the  Capitol  in  motion  towards  the  falls  of 
Ohio — after  a  short  sojourn  taking  its  flight  to 
the  Mississippi,  and  finally  alighting  on  Darien ; 
which,  when  the  gentleman's  dreams  are  real- 
ized, will  be  a  most  ehgible  seat  of  government 
for  the  new  Eepublic  (or  Empire)  of  the  two 
Americas!  But  it  seemed  that  "in  1808  we 
talked  and  acted  foolishly,"  and  to  give  some 
color  of  consistency  to  that  folly,  we  must  now 
commit  a  greater.  Eeally  he  could  not  conceive 
of  a  weaker  reason  oifered  in  support  of  a  pres- 
ent measure,  than  the  justification  of  a  former 
folly.  He  hoped  we  should  act  a  wiser  part — 
take  warning  by  our  foUies,  since  we  had  become 
sensible  of  them,  and  resolve  to  talk  and  act 
foolishly  no  more.  It  was  indeed  high  time  to 
give  over  such  preposterous  language  and  pro- 
ceedings. 

This  war  of  conquest,  a  war  for  the  acquisition 
of  territory  and  subjects,  is  to  be  a  new  com- 
mentary on  the  doctrine  that  Eepublics  are  des- 
titute of  ambition — that  they  are  addicted  to 
peace,  wedded  to  the  happiness  and  safety  of 
the  great  body  of  their  people.  But  it  seems 
this  is  to  be  a  holiday  campaign — there  is  to  be 
no  expense  of  blood,  or  treasure,  on  our  part — 
Canada  is  to  conquer  herself — she  is  to  be  sub- 
dued by  the  principles  of  fraternity.  The  peo- 
ple of  that  country  are  first  to  be  seduced  from 
their  allegiance,  and  converted  into  traitors,  as 
preparatory  to  the  making  them  good  citizens. 
Although  he  must  acknowledge  that  some  of 
our  flaming  patriots  were  thus  manufactured, 
he  did  not  think  the  process  would  hold  good 
with  a  whole  community.  It  was  a  dangerous 
experiment.  We  were  to  succeed  in  the  French 
mode  by  the  system  of  fraternization— all  is 
French  1  but  how  dreadfully  it  might  be  retort- 


ed on  the  Southern  and  Western  slaveholding 
States.  He  detested  this  subornation  of  treason. 
No — if  he  must  have  them,  let  them  fall  by  the 
>valor  of  our  armg,  by  fair,  legitimate  conquest; 
not  become  the  victims  of  treacherous  seduc- 
tion. 

He  was  not  surprised  at  the  war  spirit  which 
was  manifesting  itself  in  gentlemen  from,  the 
Sodth.  In  the  year  1805-'6,  in  a  struggle  for 
the  carrying  trade  of  belligerent  colonial  pro- 
duce, this  country  has  been  most  unwisely 
brought  into  collision  with  the  great  powers  of 
Europe.  By  a  series  of  most  impolitic  and  riiin- 
ons  measures,*  utterly  incomprehensible  to 
every  rational,  sober-minded  man,  the  Southern 
planters,  by  their  own  votes,  had  succeeded  in 
knocking  down  the  price  of  cotton  to  seven 
cents,  and  of  tobacco  (a  few  choice  crops  ex- 
cepted) to  nothing — and  in  raising  the  price  of 
blankets,  (of  which  a  few  would  not  be  amiss 
in  a  Canadian  campaign,)  coarse  woollens,  and 
every  article  of  first  necessity,  three  or  four 
hundred  per  cent.  And  now  that,  by  our  own 
acts,  we  have  brought  ourselves  into  this  unpre- 
cedented condition,  we  must  get  out  of  it  in  any 
way,  but  by  an  acknowledgment  of  our  own 
want  of  wisdom  and  forecast.  But  is  war  the 
true  remedy  ?  Who  will  profit  by  it?  Specu- 
lators— a  few  lucky  merchants,  who  draw  prizes 
in  the  lottery — commissaries  and  contractors. 
Who  must  suffer  by  it?  The  people.  It  is 
their  blood,  their  taxes,  that  must  flow  to  sup- 
port it. 

But  gentlemen  avowed  that  they  would  not 
go  to  war  for  the  carrying  trade — that  is,  for 
any  other  but  the  direct  export  and  import 
trade — that  which  carries  our  native  products 
abroad,  and  brings  back  the  return  cargo ;  and 
yet  they  stickle  for  our  commercial  rights,  and 
will  go  to  war  for  them !  He  wished  to  know, 
in  point  of  principle,  what  difference  gentlemen 
could  point  out  between  the  abandonment  of 
this  or  of  that  maritime  right  ?  Do  gentlemen 
assume  the  lofty  port  and  tone  of  chivalrous  re- 
dressers  of  maritime  wrongs,  and  declare  their 
readiness  to  surrender  every  other  maritime 
right,  provided  they  ipay  remain  unmolested  in 
the  exercise  of  the  humble  privilege  of  carrying 
their  own  produce  abroad,  and  bringing  back  a 
return  cargo  ?  Do  you  make  this  declaration 
to  the  enemy  at  the  outset  ?  Do  you  state  the 
minimum  with  which  you  will  be  contented, 
and  put  it  in  her  power  to  close  with  your  pro- 
ppsal  at  her  option;  give  her  the  basis  of  a 
treaty  ruinous  and  disgraceful  beyond  example 
and  expression?  and  this,  too,  after  having 
turned  up  your  nose  in  disdain  at  the  treaties 
of  Mr.  Jay  and  Mr.  Monroe  !  Will  you  say  to 
England,  "  end  the  war  when  you  please,  give 
us  the  direct  trade  in  our  own  produce,  we  are 
content?"  But  what  will  the  merchants  of 
Salem,  and  Boston,  and  New  York,  and  Phila- 
delphia, and  Baltimore,  the  men  of  Marblehead 
and  Cape  Cod,  say  to  this  ?     Will  they  join'  in  a 
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war  professing  to  hare  for  its  object  what  they 
would  consider  (and  justly  too)  as  the  sacrifice 
of  their  maritime  rights,  yet  affecting  to  he  a 
war  for  the  protection  of  commerce  ?  • 

He  was  gratified  to  find  gentlemen  acknowl- 
edging the  demoralizing  and  destructive  con- 
sequences of  the  non-importation  law — confess- 
ing the  truth  of  all  that  its  opponents  foretold 
when  it  was  enacted.  And  will  you  plunge 
yourselves  in  war,  because  you  have  passed  a 
foolish  and  ruinous  law,  and  are  ashamed  to 
repeal  it  ?  "  But  our  good  friend  the  French 
Emperor  stands  in  the  way  of  its  repeal,"  and 
as  we  cannot  go  too  far  in  making  sacrifices  to 
him,  who  has  given  such  demonstration  of  his 
love  for  the  Americans,  we  must,  in  point  of 
fact,  become  parties  to  his  war.  "  Who  can 
be  so  cruel  as  to  refuse  him  this  favor  ?"  His 
imagination  shrunk  from  the  miseries  of  such 
a  connection.  He  called  upon  the  House  to  re- 
flect whether  they  were  not  about  to  abandon 
all  reclamation  for  the  unparalleled  outrages, 
"  insults  and  injuries  "  of  the  French  Govern- 
ment, to  give  up  our  claim  for  plundered  mil- 
lions ;  and  asked  what  reparation  or  atonement 
they  could  expect  to  obtain  in  hours  of  future 
dalliance,  after  they  should  have  made  a  tender 
of  their  person  to  this  great  deflowerer  of  the 
virginity  of  republics.  We  had  by  our  own 
wise  (he  would  not  say  wise-acre)  measures,  so 
increased  the  trade  and  wealth  of  Montreal  and 
Quebec,  that  at  last  we  began  to  cast  a  wishful 
eye  at  Canada.  Having  done  so  much  towards 
its  improvement  by  the  exercise  of  "  our  re- 
strictive energies,"  we  began  to  think  the  laborer 
worthy  of  his  hire,  and  to  put  in  claim  for  our 
portion.  Suppose  it  ours,  are  we  any  nearer  to 
our  point?  As  his  Minister  said  to  the  King  of 
Epirus,  "may  we  not  as  well  take  our  bottle  of 
wine  before  as  after  this  exploit?"  Go !  march 
to  Canada !  leave  the  broad  bosom  of  the  Chesa- 
peake and  her  hundred  tributary  rivers — the 
whole  line  of  seacoast  from  Machias  to  St. 
Mary's  unprotected !  You  have  taken  Quebec — 
have  you  conquered  England  ?  Will  you  seek  for 
the  deep  foundations  of  her  power  in  the  frozen 
deserts  of  Labrador  ? 

"  Her  march  is  on  the  mountain  wave, 
Her  home  is  on  the  deep !  " 

Will  you  call  upon  her  to  leave  your  ports 
and  harbors  untouched,  only  just  till  you  can 
return  from  Canada  to  defend  them?  The 
coast  is  to  be  left  defenceless,  whilst  men  of  the 
interior  are  revelling  in  ,  conquest  and  spoil. 
But  grant  for  a  moment,  for  mere  argument's 
sake,  that  in  Canada  you  touched  the  sinews  of 
her  strength,  instead  of  removing  a  clog  upon 
her  resources — an  encumbrance,  but  one,  which, 
from  a  spirit  of  honor,  she  will  vigorously  de- 
fend. In  what  situation  would  you  then  place 
some  of  the  best  men  of  the  nation?  As  Chat- 
ham and  Burke,  and  the  whole  band  of  her  pa- 
triots, prayed  for  her  defeat  in  1776,  so  must 
some'of  the  truest  friends  to  their  country  de- 
precate the  success  of  our  arms  against  the  only 


power  that  holds  in  check  the  arch-enemy  of 
mankind. 

Mr.  E.  declared  that  the  committee  had  out- 
stripped the  Executive.  In  designating  the 
power  against  whom  this  force  was  to  be  em- 
ployed— as  had  most  unadvisably  been  done  in 
the  preamble  or  manifesto  with  which  the  reso- 
lutions were  prefaced — they  had  not  consulted 
the  views  of  the  Executive ;  that  designation 
was  equivalent  to  an  abandonment  of  all  our 
claims  on  the  French  Government.  No  sooner 
was  the  reporftaid  on  the  table,  than  the  vul- 
tures were  flocking  round  their  prey,  the  car- 
cass of  a  great  Military  Establishment — ^men  of 
tainted  reputation,  of  broken  fortunes  (if  they 
ever  had  any)  and  of  battered  constitutions, 
"  choice  spirits,  tired  of  the  dull  pursuits  of 
civU  life,"  were  seeking  after  agencies  and  com- 
missions ;  willing  to  doze  in  gross  stupidity  , 
over  the  public  fire ;  to  light  the  public  candle 
at  both  ends.  Honorable  men  undoubtedly 
there  were  ready  to  serve  their  country,  but 
what  man  of  spirit,  or  of  self-respect,  wordd  ac- 
cept a  commission  in  the  present  army? 

The  gentleman  from  Tennessee  (Mr.  Geuhbt) 
had  addressed  himself,  yesterday,  exclusively  to 
the  "Eepublicans  of  this  House."  Mr.  K. 
knew  not  whether  he  might  consider  himself  as 
entitled  to  any  part  of  the  benefit  of  the  honor- 
able gentleman's  discourse.  It  belonged  not, 
however,  to  that  gentleman  to  decide.  If  we 
must  have  an  exposition  of  the  doctrines  of 
Eepuhlicanism,  he  should  receive  it  from  the 
fathers  of  the  Church,  and  not  from  the  junior 
apprentices  of  the  law.  He  should  appeal  to 
his  worthy  friends  from  Carolina,  (Messrs.  Ma- 
con and  Stanfoed,)  "men  with  whom  he  had 
measured  his  strength,"  by  whose  side  he  had 
fought  during  the  reign  of  terror,  for  it  was  in- 
deed an  hour  of  corruption,  of  oppression,  of 
pollution.  It  was  not  at  all  to  his  taste,  that 
sort  of  Eepuhlicanism  which  was  supported  on 
this  side  of  the  Atlantic  by  the  father  of  the 
sedition  law,  John  Adams,  and  by  Peter  Porcu- 
pine on  the  other.  Eepuhlicanism !  of  John 
Adams!  and  William  Cobhett!  Far  nobUe 
fratrum,  now  united  as  in  1798,  whom  the 
cruel  walls  of  Newgate  alone  keep  from  flying 
to  each  other's  embrace — hut  whom,  in  senti- 
ment it  is  impossible  to  divide !  Gallant  cru- 
saders in  the  holy  cause  of  Eepuhlicanism! 
Such  "Eepuhlicanism  does  indeed  mean  any 
thing  or  nothing." 

Our  people  will  not  submit  to  be  taxed  for 
this  war  of  conquest  and  dominion.  The  Gov- 
ernment of  the  United  States  was  not  calculat- 
ed to  wage  oflensive  foreign  war — it  was  insti- 
tuted for  the  common  defence  and  general  wel- 
fare; and  whosoever  should  embark  in  a  war 
of  offence,  would  put  it  to  a  test  which  it  was 
by  no  means  calculated  to  endure.  Make  it  out 
that  Great  Britain  had  instigated  the  Indians 
on  the  late  occasion,  and  he  was  ready  for 
battle ;  but  not  for  dominion.  He  was  unwill- 
ing, however,  under  present  circumstances,  to 
take  Canada,  at  the  risk  of  the  constitution — ^to 


440 


ABBIDGMENT  OF  THE 


H.  OP  R.] 


Foreign  Relatioiu. 


[December, 


1811. 


embark  in  common  oau86  with  France  and  be 
dragged  at  the  wheels  of  the  car  of  some  Burr 
or  Bonaparte.  For  a  gentleman  from  Tennessee 
or  Genesee,  or  Lake  Ohamplain,  there  may  be 
some  prospect  of  advantage.  Their  hemp  would 
bear  a  great  price  by  the  exclusion  of  foreign 
supply.  In  that  too  the  great  importers  were 
deeply  interested.  The  upper  country  on  the 
Hudson  and  the  Lakes  would  be  enriched  by 
the  supplies  for  the  troops,  which  they  alone 
could  furnish.  They  would  have  the  exclusive 
market :  to  say  nothing  of  the  increased  pre- 
ponderance from  the  acquisition  of  Canada  and 
that  section  of  the  Union,  which  the  Southern 
and  "Western  States  had  already  felt  so  severely 
in  the  apportionment  bill. 

Ml-.  R.  adverted  to  the  defenceless  state  of 
our  seaports,  and  particularly  of  the  Chesapeake. 
A  single  spot  only,  on  both  shores,  might  be 
considered  in  tolerable  security — ^from  the  na- 
ture of  the  port  and  the  strength  of  the  popula- 
tion— and  that  spot  unhappily  governed  the 
whole  State  of  Maryland.  His  friend,  the  late 
Governor  of  Maryland,  (Mr.  Llotd,)  at  the  very 
time  he  was  bringing  his  warlike  resolutions 
before  the  Legislature  of  the  State,  was  liable, 
on  any  night,  to  be  taken  out  of  his  bed,  and 
carried  off  with  his  family,  by  the  most  con- 
temptible picaroon.  Such  was  the  situation  of 
many  a  family  in  Maryland  and  lower  Virginia. 

Mr.  E.  dwelt  on  the  danger  arising  from  the 
black  population.  He  said  he  would  touch  this 
subject  as  tenderly  as  possible — ^it  was  with  re- 
luctance that  he  touched  it  at  all — but  in  cases 
of  great  emergency,  the  State  physician  must 
not  be  deterred  by  a  sickly,  hysterical  humanity, 
from  probing  the  wound  of  his  patient — ^he 
must  not  be  withheld  by  a  fastidious  and  mis- 
taken humanity  from  representing  his  true  situ- 
ation to  his  friends,  or  even  to  the  sick  man 
himself,  where  the  occasion  called  for  it.  What 
was  the  situation  of  the  slaveholding  States? 
During  the  war  of  the  Eevolution,  so  fixed 
were  their  habits  of  subordination,  that  when 
the  whole  southern  country  was  overrun  by  the 
enemy,  who  invited  them  to  desert,  no  fear 
was  ever  entertained  of  an  insurrection  of  the 
slaves.  During  the  war  of  seven  years,  with 
our  country  in  possession  of  the  enemy,  no  such 
danger  was  ever  apprehended.  But  should  we 
therefore  be  unobservant  spectators  of  the  pro- 
gress of  society,  within  the  last  twenty  years-^ 
of  the  silent  and  powerful  change  wrought  by 
time  and  chance,  upon  its  composition  and 
temper  ?  When  the  fountains  of  the  great  deep 
of  abomination  were  broken  up,  even  the  poor 
slaves  had  not  escaped  the  general  deluge.  The 
French  Revolution  had  polluted  even  them. 
Nay,  there  had  not  been  wanting  men  in  that 
House,  witness  their  Legislative  Legendre,  the 
butcher  who  once  held  a  seat  there,  to  preach 
upon  that  floor  these  ftnprescriptible  rights  to  a 
crowded  audience  of  blacks  in  the  galleries — 
teaching  them  that  they  are  equal  to  ther  mas- 
ters ;  in  other  words,  advising  them  to  cut  their 
throats.     Similar  doctrines  were  disseminated 


by  peddlers  from  New  England  and  elsewhere, 
throughout  the  southern  country — and  masters 
have  been  found  so  infatuated,  as  by  their  lives 
tnd  conversation,  by  a  general  contempt  of 
order,  morality,  and  religion,  unthinkingly  to 
cherish  these  seeds  of  self-destruction  to  them 
and  their  families.  What  was  the  consequence  ? 
Within  the  last  ten  years,  repeated  alarms'  of 
insurrection  among  the  slaves — some  of  them 
awful  indeed.  From  the  spreading  of  this  in- 
fernal doctrine,  the  whole  southern  country  had 
been  thrown  into  a  state  of  insecurity.  Men  dead 
to  the  operation  of  moral  causes,  had  taken 
away  from  the  poor  slave  his  habits  of  loyalty 
and  obedience  to  his  master,  which  lightened 
his  servitude  by  a  double  operation ;  beguiling 
his  own  cares  and  disarming  his  master's  sus- 
picions and  severity;  and  now,  like  true  em- 
pirics in  politics,  you  are  called  upon  to  trust  to 
the  mere  physical  strength  of  the  fetter  which 
holds  him  in  bondage.  You  have  deprived  him 
of  all  moral  restraint,  you  have  tempted  him  to 
eat  of  the  fruit  of  the  tree  of  knowledge,  just 
enough  to  perfect  him  in  wickedness ;  you  have 
opened  his  eyes  to  his  nakedness;  you  have 
armed  his  nature  against  the  hand  that  has  fed, 
that  has  clothed  him,  that  has  cherished  him  in 
sickness ;  that  hand,  which  before  he  became  a 
pupil  of  your  school,  he  had  been  accustomed 
to  press  with  respectful  affection.  Ton  have 
done  all  this — and  then  show  him  the  gibbet 
and  the  wheel,  as  incentives  to  a  sullen,  repug- 
nant obedience.  God  forbid,  sir,  that  the 
Southern  States  should  ever  see  an  enemy  on 
their  shores,  with  these  infernal  principles  of 
French  fraternity  in  the  van !  While  talking 
of  taking  Canada,  some  of  us  were  shuddering 
for  our  own  safety  at  home.  He  spoke  from 
facts,  when  he  said  that  the  night-bell  never 
tolled  for  fire  in  Richmond  that  the  mother  did 
not  hug  her  infant  more  closely  to  her  bosom. 
He  had  been  a  witness  of  some  of  the  alarms  in 
the  capital  of  Virginia. 

Mr.  R.  then  proceeded  to  notice  the  unjust 
and  illiberal  imputation  of  British  attachments, 
against  certain  characters  in  this  country,  some- 
times insinuated  in  that  House,  but  openly 
avowed  out  of  it.  Against  whom  were  these 
charges  brought?  Against  men,  who  in  the 
war  of  the  Revolution  were  in  the  councils  of 
th6  nation,  or  fighting  the  battles  of  your  coun- 
try. And  by  whom  were  they  made?  By 
runaways,  chiefly  from  the  British  dominions, 
since  the  breaking  out  of  the  French  troubles. 
He  indignantly  said — it  is  insufferable.  It  can- 
not be  borne.  It  must,  and  ought,  with  severity, 
be  put  down  in  this  House,  and,  out  of  it,  to 
meet  the  lie  direct.  We  have  no  fellow  feeling 
for  the  suffering  and  oppressed  Spaniards! 
Yet  even  them  we  do  not  reprobate.  Strange ! 
that  we  should  have  no  objection  to  any  people 
or  Government,  civilized  or  savage,  in  the 
whole  world.  The  great  Autocrat  of  all  the 
Russias  receives  the  homage  of  our  high  con- 
sideration. The  Dey  of  Algiers  and  his  Divan 
of  Pirates  are  very  civil,  good  sort  of  people, 
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with  whom  we  find  no  diflSculty  in  maintaining 
the  relations  of  peace  and  amity — "Turks, 
Jews,  and  Infidels ;  "  Mellimelli,  or  the  Little 
Turtle ;  barbarians  and  savages  of  every  clime 
and  color,  are  welcome  to  our  arms.  With 
chiefs  of  banditti,  negro  or  mulatto,  we  can 
treat  and  can  trade.  Name,  however,  but 
England,  and  all  our  antipathies  are  up  in  arms 
against  her.  Against  wi&om?  Against  those 
whose  blood  runs  in  our  veins;  in  .common 
with  whom  we  claim  Shakspeare,  and  Newton, 
and  Chatham,  for  our  countrymen ;  whose  form 
of  government  is  the  freest  on  earth,  our  own 
only  excepted;  from  whom  every  valuable 
principle  of  our  own  institutions  has  been  bor- 
rowed— ^representation,  jury  trial,  voting  the 
supplies,  writ  of  habeas  coi-pus — our  whole 
civil  and  criminal  jurisprudence — against  our 
fellow  Protestants  identified  in  blood,  in  lan- 
guage, in  religion  with  ourselves.  In  what 
school  did  the  worthies  of  our  land,  the  Wash- 
ingtons,  Henrys,  Hancocks,  Franklins,  Rut- 
ledges  of  America  learn  those  principles  of  civil 
liberty  which  were  so  nobly  asserted  by  their 
wisdom  and  valor  ?  And  American  resistance 
to  British  usurpation  had  not  been  more -warmly 
cherished  by  these  great  men  and  their  compa- 
triots ;  not  more  by  Washington,  Hancock,  and 
Henry,  than  by  Chatham  and  his  illustrious  as- 
sociates in  the  British  Parliament.  It  ought  to 
be  remembered,  too,  that  the  heart  of  the  Eng- 
lish people  was  with  us.  It  was  a  selfish  and 
corrupt  Ministry,  and  their  servile  tools,  to 
whom  we  were  not  more  opposed  than  they 
were.  He  trusted  that  none  such  might  ever 
exist  among  us — ^for  tools  will  never  be  want- 
ing to  subserve  the  purposes,  however  ruinous 
or  wicked,  of  Kings  and  Ministers  of  State. 

He  acknowledged  the  influence  of  a  Shak- 
speare and  Milton  upon  his  imagination,  of  a 
Locke  upon  his  understanding,  of  a  Sidney 
upon  his  political  principles,  of  a  Chatham  upon 
qualities  which,  would  to  God !  he  possessed  in 
common  with  that  illustrious  man — of  a  TiUot- 
son,  a  Sherlock,  and  a  Porteus,  upon  his  reli- 
gion. This  was  a  British  influence  which  he 
could  never  shake  off.  He  allowed  much  to 
the  just  and  honest  prejudices  growing  out  of 
the  Eevolution.  But  by  whom  had  they  been 
suppressed  when  they  ran  counter  to  the  inter- 
ests of  his  country?  By  Washington.  By 
whom,  would  you  listen  to  them,  are  they  most 
keenly  felt  ?  By  felons  escaped  from  the  jails 
of  Paris,  Newgate,  and  Kilmainham,  since  the 
breaking  out  of  the  French  Eevolution — who, 
in  this  abused  and  insulted  country,  have  set  up 
for  political  teachers,  and  whose  disciples  give 
no  other  proof  of  their  progress  in  Eepublican- 
ism  except  a  blind  devotion  to  the  most  ruth- 
less military  despotism  that  the  world  ever  saw. 
These  are  the  patriots,  Tyho  scruple  not  to  brand 
with  the  epithet  of  tory  the  men  (looking 
towards  the  seat  of  Col.  Stuaet)  by  whose  blood 
your  liberties  have  been  cemented.  These  are 
they,  who  hold  in  so  \een  remembrance  the 
outrages  of   the  British  armies,  from  which 


many  of  them  were  deserters.  Ask  these  self- 
styled  patriots  where  they  were  during  the 
American  war,  (for  they  are  for  the  most  part 
old  enough  to  have  borne  arms,)  and  you  strike 
them  dumb — ^their  lips  are  closed  in  eternal 
silence.  If  it  were  allowable  to  entertain  par- 
tialities, every  consideration  of  blood,  language, 
religion,  and  interest,  would  incline  us  towards 
England ;  and  yet,  shall  they  be  alone  extended 
to  France  and  her  ruler,  whom  we  are  bound  to 
believe  a  chastening  God  suffers  as  the  scourge  of 
a  guilty  world !  On  all  other  nations  he  tramples 
— ^he  holds  them  in  contempt — ^England  alone 
he  hates ;  he  would,  but  he  cannot  despise  her 
— fear  cannot  despise.  And  shall  we  disparage 
our  ancestors? — shall  we  bastardize  ourselves 
by  placing  them  even  below  the  brigands  of  St. 
Domingo  ?  with  whom  Mr.  Adams  had  nego- 
tiated a  sort  of  treaty,  for  which  he  ought  to 
have  been  .and  would  have  been  impeached,  if 
the  people  had  not  previously  passed  sentence 
of  disqualification  for  their  service  upon  him. 
This  antipathy  to  all  that  is  English  must  be 
French. 

But  the  outrages  and  injuries  of  England, 
bred  up  in  the  principles  of  the  Eevolution,  he 
could  never  palliate,  much  less  defend  them. 
He  well  remembered  flying  with  his  mother, 
and  her  new-born  child,  from  Arnold  and  Phil- 
lips— and  how  they  had  been  driven  by  Tarleton 
and  other  British  pandoors  from  pillar  to  post, 
while  her  husband  was  fighting  the  battles  of 
his  country.  The  impression  was  indelible  on 
his  memory — and  yet  (like  his  worthy  old  neigh- 
bor, who  added  seven  buck-shot  to  every  cart- 
ridge at  the  battle  of  Guilford,  and  drew  a  fine 
sight  at  his  man)  he  must  be  content  to  be 
called  a  tory  by  a  patriot  of  the  last  importa- 
tion. Lotus  not  get  rid  of  one  evil  (supposing 
it  to  be  possible)  at  the  expense  of  a  greater — 
mutatis  mutandis.  Suppose  France  in  posses- 
sion of  the  British  naval  power — -and  to  her 
the  trident  must  pass  should  England  be  unable 
to  wield  it — what  would  be  your  condition? 
What  would  be  the  situation  of  your  seaports 
and  their  seafaring  inhabitants  ?  Ask  Ham- 
burg, Lubec.  Ask  Savannah.  What,  sir !  when 
their  privateers  are  pent  up  in  our  harbors  by 
the  British  bull-dogs,  when  they  receive  at  our 
hands  every  rite  of  hospitality,  from  which 
their  enemy  is  excluded,  when  they  capture 
within  our  own  waters,  interdicted  to  British 
armed  ships,  American  vessels ;  when  such  is 
their  deportment  towards  you,  under  such  cir- 
cumstances, what  could  you  expect  if  they 
were  the  uncontrolled  lords  of  the  ocean  ?  Had 
those  privateers  at  Savannah  borne  British 
commissions,  or  had  your  shipments  of  cotton, 
tobacco,  ashes,  and  what  not,  to  London  and 
Liverpool,  been  confiscated,  and  the  proceeds 
poured  into  the  English  Exchequer — my  life 
upon  it !  you  would  never  have  listened  to  any 
miserable  wire-drawn  distinctions  between 
"  orders  and  decrees  affecting  our  neutral 
rights,"  and  "  municipal  decrees,"  confiscating 
in  mass  yom-  whole  property.    You  would  have 
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had  instant  war  1  The  whole  land  would  have 
blazed  out  in  war. 

And  shall  republicans  become  the  instru- 
ments of  him  who  had  effaced  the  title  of 
Attila  to  the  "Scourge  of  God  I"  Yet  even 
Attila,  in  the  falling  fortunes  of  civilization, 
had,  no  doubt,  his  advocates,  his  tools,  his 
minions,  his  parasites  in  the  very  countries 
that  he  overran — sons  of  that  soil  whereon  his 
horse  had  trod ;  where  grass  could  never  after 
grow.  If  perfectly  fresh,  Mr.  Randolph  said 
(instead  of  being  as  he  was — his  memory 
clouded,  his  intellect  stupefied,  his  strength  and 
spirits  exhausted)  he  could  not  give  utterance 
to  that  strong  detestation  which  he  felt  towards 
(above  all  other  works  of  the  creation)  such 
chai-acters  as  Zingis,  Tamerlane,  Kouli-Khan, 
or  Bonaparte.  His  instincts  involuntarily  re- 
volted at  their  bare  idea.  Malefactors  of  the 
human  race,  who  ground  down  man  to  a  mere 
machine  of  their  impious  and  bloody  ambition. 
Tet,  under  all  the  accumulated  wrongs,  and  in- 
sults, and  robberies  of  the  last  of  these  chief- 
tains, are  we  not  in  point  of  fact  about  to  be- 
come a  party  to  his  views,  a  partner  in  his 
wars  ? 

But  before  this  miserable  force  of  ten  thou- 
sand men  was  raised  to  take  Canada,  he  begged 
them  to  look  at  the  state  of  defence  at  home 
— to  count  the  cost  of  the  enterprise  before  it 
was  set  on  foot,  not  when  it  might  be  too  late 
— when  the  best  blood  of  the  country  should 
be  spilt,  and  naught  but  empty  coffers  left  to 
pay  the  cost.  Are  the  bounty  lands  to  be  given 
in  Canada?  Ir,  might  lessen  his  repugnance  to 
that  part  of  the  system,  to  granting  these  lands, 
not  to  those  miserable  wretches  who  sell  them- 
selves to  slavery  for  a  few  dollars  and  a  glass 
of  gin,  but  in  fact  to  the  clerks  in  our  offices, 
some  of  whom,  with  an  income  of  fifteen  hun- 
dred or  two  thousand  dollars,  lived  at  the  rate 
of  four  or  five  thousand,  and  yet  grew  rich — 
who  perhaps  at  that  moment  were  making  out 
blank  assignments  for  these  land  rights. 

He  would  beseech  the  House,  before  they  rp,n 
their  heads  against  this  post,  Quebec,  to  count 
the  cost.  His  word  for  it,  Virginia  planters 
would  not  be  taxed  to  support  such  a  war — a 
war  which  must  aggravate  their  present  dis- 
tresses ;  in  which  they  had  not  the  remotest  in- 
terest. Where  is  the  Montgomery,  or  even  the 
Arnold,  or  the  Burr,  who  is  to  march  to  Point 
Levi  ? 

He  called  upon  those  professing  to  be  repub- 
licans to  make  good  the  promises  held  out  by 
their  republican  predecessors  wh«n  they  came 
into  power — promises  which,  for  years  after- 
wards, they  had  honestly,  faithfully  fulfilled. 
"We  had  vaunted  of  paying  off  the  national 
debt,  of  retrenching  useless  establishments;  and 
yet  had  now  become  as  infatuated  with  stand- 
ing armies,  loans,  taxes,  navies,  and  war,  as 
ever  were  the  Essex  Junto.  "What  republican- 
ism is  this  ? 


Wbdnesdat,  December  11. 
Foreign  Helations. 

The  House  resumed  the  consideration  of  the 
report  of  the  Committee  on  Foreign  Eelations. 

Mr.  RiOHAED  M.  Johnson  said  he  rose  to 
thank  the  committee  for  the  report  which  waa 
offered  to  the  House,  and  the  resolutions  which 
were  recommended ;  though  the  measures  fell 
short  of  his  wishes,  and,  he  believed,  of  public 
expectation.  The  ulterior  measures,  however, 
promised  by  the  committee  satisfied  his  mind, 
and  he  should  give  the  report  his  warm  sup- 
port. The  chairman  had  given  the  views  of 
the  committee.  The  expulsion  of  the  British 
from  their  North  American  possessions,  and 
granting  letters  of  marque  and  reprisal  against 
Great  Britain  are  contemplated.  Look  at  the 
Message  of  the  President.  At  a  moment  least 
to  be  expected,  when  Prance  had  ceased  to 
violate  our  neutral  rights,  and  the  olive  branch 
was  tendered  to  Great  Britain,  her  orders  in 
council  were  put  into  a  more  rigorous  execu- 
tion. Not  satisfied  with  refusing  a  redress  for 
wrongs  committed  on  our  coasts  and  in  the 
mouths  of  onr  harbors,  our  trade  is  annoyed, 
and  our  national  rights  invaded ;  and,  to  close 
the  scene  of  insolence  and  injury,  regardless  of 
our  moderation  and  our  justice,  she  has  brought 
home  to  the  "  threshold  of  our  territory,"  meas- 
ures of  actual  war.  As  the  love  of  peace  has 
so  long  produced  forbearance  on  our  part, 
whUe  commercial  cupidity  has  increased  the 
disposition  to  plunder  on  the  part  of  Great 
Britain,  I  feel  rejoiced  that  the  hour  of  resist- 
ance is  at  hand,  and  that  the  President,  in 
whom  the  people  has  so  much  confidence,  has 
warned  us  of  the  perils  that  await  them,  and 
has  exhorted  us  to  put  on  the  armor  of  defence, 
to  gird  on  the  sword,  and  assume  the  manly 
and  bold  attitude  of  war.  He  recommends 
filling  up  the  ranks  of  the  present  military 
establishment,  and  to  lengthen  the  term  of 
service ;  to  raise  an  auxiliary  force  for  a  more 
limited  time ;  to  authorize  the  acceptance  of 
volunteers,  and  provide  for  calling  out  detach- 
ments of  militia  as  circumstances  may  require. 
Por  the  first  time  since  my  entrance  into  this 
body,  there  now  seems  to  be  but  one  opinion 
with  a  great  majority — that  with  Great  Britain 
war  is  inevitable ;  that  the  hopes  of  the  san- 
guine as  to  a  returning  sense  of  British  justice 
have  expired ;  that  the  prophecies  of  the  dis- 
cerning have  failed  ;  and,  that  her  infernal  sys- 
tem has  driven  us  to  the  brink  of  a  second 
revolution,  as  important  as  the  first.  Upon 
the  "Wabash,  through  the  infiuence  of  British 
agents,  and  within  our  territorial  sea  by  the 
British  navy,  the  war  has  already  commenced. 
Thus,  the  folly,  the  power,  and  the  tyranny  of 
Great  Britain,  have  taken  from  us  the  last 
alternative  of  longer  forbearance. 

Mr.  J.  said  we  must  now  oppose  the  farther 
encroachments  of  Great  Britain  by  war,  or  for- 
mally annul  the  Declai%tion  of  our  Independ- 
ence, and  acknowledge  ourselves  her  devoted 
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colonies.  The  people  whom  I  represent  will  not 
hesitate  which  of  the  two  courses  to  choose ; 
and,  if  we  are  involved  in  war,  to  maintain  our 
dearest  rights,  and  to  preserve  our  independence, 
I  pledge  myself  to  this  House,  and  my  constitu- 
ents to  this  nation,  that  they  will  not  be  wanting 
in  valor,  nor  in  their  proportion  of  men  and 
money  to  prosecute  the  war  with  effect.  Before 
we  relinquish  the  conflict,  I  wish  to  see  Great 
Britain  renounce  the  piratical  system  of  paper 
blockade ;  to  liberate  our  captured  seamen  on 
board  her  ships  of  war ;  relinquish  the  practice 
of  impressment  on  board  our  merchant  vessels ; 
to  repeal  her  Ordei's  in  Council;  and  cease,  in 
every  other  respect,  to  violate  our  neutral  rights ; 
to  treat  us  as  an  independent  people.  The  gen- 
tleman from  Virginia  (Mr.  Randolph)  has  ob- 
jected to  the  destination  of  this  auxiliary  force 
— the  occupation  of  the  Oanadas,  and  the  other 
British  possessions  upon  our  borders  where  our 
laws  are  violated,  the  Indians  stimulated  to 
murder  our  citizens,  and  where  there  is  a  British 
monopoly  of  the  peltry  and  fur  trade.  I  should 
not  wish  to  extend  the  boundary  of  the  United 
States  by  war  if  Great  Britain  would  lea.ve  us 
to  the  quiet  enjoyment  of  independence  ;  but, 
considering  her  deadly  and  implacable  enmity, 
and  her  continued  hostihty,  I  shall  never  die 
contented  until  I  see  her  expulsion  from  North 
America,  and  her  territories  incorporated  with 
the  United  States.  It  is  strange  that  the  gen- 
tleman would  pause  before  refusing  this  force,  if 
destined  to  keep  the  negroes  in  subordination 
— wlio  are  not  in  a  state  of  insurrection  as  I  un- 
derstand— and  he  will  absolutely  refuse  to  vote 
this  force  to  defend  us  against  the  lawless  ag- 
gressions of  Great  Britain — a  nation  in  whose 
favor  he  had  said  so  much. 

But,  he  has  a  dislike  to  the  Canadian  French. 
French  blood  is  hateful  to  him.  I  have  no  doubt 
but  the  Canadian  French  are  as  good  citizens  as 
the  Canadian  English,  or  the  refugee  tories  of 
the  Revolution ;  nor  have  I  any  doubt  but  a 
great  majority  of  that  vast  community  are  sound 
in  their  morals  and  in  their  politics,  and  would 
make  worthy  members  of  the  United  States. 

But,  open  the  sacred  pages  of  the  Journals  of 
the  Congress  of  1774^"r5 — that  Congress  which 
commenced,  and  conducted  to  victory,  the 
American  Revolution.  Upon  the  pages  of  the 
first  volume  (from  page  54  to  100)  we  will  find 
letters  addressed  to  the  inhabitants  of  Canada 
and  the  province  of  Quebec,  containing  the  lan- 
guage of  affectionate  respect,  and,  in  the  warmth 
of  patriotism,  inviting  them  to  unite  against 
British  tyranny,  to  make  the  cause  of  quarrel 
common,  and  to  enter  into  the  union  of  the 
States  on  the  principles  of  equality.  The  en- 
croachments of  Great  Britain  are  depicted  in  the 
most  vivid  colors,  and  then  they  say  "  we  shall 
consider  the  violation  of  your  rights  a  violation 
of  our  own,  and  you  are  invited  to  accede  to 
the  confederacy  of  the  States."  Thus,  the  pa- 
triots of  the  Revolution  styled  the  inhabitants  of 
the  British  provinces  friends  and  fellow-suffer- 


ers in  1774:  although  then  but  a  handful  of 
men  compared  to  their  present  numbers,  and 
only  ten  years  had  elapsed  from  their  first  in- 
corporation with  the  British  dominions;  and 
nothing  but  the  want  of  physical  power  and 
means  prevented  their  independence  in  1V76. 
The  misfortunes  of  our  arms  at  Quebec,  and  in. 
that  quarter,  are  well  known.  These  overtures 
of  the  Old  Congress  did  not  stop  here.  After 
the  Articles  of  Confederation  had  been  adopted, 
the  door  wasjeft  open  for  the  reception  of  the 
Oanadas,  and  Hie  hope  was  not  lost  until  British 
arms  riveted  the  chains  of  slavery  upon  them, 
which  at  that  time  could  not  be  broken.  Now, 
sir,  these  people  are  more  enlightened,  they  have 
a  great  American  population  among  them,  and 
they  have  correct  ideas  of  liberty  and  independ- 
ence, and  only  want  an  opportunity  to  throw 
off  the  yoke  of  their  taskmakers. 

Let  us  not  think  so  meanly  of  the  human 
character  and  the  human  mind.  We  are  in 
pursuit  of  happiness,  and  we  place  a  great  value 
upon  liberty  as  the  means  of  happiness.  "What, 
then,  let  me  ask,  has  changed  the  character  of 
those  people,  that  they  are  to  be  despised? 
What  new  order  of  things  has  disqualified  them 
for  the  enjoyment  of  liberty  ?  Has  any  male- 
diction of  Heaven  doomed  them  to  perpetual 
vassalage  ?  Or,  will  the  gentleman  from  Vir- 
ginia pretend  to  more  wisdom  and  more  patri- 
otism than  the  constellation  of  patriots  who 
conducted  the  infant  Republic  through  the 
Revolution  ?  In  point  of  territorial  limit,  the 
map  will  prove  its  importance.  The  waters  of 
the  St.  Lawrence  and  the  Mississippi  interlock 
in  a  number  of  places,  and  the  great  Disposer 
of  Human  Events  intended  those  two  rivers 
should  belong  to  the  same  people. 

But  it  has  been  denied  that  British  infiuence 
had  any  agency  in  the  late  dreadful  confiict  and 
massacre  upon  the  Wabash ;  and  this  is  said  to 
vindicate  the  British  nation  from  so  foul  a 
charge.  Sir,  look  to  the  book  of  the  Revolu- 
tion. See  the  Indian  savages  in  Burgoyne's 
army  urged  on  every  occasion  to  use  the  scalp- 
ing-knife  and  tomahawk — not  in  battle,  but 
against  old  men  and  women,  and  children ;  in 
the  night,  when  they  were  taught  to  believe  an 
Omniscient  eye  could  not  see  their  guilty  deeds ; 
and  thus  hardened  in  iniquity,  they  perpetrated 
the  same  deeds  by  the  light  of  the  sun,  when  no 
arm  was  found  to  oppose  or  protect.  And  when 
this  crying  sin  was  opposed  by  Lord  Chatham, 
in  the  House  of  Lords,  the  employment  of  these 
Indians  was  justified  by  a  speech  from  one  of 
the  Ministry.  Thus  we  see  how  the  principles 
of  honor,  of  humanity,  of  Christianity,  were  vio- 
lated and  justified  in  the  face  of  the  world. 
Therefore,  I  can  have  no  doubt  of  the  influence 
of  British  agents  in  keeping  up  Indian  hostility 
to  the  people  of  the  United  States,  independent 
of  the  strong  proofs  on  this  occasion ;  and,  I 
hope  it  will  not  be  pretended  that  these  agents 
are  too  moral  or  too  religious  to  do  the  infamous 
deed.     So  much  for  the  expulsion  of  Great  Brit- 
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ain  from  her  dominions  in  North  America,  and 
their  incorporation  into  the  United  States  of 
America. 

The  gentleman  from  Virginia  says  we  are 
identified  with  the  British  in  religion,  in  Wood, 
in  language,  and  deeply  laments  our  hatred  to 
that  country,  who  can  boast  of  so  many  illustri- 
ous characters.  This  deep-rooted  enmity  to 
Great  Britain  arises  from  her  insidious  policy, 
the  offspring  of  her  perfidious  conduct  towards 
the  United  States.  Her  disposition  is  unfriend- 
ly; her  enmity  is  implacable;  she  sickens  at 
our  prosperity  and  happiness.  If  obligations  of 
friendship  do  exist,  why  does  Great  Britain  rend 
those  ties  asunder,  and  open  the  bleeding  wounds 
of  former  conflicts  ?  Or  does  the  obligation  of 
friendship  exist  on  the  part  of  the  United  States 
alone?  I  have  never  thought  that  the  ties  of 
religion,  of  blood,  of  language,  and  of  commerce, 
would  justify  or  sanctify  insult  and  injury — on 
the  contrary,  that  a  premeditated  wrong  from 
the  hand  of  a  friend  created  more  sensibility, 
and  deserved  the  greater  chastisement  and  the 
higher  execration.  What  would  you  think  of  a 
man,  to  whom  you  were  bound  by  the  most  sa- 
cred ties,  who  would  plunder  you  of  your  sub- 
stance, aim  a  deadly  blow  at  your  honor,  and  in 
the  hour  of  confidence  endeavor  to  bury  a  dag- 
ger in  your  bosom  ?  Would  you,  sir,  proclaim 
to  the  world  your  affection  for  this  miscreant  of 
society,  after  this  conduct,  and  endeavor  to  in- 
terest your  audience  with  the  ties  of  kindred 
that  bound  you  to  each  other  ?  So  let  it  be 
with  nations,  and  there  will  be  neither  surprise 
nor  lamentation  that  we  execrate  a  Government 
so  hostile  to  our  independence — for  it  is  from 
the  Government  that  we  meet  with  such  multi- 
plied injury,  and  to  that  object  is  our  hatred 
directed.  As  to  individuals  of  merit,  whether 
British  or  French,  I  presume  no  person  would 
accuse  the  people  of  the  United  States  of  such 
hatred  to  them,  or  of  despising  individuals,  who 
might  not  be  instrumental  in  the  maritime  des- 
potism which  we  feel ;  and  this  accounts  for  the 
veneration  we  have  for  Sidney  and  Eussell, 
statesmen  of  whom  the  gentleman  has  spoken  ; 
they  are  fatal  examples  why  we  should  love 
the  British  Government.  The  records  of  that 
Government  are  now  stained  with  the  blood  of 
these  martys  in  freedom's  cause,  as  vilely  as 
with  the  blood  of  American  citizens ;  and  cer- 
tainly we  shall  not  be  called  upon  to  love  equally 
the  murderer  and  the  victim.  For  God's  sake 
let  us  not  again  be  told  of  the  ties  of  religion, 
of  laws,  of  blood,  and  of  customs,  which  bind 
the  two  nations  together,  with  a  view  to  extort 
our  love  for  the  English  Government,  and  more 
especially  when  the  same  gentleman  haa  ac- 
knowledged that  we  have  ample  cause  of  war 
against .  that  nation — let  us  not  be  told  of  the 
freedom  of  that  corrupt  Government  whose 
hands  are  washed  alike  in  the  blood  of  her  own 
illustrious  statesmen,  for  a  manly  opposition  to 
tyranny,  and  the  citizens  of  every  other  clime. 
But  I  would  inquire  into  this  love  for  the  British 
Government  and  British  institutions,  in  the 


gross,  without  any  discrimination.  Why  love 
her  rulers?  Why  kiss  the  rod  of  iron  which 
inflicts  the  stripes  without  a  cause  ?  When  all 
admit  we  have  just  cause  of  war,  such  attach- 
ments are  dangerous,  and  encourage  encroach- 
ment. I  will  venture  to  say,  that  our  hatred  of 
the  British  Government  is  not  commensurate 
with  her  depredations  and  her  outrages  on  our 
rights,  or  we  should  have  waged  a  deadly  war 
against  her  many  years  past.  The  subject  of 
foreign  attachments  and  British  hatred  haa  been 
examined  at  considerable  length.  I  did  not  in- 
tend to  begin  that  discussion,  but  I  will  pursue 
it,  and  though  I  make  no  charge  of  British  at- 
tachments, I  wiU,  at  all  times,  at  every  hazard, 
defend  the  Administratiou  and  the  Republican 
party  against  the  charge  of  foreign  partialities 
— French  or  Spanish,  or  any  other  kind,  when 
applied  to  the  measures  of  our  Government. 
This  foreign  influence  is  a  dangerous  enemy; 
we  should  destroy  the  means  of  its  circulation 
among  us — ^like  the  fatal  tunic,  it  destroys  where 
it  touches.  It  is  insidious,  invisible,  and  takes 
advantage  of  the  most  unsuspecting  hours  of  so- 
cial intercourse.  I  would  not  deny  the  good 
will  of  France  nor  of  Great  Britain  to  have  an 
undue  influence  among  us.  But  Great  Britain 
alone  has  the  means  of  this  influence  to  an  ex- 
tent dangerous  to  the  United  States.  It  has 
been  said  that  Great  Britain  was  fighting  the 
battles  of  the  world — that  she  stands  against 
universal  dominion  threatened  by  the  arch-fiend 
of  mankind.  I  should  be  sorry  if  our  independ- 
ence depended  upon  the  power  of  Great  Brit- 
ain. If,  however,  she  would  act  the  part  ■of  a 
friendly  power  towards  the  United  States,  I 
should  never  wish  to  deprive  her  of  power,  of 
wealth,  of  honor,  of  prosperity.  But  if  her  en- 
ergies are  to  be  dii'ected  against  the  liberties  of 
this  free  and  happy  people,  against  my  native 
country,  I  should  not  drop  a  tear  if  the  fast- 
anchored  isle  would  sink  into  the  waves,  pro- 
vided the  innocent  inhabitants  could  escape  the 
deluge  and  find  an  asylum  in  a  more  favorable 
soil.  And  as  to  the  power  of  France,  I  fear  it 
as  little  as  any  other  power ;  I  would  oppose 
her  aggressions,  under  any  circumstances,  as 
soon  as  I  would  British  outrages. 

The  ties  of  religion,  of  language,  of  blood,  as 
it  regards  Great  Britain,  are  dangerous  ties  to 
this  country,  with  her  present  hostile  disposi- 
tion— instead  of  pledges  of  friendship  they  are 
used  to  paralyze  the  strength  of  the  United 
States  in  relation  to  her  aggressions.  There  are 
other  ties  equally  eflBcacious.  The  number  of 
her  commercial  traders  within  our  limits,  her 
agents,  &o.,  the  vast  British  capital  employed 
in  our  commerce  and  our  moneyed  institutions, 
connected  with  her  language,  ancestry,  customs, 
habits,  and  laws.  These  are  formidable  means 
for  estranging  the  affections  of  many  from  our 
republican  institutions,  and  producing  partiali- 
ties for  Great  Britain.  Now  I  shall  attend  to 
the  charge  of  partiality  in  our  measures  towards 
France.  It  is  an  insinuation  not  founded  in 
fact,  and  can  only  exist  in  the  imagination  of 
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those  ■who  may  insinuate  it.  We  are  not  driven 
to  inere_  declarations — the  truth  of  the  assertion 
is  bottomed  upon  the  statute  records  of  the  Unit- 
ed States ;  and  we  appeal  to  the  character  of 
every  measure  relative  to  foreign  relations,  since 
the  adoption  of  the  embargo,  in  consequence  of 
the  violation  of  neutral  rights  upon  the  high 
seas.  The  direct  object  of  the  Berlin  and  Milan 
decrees  was  the  ruin  of  all  trade  to  British  ports 
— and  the  object  of  the  Orders  in  OouncU  was 
the  destruction  of  all  commerce  to  French  ports 
and  ports  from  which  the  British  flag  was  ex- 
cluded. 

The  gentleman  from  Yirginia  has  called  the 
military  regular  forces  mercenaries.  If  by  this 
appellation  any  reproach  or  degradation  is  in- 
tended, its  justice  and  propriety  is  denied.  In 
times  like  the  present,  when  dangers  thicken 
upon  us,  at  the  moment  when  we  are  compelled 
by  most  wanton  tyranny  upon  the  high  seas, 
and  upon  land  may  be  added,  to  abandon  our 
peaceful  habits  for  the  din  of  arms,  officers  and 
soldiers  in  this  country  are  governed  by  the 
noble  feelings  of  patriotism  and  of  valor.  The 
history  of  the  world  may  be  ransacked ;  other 
nations  may  be  brought  in  review  before  us, 
and  examples  of  greater  heroism  cannot  be 
quoted,  than  shall  be  performed  in  battle  by 
our  officers  and  soldiers,  military  and  naval  and 
marine.  The  deeds  of  their  ancestors  would  be 
before  them ;  glory  would  animate  their  bosoms, 
and  love  of  country  would  nerve  the  heart  to 
deeds  of  mighty  fame.  If,  therefore,  there 
should  not  be  a  diminution  of  respect  for  those 
who  entertain  an  opinion  so  degrading  to  our 
army,  it  should  at  least  be  understood  that  such 
opinions  do  not  lessen  the  confidence  due  to 
those  who  faithfully  serve  their  country,  and 
who  would  lay  down  their  life  for  it.  This 
reflection  brings  to  memory  the  late  memorable 
conflict  upon  the  Wabash.  Governor  Harrison 
pitched  his  tents  near  the  Prophet's  town ; 
and  although  this  fanatic  and  his  followers  col- 
lected, and  the  American  forces  were  anxious 
to  finish  the  work  by  an  open  and  dayhght 
engagement,  if  there  was  a  necessity  to  resort 
to  arms,  their  impetuous  valor  was  easily  stayed, 
when  they  were  informed  that  the  white  flag 
of  peace  was  to  be  hoisted  next  morning,  and 
the  effusion  of  blood  Tvas  to  be  spared.  But  in 
the  silent  watches  of  the  night,  relieved  from 
the  fatigues  of  valor,  and  slumbering  under  the 
perfidious  promises  of  the  savages,  who  were 
infuriated  and  made  drunk  by  British  traders, 
dreaming  of  the  tender  smUe  of  a  mother,  and 
the  fond  embraces  of  affectionate  wives,  and  of 
prattling  children  upon  their  knees,  on  their 
return  from  the  fatigues  of  a  campaign ! — the 
destroyers  came  with  the  silent  instruments  of 
death,  the  war  club,  the  scalping  knife,  the  toma- 
hawk, and  the  bow  and  arrow ;  with  these  they 
penetrate  into  the  heart  of  our  forces — ^they 
enter  the  tents  of  our  officers — ^many  close  their 
eyes  in  death — it  was  a  trying  moment  for  the 
rest  of  our  heroes,  but  they  were  equal  to  the 
dreadful  occasion.    The  American  forces  flew  I 


to  arms ;  they  rallied  at  the  voice  of  their  offi- 
cers, and  soon  checked  the  work  of  death. 
The  savages  were  successively  and  successfully 
charged  and  driven  until  daylight,  when  they 
disappeared  like  the  mist  of  morning.  In  this 
dreadftfl  conflict  many  were  killed  and  wounded 
on  both  sides ;  and  the  volunteers  and  the  regi- 
ment under  Colonel  Boyd  acted  and  fought  with 
equal  bravery  and  to  their  immortal  honor. 
The  volunteers  from  Kentucky  were  men  of 
valor  and  worth — ^young  men  of  hopeful  pros- 
pects, and  married  men  of  reputation  and  in- 
telligence, governed  by  no  mercenary  views- 
honor  prompted  them  to  serve  their  country. 
Some  of  these  fallen  heroes  were  my  acquaint- 
ances, my  friends  :  one  not  the  leajt  conspicuous 
lived  in  my  district — Colonel  Owens ;  Colonel 
Daviess,  a  neighbor.  You,  Mr.  Speaker,  know 
the  worth  of  some  of  these  men ;  and  I  regret 
that  you  are  not  in  my  place  to  speak  their 
praise.  So  long  as  the  records  of  this  transac- 
tion remain,  the  9th  of  November  will  not  be 
forgotten,  and  time  shall  only  brighten  the  fame 
of  the  deeds  of  our  army,  and  a  tear  shall  be 
shed  for  those  who  have  fallen.  But  the  loss 
will  not  be  felt  by  the  public  alone :  the  friends 
of  their  social  hours  will  regret  their  loss ;  the 
widow  will  mourn  her  disconsolate  situation ; 
the  orphan  shall  cry  for  the  return  of  his  father 
in  vain ;  and  the  mother  carry  her  sorrow  to 
the  grave.  Let  this  ornamented  hall  be  clothed 
with  the  symbols  of  mourning,  although  our 
army  proved  victorious  in  war ;  and  to  their 
memory  let  a  monument  be  erected  in  the  hearts 
of  a  grateful  country. 

Mr.  Weight. — Mr.  Speaker,  I  must  beg  the 
indulgence  of  the  House  while  I  deliver  my 
opinion  on  the  subject  now  under  consideration, 
the  most  important  that  has  been  submitted 
to  the  Congress  of  the  United  States.  I,  sir, 
shall  take  the  liberty  of  varying  the  question 
from  the  honorable  member  from  Virginia,  (Mr. 
Randolph,)  who  yesterday  considered  it  a  ques- 
tion of  peace  or  war.  I  shall  consider  it  as  a 
question  of  war  or  submission,  dire  alternatives, 
of  which,  however,  I  trust  no  honest  American 
can  hesitate  in  choosing,  when  the  question  is 
correctly  stated  and  distinctly  understood.  The 
gentleman  from  Virginia  contends  that  it  is  a 
dispute  about  the  carrying  trade,  brought  on  us 
by  the  cupidity  of  the  American  merchants,  in 
which  the  farmer  and  planter  have  Uttle  in- 
terest ;  that  he  will  not  consent  to  tax  his  con- 
stituents to  carry  on  a  war  for  it;  that  the 
enemy  is  invulnerable  on  the  "  mountain  wave," 
the  element  of  our  wrongs,  but  should  they  vio- 
late the  '■'■natale  solum"  he  would  point  aU  the 
energies  of  the  nation  and  avenge  the  wrong. 
Was  that  gentleman  stricken  on  the  nose  by  a 
man  so  tall  that  he  could  not  reach  his  nose,  I 
strongly  incline  to  think  his  manly  pride  would 
not  permit  him  to  decline  the  conflict.  Su", 
the  honorable  member  is  incorrect  in  his  prem- 
ises, and,  of  course,  in  his  conclusions.  I  will 
endeavor  to  convince  him  of  this,  and  shall  be 
gratified  if  I  can  enlist  his  talents  on  the  side  of 
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a  bleeding  country.  Sir,  the  violations  of  the 
commercial  rights  of  vhich  we  complain  do  not 
only  embrace  the  carrying  trade,  properly  bo 
called,  but  also  the  carrying  of  the  products  of 
our  own  soil,  the  fruits  of  our  own  industry ; 
these,  although  injurious  only  to  our  property, 
are  just  causes  of  war.  But,  sir,  the  impress- 
ment of  our  native  seamen  is  a  stroke  at  the 
vitals  of  liberty  itself,  and  although  it  does  not 
touch  the  "natale  solum"  yet  it  enslaves  the 
"tuiUvos  filioa" — the  native  sons  of  America; 
and,  in  the  ratio  that  liberty  is  preferable  to 
property,  ought  to  enlist  the  patriotic  feelings 
of  that  honorable  member,  and  make  his  bosom 
burn  with  that  holy  fire  that  inspired  the  patriots 
of  the  Revolution. 

Sir,  the  carrying  trade — by  which  I  mean  the 
carrying  articles,  the  growth,  produce,  or  manu- 
facture of  a  foreign  clime — except  articles  con- 
traband of  war — is  as  much  the  right  of  the 
American  people  as  the  carrying  the  products 
of  their  own  soil,  and  is  not  only  secured  by 
the  law  of  nations,  but  by  the  positive  provisions 
of  the  British  Treaty.  To  us,  sir,  it  is  an  all- 
important  right.  We  import  from  the  West 
Indies,  annually,  property  to  the  amount  of 
forty  millions  of  dollars,  for  which  we  pay  in 
the  products  of  our  own  soil ;  of  this,  ten  mil- 
lions only  are  consumed  in  the  United  States, 
and  the  suiplus  thirty  millions  are  exported  to 
foreign  countries,  on  which  the  American  mer- 
chant pays  three  per  cent,  on  the  duties  to  the 
United  States,  obtains  the  profits  on  the  freight 
of  thirty  millions  of  dollars,  and  furnishes  a 
market  for  American  productions  to  the  same 
amount.  The  honorable  gentleman  from  Vir- 
ginia said,  that  that  little  spot  in  Maryland, 
Baltimore,  which  was  well  fortified  and  secure 
from  an  attack,  had  unbounded  influence ;  "  that 
the  lords  of  Baltimore  "  governed  the  Represent- 
atives of  Maryland  in  their  votes  on  this  subject. 
No,  sir,  every  district  of  Maryland  solemnly  pro- 
tests against  submission  to  any  foreign  power, 
and  I  have  no  doubt  will  approve  the  votes  of 
their  members  on  this  floor,  "to  prepare  for 
war,"  or  for  war  itself,  rather  than  submission. 
Baltimore,  by  the  industry  and  commercial  en- 
terprise of  her  citizens,  has  grown  out  of  the 
sea  into  a  great  commercial  city,  has  diffused 
the  benefits  of  commerce  into  every  section  of 
the  State,  by  making  a  great  demand  for  the 
products  of  our  soil  and  industry,  and  a  conse- 
quent increase  of  price,  whereby  every  foot  of 
land  in  Maryland  is  made  more  valuable,  and 
whereby  the  interest  of  every  part  of  the  State 
is  identified  with  theirs ;  for  this  she  is  justly 
entitled  to  our  respect.  But,  sir,  she  has  no 
occasion  to  infuse  her  patriotic  fire — so  pre- 
eminent in  the  case  of  the  Chesapeake — into 
the  Representatives  of  Maryland.  They  know 
the  wishes  of  their  constituents,  and  will  most 
certainly  obey  them. 

Mr.  Speaker,  the  gentleman  from  Virginia 
has  declared  that,  if  he  could  believe  that  the 
late  massacre  of  the  troops,  in  the  attack  on 
Governor  Harrison  by  the  Indians,  under  the 


Prophet,  was  the  effect  of  British  agency,  he 
would  unite  with  us,  heart  and  hand,  and  per- 
sonally assist  to  avenge  the  bloody  deed.  I  feel 
a  confidence,  that  if  the  gentleman  will  attend 
to  the  circumstances  of  this  case,  and  take  a 
retrospective  view  of  the  conduct  of  the  British 
Government,  he  will  feel  no  doubt  of  the  fact. 
I  will  take  the  liberty  of  pointing  the  gentle- 
man's attention  to  some  of  the  prominent  fea- 
tures of  that  government,  which  will  go  fer  in 
establishing  that  fact.  When  Dunmore,  Gover- 
nor of  Virginia,  in  1Y75,  found  it  necessary  to 
quit  the  seat  of  government,  and  go  on  board 
the  fleet  for  safety  from  the  Revolutionary  ven- 
geance of  the  patriots  of  Virginia — at  a  period, 
too,  when  the  Americans  were  suing  for  justice 
by  their  humble  petitions  to  the  King  and  Par- 
liament ;  and  when  that  Chatham,  the  gentle- 
man from  Virginia  has  so  highly  extolled,  was 
the  advocate  of  our  violated  rights — Dunmcre 
issued  a  proclamation  inviting  the  negroes  to 
his  standard ;  to  cut  the  throats  of  their  mas- 
ters ;  and  promised  them  a  pardon.  This  fact 
I  know,  from  having  presented  that  proclama- 
tion to  a  court  at  Northampton  in  Virginia,  to 
induce  them  to  commute  the  punishment  of 
death,  passed  on  some  of  the  victims  of  his  per- 
fldy,  to  working  in  the  mines;  which  they 
did.  I  will  next  remind  the  gentleman  of  the 
speech  of  Lord  Dorchester  to  the  Indians  after 
the  peace,  in  which  he  advises  them  to  use  the 
tomahawk  and  scalping-knife,  whereby  numbers 
of  the  inhabitants  of  the  frontiers,  of  all  ages, 
sexes,  and  conditions,  were  sacrificed.  This  was 
the  cause  of  the  Indian  war  that  shortly  after 
took  place.  This  fact  was  attested  by  the  news- 
papers of  the  day,  which  had  universal  credit. 

These  cases  go  to  prove  that  the  principles 
that  ought  to  govern  civilized  nations,  have,  at 
all  times,  been  totally  disregarded  by  the  oflBcers 
and  agents  of  that  Government.  After  these 
cases,  we  shall  feel  little  hesitation  in  believing 
there  was  a  British  agency  in  the  case  of  the 
massacre  by  the  Prophet's  troops  on  Governor 
Harrison's  detachment,  when  the  circumstances 
relied  on  are  duly  considered.  At  the  late  great 
council  with  Governor  Harrison,  the  chiefs  of 
many  tribes  were  convened,  all  of  whom,  ex- 
cept Teoumseh,  the  Prophet's  brother,  in  their 
speeches  avowed  their  friendly  dispositions,  and 
their  devotion  to  peace  with  the  United  States. 
Teoumseh,  who,  with  a  number  of  his  tribe,  came 
from  Fort  Maiden,  in  Canada,  declared  his  hos- 
tile intentions  against  the  United  States,  left  the 
council  with  that  avowed  intention,  and  re- 
turned again  to  Fort  Maiden.  Shortly  after 
this,  the  Shawanees  assembled  a  large  body  in 
arms  in  the  Indiana  Territory,  under  the  Prophet, 
and  committed  the  assault  on  the  troops  of  Gov- 
ernor Harrison,  though  they  have  paid  for  their 
temerity.  This,  I  trust,  connected  as  it  is  with 
the  immorality  and  extraordinary  pretensions 
of  that  Government  at  this  crisis,  will  satisfy, 
not  only  the  gentleman  from  Virginia,  but  this 
House,  of  a  British  agency  in  the  case. 

Mr.  Speaker,  I  regret  that  the  gentleman  from 
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Virginia  should  ascribe  to  gentlemen  of  the 
West,  a  disposition  for  war,  with  a  view  to  raise 
the  price  of  their  hemp ;  or  to  the  gentlemen 
of  the  North,  with  a  view  to  raise  the  price  of 
their  beef  and  flour.  These,  sir,  are  selfish  mo- 
tives, and  such  I  cannot  for  a  moment  believe 
will  be  taken  into  consideration;  they  will, 
with  every  other  section  of  the  Union,  unite  in 
deciding  it  on  its  merits ;  they  will  count  the 
wrongs  we  have  sustained;  they  will  reflect 
that  the  honor,  the  interest,  and  the  very  inde- 
pendence of  the  United  States,  is  directly  at- 
tacked ;  they  wUl,  as  guardians  of  the  nation's 
rights,  agreeably  to  the  advice  of  the  Adminis- 
tration, "put  the  United  States  into  an  armor 
and  an  attitude  demanded  by  the  crisis,  and 
correspondent  with  the  national  spirit  and  ex- 
pectations ;"  they  wiU  prepare  to  chastise  the 
wrongs  of  the  British  Cabinet,  which  the  Presi- 
dent t^Us  us,  "have  the  character  as  well  as 
the  effect  of  war,  on  our  commercial  rights, 
which  no  independent  nation  can  relinquish." 
They  will  decide  with  the  President,  the  Exe- 
cutive organ  of  the  nation's  will,  "that  these 
wrongs  are  no  longer  to  be  endured."  They 
will  decide  with  the  Committee  of  Foreign  Re- 
lations, "that  forbearance  longer  to  repel  these 
wrongs  has  ceased  to  be  a  virtue,"  and,  I  hope 
they  will  decide  with  me,  that  sabmission  is  a 
crime ;  and,  sir,  if  they  wiU  examine  a  docu- 
ment on  that  table,  I  mean  the  returns  of  the 
twelfth  Congress,  and  compare  them  with  the 
eleventh,  they  will  find  nearly  one-half  of  the 
eleventh  Congress  removed.  This,  sir,  may 
correctly  be  considered  as  the  sentence  of  the 
nation  against  the  doctrine  of  submission;  it 
is  certainly  an  expression  of  the  nation's  wUl, 
in  a  language  not  to  be  misunderstood,  and  too 
serious  in  its  application  not  to  be  respected. 
We  have  also,  sir,  the  expression  of  Maryland, 
through  her  Senate,  who  unanimously  approved 
the  spirited  resolutions  introduced  by  the  late 
Governor,  who  did  not  suffer  his  exposed  situa- 
tion, so  alarming  in  the  opinion  of  the  gentle- 
man from  "Virginia,  to  deter  him  from  doing 
his  duty.  We  have  also,  sir,  the  resolutions  of 
the  Legislature  of  Pennsylvania,  an  honest  test 
of  their  non-submission  principles.  Mr.  Speaker, 
I  cannot  forbear  the  remark  that,  while  the 
gentleman  from  Virginia  ascribes  to  the  West 
and  to  the  North  interested  motives,  he  con- 
fesses that  the  situation  of  the  blacks  in  the 
State  he  represents,  impressed  as  they  are  with 
the  new  French  principles  of  liberty,  and  their 
desire  for  the  fraternal  hug,  are  seriously  to  be 
feared;  that  these  new  principles  have  been 
taught  them  by  the  peddlers  from  the  East,  who, 
while  they  sell  their  trinkets,  inculcate  these 
doctrines.  He  suffers  his  fears  for  the  State  he 
represents,  in  the  event  of  a  war,  on  account  of 
the  blacks,  to  interest  him;  and  had  he  not 
told  us  that,  if  the  "  natale  solum  "  was  touched, 
or  that,  if  there  was  a  British  agency  in  the  late 
attack  on  Governor  Harrison,  he  would  go  to 
war  I  should  have  been  ready  to  conclude  that, 
as  the  state  of  the  blacks  would  be  a  permanent 


objection,  no  cause  could  occur  that  would  in- 
duce him  to  go  to  war. 

Mr.  Speaker,  the  gentleman  from  Virginia 
says  he  expects  to  be  charged  with  being  under 
British  influence ;  however,  he  disregarded  it. 
I  assure  him  I  shall  not  be  one  of  his  accusers ; 
I  believe  him  governed  by  himself,  and  in- 
fluenced by  pure  American  motives,  and  that, 
if  he  saw  the  subject  as  I  do,  his  bosom  would 
burn  with  the  same  sacred  fire  to  avenge  our 
wrongs ;  and  -^re  I  to  hear  him  charged  in  his 
absence  with  British  influence,  I  should  repel 
it,  notwithstanding  he  has  told  us,  in  a  prideful 
manner,  that  he  had  descended  from  British 
ancestors  ;  that,  from  a  Shakspeare  he  had 
formed  his  taste,  from  a  Locke,  his  mind,  from 
a  Chatham,  his  politics,  from  a  Sydney  his 
patriotism,  from  a  Tillotson  his  religion.  Mr. 
Speaker,  had  I  been  that  honorable  member, 
I  should  have  boasted  a  nobler  line  of  ancestry ; 
I  should  have  claimed  my  descent  from  the 
beardless  Powhatan,  and  the  immortal  Pocahon- 
tas ;  and  I  should  have  taken  as  models,  from 
my  own  State,  a  Henry  for  my  eloquence,  a 
Jefferson  for  my  politics,  a  Washington  for  my 
patriotism,  and  a  Madison,  or  rather  the  Oracles 
of  Revolution,  for  my  religion.  But,  sir,  I  am 
myself  so  much  a  Roman,  that  I  can  truly  say, 
in  their  laiiguage, 

"  Avt  genus  aut  proavos,  aut  qua  non  Jecimus  ipse,  vix 
ca  nostra  voco." 

*'  Honor  and  shame  from  no  condition  rise, 
Act  weE  your  part,  there  all  the  honor  lies." 

Sir,  the  charge  of  foreign  influence,  and  the 
recrimination  of  one  political  party  by  the  other, 
are  unpleasant  things.  I  should  rejoice  to  see 
the  curtain  of  oblivion  drawn  over  them,  and 
all  uniting  under  the  nobler  distinction  of 
American. 


Thuesdat,  December  12. 
Foreign  Belations. 
The  House  resumed  the  consideration  of  the 
report  of  the  Committee  on  Foreign  Relations. 
•  Mr.  Calhoutt. — ^Mr.  Speaker:  I  understood 
the  opinioii  of  the  Committee  of  Foreign  Rela- 
tions differently  from  what  the  gentleman  from 
Virginia  (Mr.  Randolph)  has  stated  to  be  his 
impression.  I  certainly  understood  that  com- 
mittee as  recommending  the  measures  now  be- 
fore the  House  as  a  preparation  for  war ;  and 
such  in  fact  was  its  express  resolve,  agreed  to, 
I  believe,  by  every  member  except  that  gentle- 
man. I  do  not  attribute  any  wilful  misstate- 
ment to  him,  but  consider  it  the  effect  of  inad- 
vertency or  mistake.  Indeed,  the  report  could 
mean  nothing  but  war  or  empty  menace.  I 
hope  no  member  of  this  House  is  in  favor  of  the 
latter.  A  bullying,  menacing  system  has  every 
thing  to  condemn  and  nothing  to  recommend 
it ;  in  expense,  it  is  almost  as  considerable  as 
war ;  it  excites  contempt  abroad,  and  destroys 
confidence  at  home.  Menaces  are  serious  things ; 
and,  if  we  expect  any  good  from  them,  they 
ought  to  be  resorted  to  with  as  much  caution 
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and  seriousness  as  war  itself,  and  should,  if  not 
successful,  be  invariably  followed  by  it.  It  was 
not  the  gentleman  from  Tennessee  (Mr.  Gbtjkdt) 
that  made  this  a  war  question.  The  resolve 
contemplates  an  additional  regular  force ;  a  meas- 
ure confessedly  improper  but  as  a  preparation 
for  war,  but  undoubtedly  necessary  in  that 
event.  Sir,  I  am  nob  insensible  of  the  weighty 
Importance  of  this  question,  for  the  first  time 
submitted  to  this  House,  as  a  redress  of  our 
long  list  of  complaints  against  one  of  the  belli- 
gerents ;  but,  according  to  my  mode  of  thinking 
on  this  subject,  however  serious  the  question, 
vvhenever  I  am  on  its  affirmative  side,  my  con- 
viction must  be  strong  and  unalterable.  War, 
in  this  country,  ought  never  to  be  resorted  to 
but  when  it  is  clearly  justifiable  and  necessary; 
BO  much  so,  as  not  to  require  the  aid  of  logic  to 
convince  our  reason,  nor  the  ardor  of  eloquence 
to  infiame  our  passions.  There  are  many  rea- 
sons why  this  country  should  never  resort  to  it 
but  for  causes  the  most  urgent  and  necessary. 
It  is  sufficient  that,  under  a  Government  like 
ours,  none  but  such  will  justify  it  in  the  eye  of 
the  nation ;  and  were  I  not  satisfied  that  such 
is  the  present  case,  I  certainly  would  be  no  ad- 
vocate of  the  proposition  now  before  the  House. 
Sii',  I  might  prove  the  war,  should  it  ensue, 
justifiable,  by  the  express  admission  of  the  gen- 
tleman from  Yirginia ;  and  necessary,  by  facts 
undoubted  and  universally  admitted,  such  as 
that  gentleman  did  not  pretend  to  controvert. 
The  extent,  duration,  and  character  of  the  in- 
juries received;  the  failure  of  those  peaceful 
means  heretofore  resorted  to  for  the  redress  of 
our  wrongs,  is  my  proof  that  it  is  necessary. 
"Why  should  I  mention  the  impressment  of  our 
seamen;  depredation  on  every  branch  of  our 
commerce,  including  the  direct  export  trade, 
continued  for  yeai's,  and  made  under  laws  which 
professedly  undertake  to  regulate  our  trade 
with  other  nations ;  negotiation  resorted  to  time 
after  time,  till  it  is  become  hopeless;  the  re- 
strictive system  persisted  in  to  avoid  war,  and 
in  the  vain  expectation  of  returning  justice? 
The  evil  still  grows,  and  in  each  succeeding 
year  swells  in  extent  and  pretension  beyond  the 
preceding.  The  question,  even  in  the  opinion 
and  admission  of  our  opponents,  is  reduced  to 
this  single  point— which  shall  we  do,  abandon 
or  defend  our  Own  commercial  and  maritime 
rights,  and  the  personal  liberties  of  our  citizens 
employed  in  exercising  them  ?  These  rights  are 
essentially  attacked,  and  war  is  the  only  means 
of  redress.  The  gentleman  from  Virginia  has 
Buggested  none — unless  we  consider  the  whole 
of  his  speech  as  recommending  patient  and  re- 
signed submission  as  the  best  remedy.  Sir, 
which  alternative  this  House  ought  to  embrace, 
it  is  not  for  me  to  say.  I  hope  the  decision  is 
made  already,  by  a  higher  authority  than  the 
voice  of  any  man.  It  is  not  for  the  human 
tongue  to  instiU  the  sense  of  independence  and 
honor.  This  is  the  work  of  nature — a  gener- 
ous nature,  that  disdains  tame  submission  to 
wrongs. 


This  part  of  the  subject  is  so  imposing,  as  to 
enforce  silence  even  on  the  gentleman  from  Vir- 
ginia. He  dared  not  to  deny  his  country's 
wrongs,  or  vindicate  the  conduct  of  her  enemy. 

Only  one  point  of  that  gentleman's  argument 
had  any,  the  most  remote,  relation  to  this  point. 
He  would  not  say  we  had  not  a  good  cause  of 
war,  but  insisted  that  it  was  our  duty  to  define 
that  cause.  If  he  means  that  this  Honse  ought, 
at  this  stage  of  the  proceeding,  or  any  other,  to 
enumerate  such  violations  of  our  rights  as  we 
are  willing  to  contend  for,  he  prescribes  a  course 
which  neither  good  sense  nor  the  usage  of  nations 
warrants.  When  we  contend,  let  us  contend 
for  all  our  rights ;  the  doubtful  and  the  certain, 
the  unimportant  and  essential.  It  is  as  easy  to 
struggle,  or  even  more  so,  for  the  whole  as  a 
part.  At  the  termination  of  the  contest,  secure 
all  that  our  wisdom  and  valor  and  the  fortnne 
of  the  war  will  permit.  This  is  the  dictate  of 
common  sense ;  such  also  is  the  usage  of  nations. 
The  single  instance  alluded  to,  the  endeavor  of 
Mr.  Fox  to  compel  Mr.  Pitt  to  define  the  object 
of  the  war  against  France,  will  not  support  the 
gentleman  from  Virginia  in  his  position.  That 
was  an  extraordinary  war  for  an  extraordinary 
purpose,  and  could  not  be  governed  by  the 
usual  rules.  It  was  not  for  conquest,  or  for 
redress  of  inquiry,  but  to  impose  a  Government 
on  France,  which  she  refused  to  receive ;  an 
object  so  detestable,  that  an  avowal  dare  not  be 
made.  Sir,  here  I  might  rest  the  question.  The 
affirmative  of  the  proposition  is  established.  I 
cannot  but  advert,  however,  to  the  complaint 
of  the  gentleman  from  Virginia  the  first  time  he 
was  up  on  this  question.  He  said  he  found 
himself  reduced  to  the  necessity  of  supporting 
the  negative  side  of  the  question,  before  the 
affirmative  was  established.  Let  me  tell  that 
gentleman,  that  there  is  no  hardship  in  his  case. 
It  is  not  eveiy  affirmative  that  ought  to  he 
proved.  Were  I  to  affirm  the  House  is  now  in 
session,  would  it  be  reasonable  to  ask  for  proof? 
He  who  would  deny  its  truth,  on  him  would  be 
the  proof  of  so  extraordinary  a  negative.  How, 
then,  could  the  gentleman,  after  his  admissions, 
with  the  facts  before  him  and  the  nation,  com- 
plain ?  The  causes  are  such  as  to  warrant,  or 
rather  make  it  indispensable  in  any  nation  not 
absolutely  dependent  to  defend  its  rights  by 
force.  Let  him,  then,  show  the  reasons  why 
we  ought  not  so  to  defend  ourselves.  On  him, 
then^  is  the  burden  of  proof.  This  he  has  at- 
tempted ;  he  has  endeavored  to  support  his  neg- 
ative. IJefore  I  proceed  to  answer  the  gen- 
tleman particularly,  let  me  call  the  attention  of 
the  House  to  one  circumstance :  that  is,  that 
almost  the  whole  of  his  arguments  consisted  of 
an  enumeration  of  evils  always  incident  to  war, 
however  just  and  necessary ;  and  that,  if  they 
have  any  force,  it  is  calculated  to  produce  un- 
qualified submission  to  every  species  of  insult 
and  injury.  I  do  not  feel  myself  bound  to  an- 
swer arguments  of  the  above  description ;  and 
if  I  should  touch  on  them,  it  wiU  be  only  inci- 
dentally, and  not  for  the  purpose  of  serious  re- 
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fatation.  The  first  argument  of  the  gentleman 
which  I  shall  notice,  is  the  unprepared  state  of 
the  country.  Whateyer  weight  this  argument 
might  have,  in  a  question  of  immediate  war,  it 
surely  has  little  in  that  of  preparation  for  it.  If 
our  country  is  unprepared,  let  ns  remedy  the 
evU  as  soon  as  possible.  Let  the  gentleman 
submit  his  plan ;  and,  if  a  reasonable  one,  I 
doubt  not  it  wiU  be  supported  by  the  House. 
But,  sir,  let  us  admit  the  fact  and  the  whole 
force  of  the  argument,  I  ask  whose  is  the  fault  ? 
Who  has  been  a  member  for  many  years  past, 
and  has  seen  the  defenceless  state  of  his  coun- 
try even  near  home,  under  his  own  eyes,  with- 
out a  single  endeavor  to  remedy  so  serious  an 
evil  ?  Let  him  not  say  "  I  have  acted  in  a 
minority."  It  is  no  less  the  duty  of  the  minori- 
ty than  a  majority  to  endeavor  to  serve 
our  country.  For  that  purpose  we  are  sent 
here,  and  not  for  that  of  opposition.  "We  are 
next  told  of  the  expenses  of  the  war,  and  that 
people  will  not  pay  taxes.  Why  not  3  Is  it  a 
want  of  capacity?  What,  with  one  million 
tons  of  shipping,  a  trade  of  near  $100,000,000, 
manufactures  of  $150,000,000,  and  agriculture 
of  thrice  that  amount,  shall  we  be  told  the 
country  wants  capacity  to  raise  and  support 
ten  thousand  or  fifteen  thousand  additional  reg- 
ulars ?  No ;  it  has  the  ability,  that  is  admit- 
ted ;  but  will  it  not  have  the  disposition  ?  Is 
not  the  course  a  just  and  necessary  one?  Shall 
we,  then,  utter  this  libel  on  the  nation?  Where 
will  proof  be  found  of  a  fact  so  disgraceful  ?  It 
is  said,  in  the  history  of  the  country  twelve  or 
fifteen  years  ago.  The  case  is  not  parallel.  The 
ability  of  the  country  is  greatly  increased  since. 
The  object  of  that  tax  was  unpopular.  But  on 
this,  as  well  as  my  memory  and  almost  infant 
observation  at  that  time  serve  me,  the  objection 
was  not  to  the  tax,  or  its  amount,  but  the  mode 
of  collection.  The  eye  of  the  nation  was  fright- 
ened by  the  number  of  oflScers ;  its  love  of 
liberty  shocked  with  the  multiplicity  of  regula- 
tions. We,  in  the  vile  spirit  of  imitation,  copied 
fi-om  the  moat  oppressive  part  of  European  laws 
on  that  subject,  and  imposed  on  a  young  and 
virtuous  nation  all  the  severe  provisions  made 
necessary  by  corruption  and  long  growing 
chicane.  If  taxes  should  become  necessary,  I 
do  not  hesitate  to  say  the  people  wDI  pay  cheer- 
fully. It  is  for  their  Government  and  their 
cause,  and  would  be  their  interest  and  duty  to 
pay.  But  it  may  be,  and  I  believe  was  said, 
that  the  nation  will  not  pay  taxes,  because  the 
rights  violated  are  not  worth  defending,  or  that 
the  defence  will  cost  more  than  the  profit.  Sir, 
I  here  enter  my  solemn  protest  against  this  low 
and  "  calculating  avarice"  entering  this  hall  of 
legislation.  It  is  only  fit  for  shops  and  count- 
ing-houses, and  ought  not  to  disgrace  the  seat 
of  sovereignty  by  its  squalid  and  vUe  appearance. 
Whenever  it  touches  sovereign  power,  the  na- 
tion is  ruined.  It  is  too  short-sighted  to  defend 
itself.  It  is  an  unpromising  spirit,  always  ready 
to  yield  a  part  to  save  the  balance.  It  is  too 
timid  to  have  in  itself  the  laws  of  self-preserva- 
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tion.  It  is  never  safe  but  under  the  shield  of 
honor.  Sir,  I  only  know  of  one  principle  ^o 
make  a  nation  great,  to  produce  in  this  country 
not  the  form  but  real  spirit  of  union,  and  that 
is,  to  protect  every  citizen  in  the  lawful  pursuit 
of  his  business.  He  will  then  feel  that  he  is 
backed  by  the  Government ;  that  its  arm  is  his 
arms ;  and  wiU  rejoice  in  its  increased  strength 
and  prosperity.  Protection  and  patriotism  are 
reciprocal.  This  is  the  road,  that  all  great  na- 
tions have  trod.  Sir,  I  am  not  versed  in  this 
calculating  policy ;  and  will  not,  therefore  pre- 
tend to  estimate  in  dollars  and  cents  the  value 
of  national  independence,  or  national  affection. 
I  cannot  dare  to  measure,  in  shillings  and  pence, 
the  misery,  the  stripes,  and  the  slavery  of  our 
impressed  seamen ;  nor  even  to  value  our  ship- 
ping, commercial,  and  agricultural  losses,  un- 
der the  Orders  in  Council  and  the  British  sys- 
tem of  blockade.  I  hope  I  have  not  condemned 
any  prudent  estimate  of  the  means  of  a  country, 
before  it  enters  on  a  war.  This  is  wisdom,  the 
other  folly.  Sir,  the  gentleman  from  Virginia 
has  not  failed  to  touch  on  the  calamity  of  war ; 
that  fruitful  source  of  declamation,  by  which, 
pity  becomes  the  advocate  of  cowardice ;  but  I 
know  not  what  we  have  to  do  with  that  sub- 
ject. If  the  gentleman  desires  to  repress  the 
gallant  ardor  of  our  countrymen  by  such  topics, 
let  me  inform  him,  that  true  courage  regards 
only  the  cause — that  it  is  just  and  necessary — 
and  that  it  despises  the  pain  and  danger  of  war. 
If  he  really  wishes  to  promote  the  cause  of  hu- 
manity, let  his  eloquence  be  addressed  to  Lord 
Wellesley  or  Mr.  Peroival,  and  not  the  Ameri- 
can Congress.  Tell  them,  if  they  persist  in  such 
daring  insult  and  injury  to  a  neutral  nation, 
that,  however  inclined  to  peace,  it  will  be  bound 
in  honor  and  interest  to  resist ;  that  their  pa- 
tience and  benevolence,  however  great,  wiU  be 
exhausted ;  that  the  calamity  of  war  will  ensue; 
and  that  they,  in  the  opinion  of  wounded  hu- 
manity, will  be  answerable  for  all  its  devasta- 
tion and  misery.  Let  melting  pity,  and  regard 
to  the  interest  of  humanity,  stay  the  hand  of 
injustice,  and,  my  life  on  it,  the  gentleman  will 
not  find  it  difficult  to  call  off  his  country  from 
the  bloody  scenes  of  war. 

We  are  next  told  of  the  danger  of  war  I  I 
believe  we  are  all  ready  to  acknowledge  its 
hazard  and  accidents ;  but  I  cannot  think  we 
have  any  extraordinary  danger  to  contend  with, 
at  least  so  much  as  to  warrant  an  acquiescence 
in  the  injuries  we  have  received.  On  the  con- 
trary, I  believe  no  war  can  be  less  dangerous  to 
internal  peace,  or  national  existence.  But,  we 
are  told  of  the  black  population  of  the  South. 
As  far  as  the  gentleman  from  Virginia  speaks 
of  his  own  personal  knowledge,  I  wUl  not  pre- 
tend to  contradict  him ;  I  only  regret  that  such 
is  the  dreadful  state  of  his  particular  part  of 
the  country.  Of  the  Southern  section,  I  too 
have  some  personal  knowledge,  and  can  say 
that,  in  South  Carolina,  no  such  fears  in  any 
part  are  felt.  But,  sir,  admit  the  gentleman's 
statement ;  will  a  war  with  Great  Britain  in- 
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crease  the  danger  ?  Will  the  country  be  less 
able  to  i-epress  insurrection!  Had  we  any 
thing  to  fear  from  that  quarter,  which  I  sincere- 
ly disbelieve,  in  my  opinion,  the  precise  time  of 
lie  greatest  safety  is  during  a  war  in  which  we 
have  no  fear  of  invasion — then  the  country  is 
most  on  its  guard ;  our  militia  the  best  prepar- 
ed; and  standing  force  the  greatest.  Even  in 
our  Revolution  no  attempts  were  made  by  that 
'  portion  of  our  population ;  and,  however  the 
gentleman  may  frighten  himself  with  the  dis- 
organizing effects  of  French  principles,  I  cannot 
think  our  ignorant  blacks  have  felt  much  of 
their  baneful  influence.  I  dare  say  more  than 
one-half  of  them  never  heard  of  the  French 
Revolution.  But,  as  great  as  is  the  danger 
from  our  slaves,  the  gentleman's  fears  end  not 
there — the  standing  army  is  not  less  terrible  to 
him.  Sir,  I  think  a  regular  force,  raised  for  a 
period  of  actual  hostihties,  cannot  be  called  a 
standing  army.  There  is  a  just  distinction  be- 
tween such  a  force,  and  one  raised  as  a  peace 
establishment.  Whatever  may  be  the  composi- 
tion of  the  latter,  I  hope  the  former  will  consist 
of  some  of  the  best  materials  of  the  country. 
The  ardent  patriotism  of  our  young  men,  and 
the  reasonable  bounty  in  land  which  is  pro- 
posed to  be  given,  will  impel  them  to  join  their 
country's  standard  and  to  flght  her  battles ; 
they  wUl  not  forget  the  citizen  in  the  soldier, 
and,  in  obeying  their  officer,  learn  to  contemn 
their  constitution.  In  our  oflScers  and  soldiers 
we  will  find  patriotism  no  less  pure  and  ardent 
than  in  the  private  citizen ;  but,  if  they  should 
be  depraved,  as  represented,  what  have  we  to 
fear  from  twenty-five  or  thirty  thousand  reg- 
ulars? Where  will  be  the  boasted  militia  of 
the  gentleman  ?  Can  one  million  of  militia  be 
overpowered  by  thirty  thousand  regulars  ?  U 
so,  how  can  we  rely  on  them  against  a  foe  in- 
vading our  country  ?  Sir,  I  have  no  such  con- 
temptuous idea  of  our  militia — their  untaught 
bravery  is  sufficient  to  crush  all  foreign  and 
internal  attempts  on  their  country's  liberties. 
But  we  have  not  yet  come  to  the  end  of  the 
chapter  of  dangers.  The  gentleman's  imagina- 
tion, so  fruitful  on  this  subject,  conceives  that 
our  constitution  is  not  calculated  for  war,  and 
that  it  cannot  stand  its  rude  shock.  This  is 
rather  extraordinary — we  must  depend  upon 
the  pity  or  contempt  of  other  nations,  for  our 
existence.  The  constitution,  it  seems,  has  failed 
in  its  essential  part,  "to  provide  for  the  com- 
mon defence."  No,  says  the  gentleman  from 
Virginia,  it  is  competent  for  a  defensive,  but 
not  an  offensive  war.  It  is  not  necessary  for 
me  to  expose  the  error  of  this  opinion.  Why 
make  the  distinction  in  this  instance  ?  WiU  he 
pretend  to  say,  that  this  is  an  offensive  war ;  a 
war  of  conquest  ?  Yes,  the  gentleman  has  dared 
to  make  this  assertion ;  and  for  reasons  no  less 
extraordinary  than  the  assertion  itself.  He 
says,  our  rights  are  violated  on  the  ocean,  and 
that  these  violations  affect  our  shipping,  and 
commercial  rights,  to  which  the  Canadas  have 
no  relation.    The  doctrine  of  retaliation  has 


been  much  abused  of  late  by  an  unnatural  ex- 
tension ;  we  have  now  to  witness  a  new  abuse. 
The  gentleman  from  Virginia  has  limited  it 
down  to  a  point.  By  his  gystem,  if  you  receive  a 
blow  on  the  breast,  you  dare  not  return  it  on  the 
head,  you  are  obliged  to  measure  and  return  it  on 
the  precise  point  on  which  it  was  received.  K 
you  do  not  proceed  with  mathematical  accuracy, 
it  ceases  to  be  just  self-defence ;  it  becomes  an 
unprovoked  attack.  In  speaking  of  Canada, 
the  gentleman  from  Virginia  introduced  the 
name  of  Montgomery  with  much  feeling  and 
interest.  Sir,  there  is  danger  in  that  name  to 
the  gentleman's  argument.  It  is  sacred  to 
heroism  I  It  is  indignant  of  submission !  This 
calls  my  memory  back  to  the  time  of  our  Rev- 
olution ;  to  the  Congress  of  '74  and  '75.  Sup- 
posing a  speaker  of  that  day  had  risen  and  urged 
all  the  arguments  which  we  have  heard  on  this 
subject ;  had  told  that  Congress,  "  your  contest 
is  about  the  right  of  laying  a  tax ;  and  that  the 
attempt  on  Canada  had  nothing  to  do  with  it : 
that  the  war  would  be  expensive ;  that  danger 
and  devastation  would  overspread  our  country, 
and  that  the  power  of  Great  Britain  was  irresist- 
ible." With  what  sentiment,  think  you,  would 
such  doctrines  have  been  received  ?  Happy  for 
us,  they  had  no  force  at  that  period  of  our  coun- 
try's glory.  Had  they  been  then  acted  on,  this 
Hall  would  never  have  witnessed  a  great  nation 
convened  to  deliberate  for  the  general  good ;  a 
mighty  empire,  with  prouder  prospects  than 
any  nation  the  sun  ever  shone  on,  would  not 
have  risen  in  the  West.  No ;  we  would  have 
been  vile,  subjected  colonies ;  governed  by  that 
imperious  rod  which  Great  Britain  holds  over 
her  distant  provinces. 

Mr.  Desha  said — ^Mr.  Speaker,  the  report  of 
the  Committee  on  Foreign  Relations,  of  which 
the  resolution  now  under  consideration  forms  a 
part,  is  not  what  I  thought  would  have  been 
the  most  advisable  to  adopt,  in  order  to  meet 
the  emergency ;  not  that  I  was  for  immediate 
war,  as  we  are  unprepared  for  that  event ;  but, 
sir,  in  addition  to  the  force  recommended,  and 
authorizing  the  arming  the  merchant  vessels,  I 
was  for  adopting  the  convoy  system.  But,  sir, 
as  the  report  is  of  a  character  different  from  the 
temporizing  policy  heretofore  pursued,  and  one, 
if  not  decisive  in  itself,  which  will  lead  to  some- 
thing decisive ;  and  as  I  am  now  perfectly  satis- 
fied that  it  is  the  intention  of  the  Government 
to  follow  it  up  by  ulterior  measures,  calculated 
to  prove  the  necessity  of  these  preparatory 
steps,  and  as  union,  under  existing  circumstan- 
ces, is  all-important,  as  one  of  the  committee,  I 
am  bound  to  give  it  my  support. 

Sir,  discovering  no  disposition  on  the  part  of 
Britain  to  relax  in  her  Orders  in  Council,  to 
cease  her  oppression,  or  to  make  restitution  for 
the  damages  we  have  sustained;  but,  on  the 
contrary,  a  manifest  disposition  to  persist  in  her 
lawless  aggressions,  it  therefore  becomes  neces- 
sary not  to  depend  any  longer  on  countervail- 
ing restrictive  systems,  but  to  adopt  something 
of  a  character  more  energetic,  and  more  con- 
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genial  to  the  wishes  of  the  American  people. 
Sir,  while  I  thought  there  was  the  most  distant 
probability  of  obtaining  justice  by  peace  meas- 
ures, I  was  an  advocate  for  peace ;  but,  sir, 
when  I  see  not  the  least  prospect  of  a  revoca- 
tion of  her  destructive  Orders  in  Council,  of  the 
releaseinent  of  our  impressed  countrymen,  a  re- 
linquishment of  the  principle  of  impressment, 
nor  restitution  for  damages,  I  am  for  assuming 
a  war  attitude — consequently  shall  vote  for  the 
report  of  the  committee,  because  I  believe  the 
force  there  contemplated  will  be  an  efficient 
force,  and  adequate  to  the  purposes  intended, 
to  wit,  the  subjugation  of  the  British  North 
American  Provinces. 

Sir,  to  enumerate  the  aggressions  committed 
on  our  rights  by  Britain,  the  depredations  on 
our  commerce,  the  murder  and  impressment  of 
our  countrymen,  and  the  indignities  offered  our 
flag,  would  be  taking  up  your  time  unnecessa- 
rily— particularly,  sir,  as  those  enormities  must 
be  recent  in  the  mind  of  every  member  present ; 
and  as  it  is  time  to  lay  aside  the  war  of  words 
and  proceed  to  actions,  I  shaU  not  detain  you 
long  with  any  remarks  of  mine. 

Sir,  remonstrances  against  atrocities  have 
been  made  in  vain;  experience  has  taught  us 
nothing  can  be  expected  from  negotiations. 
"We  have  been  negotiating  for  fifteen  or  twenty 
years,  at  an  enormous  expense,  say  nearly  half 
a  miQion  of  dollars,  and  the  causes  of  which  we 
complained  have  regularly  increased ;  insult  has 
been  heaped  upon  injury,  we  have  suffered  our- 
selves to  be  buffeted,  kicked,  and  treated  with 
all  kind  of  indignities  with  impunity.  Yes,  sir, 
insult  has  been  the  result  of  all  late  attempts  at 
negotiation ;  for  instance,  sir,  Mr.  Reset  was 
sent  for  no  ether  purpose  than  to  guU  the  Gov- 
ernment, and  because  Erskine  was  disposed  to 
do  us  justice  in  part,  he  was  recalled  and  dis- 
graced. The  conduct  of  the  Copenhagen  gen- 
tleman, Mr.  Jackson,  demonstrated  that  he  was 
sent  for  the  purpose  of  bullying  the  Government. 
And  pray,  Mr.  Speaker,  what  has  Mr.  Foster 
been  sent  for  ?  why,  sir,  in  my  opinion,  for  no 
other  purpose  than  to  operate  as  an  opiate  on 
the  Government;  to  lulL  us  to  sleep.  As  a 
proof  of  which,  about  the  commencement  of 
the  session,  a  session  convened  by  proclamation, 
which  was  naturally  calculated  to  agitate  the 
public  mind,  he  comes  forward  with  offers  of 
reparation  as  he  calls  them,  but  which  in  my 
estimation  is  no  more  than  a  patch,  calculated 
to  cover  one  corner  of  the  wound  the  nation 
received,  in  that  wanton  and  dastardly  outrage, 
the  attack  on  the  Chesapeake ;  but,  sir,  in  his 
soporifics  I  trust  he  will  be  disappointed.  I 
have  no  hesitation  in  saying,  that  when  the  let- 
ters from  this  Minister  to  our  Government  are 
examined  by  the  people,  that  independent  of 
the  arrogance  bordering  on  insolence,  in  which 
they  are  couched,  so  characteristic  of  that  na- 
tion, they  wUl  have  a  different  effect  from  that 
of  conciliation;  the  iUiberal  and  disingenuous 
demands  made  preliminary  to  the  revocation  of 
the  Orders  in  Council,  wid  have  a  tendency  to  I 


rouse  the  public  mind ;  they  will  be  looked  on 
with  an  indignant  frown  by  all  real  Americans. 

Sir,  we  have  been  constantly  annoyed,  as- 
saulted openly  and  insidiously ;  we  have  been 
plundered,  oppressed,  and  insulted ;  we  thought 
it  preferable  to  forbear  while  forbearance  was 
possible,  than  to  plunge  into  the  evils  of  war,  to 
redress  the  evil  of  plunder  and  partial  and  das- 
tard-like courage ;  we  judged  it  better  to  aban- 
don the  wealth  which  the  afflictions  of  the  world 
held  out  to  IJie  avidity  of  commercial  specu- 
lation, and  consequently  withdrew  from  the 
ocean,  by  the  adoption  of  the  embargo — a  meas- 
ure of  all  others  the  best  calculated  to  meet  the 
then  emergency,  and  which  would,  I  have  no 
hesitation  in  saying,  have'^rodnced  the  desired 
effect  if  we  had  have  had  firmness  enough  to 
have  adhered  to  it,  and  virtue  and  patriotism 
enough  to  have  enforced  it.  But,  sir,  partyism 
was  our  ruin ;  it  proved  that  we  had  as  much 
to  fear  from  our  domestic  enemies  as  our  for- 
eign foes,  and  apparently  the  greatest  evil  we 
had  to  apprehend  was  in  falling  a  victim  to  our 
own  political  dissensions,  occasioned  by  the 
deeply-laid  plans  of  our  deadly  foe,  Britain. 
Sir,  during  embargo  times  our  domestic  enemies, 
encouraged  by  a  proclamation  issued  under  the 
authority  of  the  King  of  England — I  say,  sir, 
those  minions  of  royalty  concentrating  in  the 
East,  talked  of  the  violation  of  laws  as  a  virtue, 
they  demoralized  the  community  by  raising  the 
flood-gates  of  civil  disorder ;  they  gave  absolu- 
tion to  felons,  and  invited  the  commission  of 
crimes  by  the  omission  of  duty.  But,  sir,  the 
day  of  retribution  is  (I  trust)  not  far  distant, 
when  those  among  us  who  to  gain  the  favor  of 
our  enemy  have  betrayed  their  country,  wOl-sink 
into  insignificance  and  contempt ;  the  wages  of 
iniquity  will  not  shield  them  from  due  infamy. 

Mr.  Tkotjp  rose  to  make  an  effort  to  put  an 
end  to  the  debate ;  a  debate  in  which  the  great 
mass  of  the  House  were  enlisted  on  one  side, 
against  the  solitary  gentleman  from  Virginia 
(Mr.  Randolph)  on  the  other ;  and  declared  that 
he  would  call  for  the  previous  question  if  it  was 
persevered  in. 

Mr.  Macon  considered  the  present,  from  the 
turn  the  debate  had  taken,  the  most  important 
question  which  had  come  before  the  National 
Government  for  many  years  past,  because  it 
was  evidently  discussed  as  a  war  question, 
though  the  real  question  before  the  House,  if 
adopted,  did  not  declare  war.  It  was  not  now 
a  question  by  what  means  or  by  whose  meas- 
ures the  nation  was  brought  into  its  present 
situation ;  it  must,  however,  be  satisfactory  to 
all,  that  the  Administration  has  done  every 
thing  that  could  have  been  expected,  to  avoid 
the  present  crisis,  and  to  keep  the  nation  at 
peace.  H  the  British  Government  would  cease 
to  violate  our  neutral  and  national  rights,  oul- 
difficulties  would  be  at  an  end.  It  was  no  long- 
er a  question  about  the  colonial  carrying  trade 
— that  was  at  an  end;  because  Great  Britain 
might  now  be  considered  as  possessing  all  the 
West  India  Islands,  and  as  we  have  now  neither 
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sugar  nor  coffee  to  carry,  she  has  determined 
to  execute  with  rigor  her  unjust  orders  against 
our  carrying  the  productions  of  our  own  soil  to 
any  market  except  her  own,  or  that  of  her  allies. 
This  is  attacking  the  best  interests  of  the  coun- 
try; indeed,  it  is  taking  the  profits  of  both 
planter  and  merchant.  Hence,  nono  of  our  ex- 
ports bring  a  price  by  which  we  can  live,  ex- 
cept flour;  and  that  would  be  no  better  than 
any  other  article  of  export,  was  it  nol  that 
Great  Britain  and  her  allies,  Spain  and  Portu- 
gal, want  it  for  the  support  of  their  armies ;  it 
is  their  wants,  and  the  great  diflSoulty  of  getting 
their  wants  supplied  anywhere  else,  that  keeps 
up  the  price  of  wheat. 

Notwithstanding  these  were  his  sentiments, 
he  thought  it  would  be  going  too  far  to  con- 
sent, by  the  vote  he  was  about  to  give,  that  he 
pledged  himself  to  vote  for  any  measure  which 
the  Committee  of  Foreign  Eelations  might  here- 
after bring  forward,  when  he  did  not  intend  to 
vote  for  all  the  resolutions  contained  in  the  re- 
port which  was  now  under  consideration.  Our 
afflairs  must  now  command  the  serious  attention 
of  every  man  in  the  nation.  "We  must  either 
prepare  to  maintain  the  right  to  carry  our  pro- 
duce to  what  market  we  please,  or  to  be  con- 
tent without  a  market ;  to  attempt  another  ne- 
gotiation would  be  useless ;  every  effort  has 
been  made  in  that  way  that  could  be  made. 
Indeed,  no  one  has  yet  said  that  he  wished 
another.  He  was  as  desirous  of  peace  as  he  ever 
was;  and  if  any  plan  shall  be  proposed  by 
which  the  peace  of  the  country  can  be  preserv- 
ed, and  the  right  to  export  our  native  produce 
maintained,  he  should  still  prefer  it  to  war ;  but 
if  no  such  plan  can  be  devised,  he  was  willing 
to  go  to  war  for  that  right.  He  was  also  will- 
ing to  declare  the  points  to  the  nation  for  which 
we  went  to  war,  and  rather  than  not  succeed, 
he  would  carry  it  on  for  fifty  years,  and  longer 
if  necessary.  He  felt  no  hesitation  in  declaring, 
that  he  would  not  go  to  war  to  encourage  the 
nation,  or  any  part  of  it,  to  become  manufac- 
turers, (and  it  may  not  be  amiss  to  observe  that, 
from  the  day  that  this  report  was  laid  on  the  ta- 
ble, we  have  heard  nothing  about  manufac- 
tures ;)  nor  would  he  go  to  war  for  the  purpose 
of  building  .a  navy.  He  mentioned  this,  because 
he  had  heard  a  good  deal  said  of  late  about  in- 
creasing the  fleet  and  building  seventy-fours. 
If,  therefore,  it  was  to  be  a  war  either  to  en- 
courage manufactures  or  to  build  a  fleet,  he 
should  be  opposed  to  it ;  he  would  rather  re- 
main as  we  are  awhile  longer,  bad  as  our  situa- 
tion is,  than  to  stick  these  two  set-fasts  to  the 
back  of  the  nation,  neither  of  which  it  could 
ever  get  clear  of.  A  peace  in  Europe  might 
free  us  from  our  present  embarrassments,  but 
from  the  other,  once  established,  we  can  never 
expect  to  get  free. 

He  could  not  agree  with  the  gentleman  from 
Georgia  (Mr.  Teottp)  that  the  House  ought 
now,  by  the  previous  question,  to  put  an  end  to 
the  debate ;  on  the  contrary,  he  wished  every 
member  might  have  fnU  time  to  deliver  his  sen- 


timents on  this  great  question ;  for  his  part,  he 
wished  to  hear  the  opinions  of  those  who  lived 
on  the  Eastern  frontier;  he  was  gratified  that 
several  of  the  members  of  the  Western  had 
favored  the  committee  with  theirs.  He  ex- 
pressed this  wish,  because  the  part  of  the  coun- 
try which  he  represented  was  in  the  middle 
country,  about  the  same  distance  from  the 
mountains  and  the  Atlantic  Ocean,  in  no  danger 
of  being  surprised  or  injured  by  any  plundering 
party ;  but  if  the  House  was  to  do  that  which 
the  gentleman  from  Georgia  seemed  to  desire, 
it  would  do  no  good ;  because  if  our  object  be 
to  invade  Canada,  it  can  scarcely  be  expected 
that  this  could  be  done  with  our  utmost  exer- 
tions by  regular  troops,  hereafter  to  be  raised, 
sooner  than  June  or  July.  Hitherto,  our  pro- 
ceedings have  been  carried  on  not  only  with 
good  humor,  but  with  great  urbanity  also ;  to 
stop  the  debate,  might  have  a  tendency  to 
change  this,  which  no  one  would  regret  more 
than  the  gentleman  hinfself.  Before  we  raise 
an  army,  and  provide  it  with  every  thing  neces- 
sary for  marching,  we  have  much  to  do.  "We 
have  now  no  Washington  to  command,  and 
since  the  days  of  Joshua,  I  have  read  of  no  such 
man ;  such  men  do  not  appear  every  century, 
and  a  thousand  years  wiU  hardly  produce  one. 
It  is  quite  probable,  except  the  Commander-in- 
chief,  as  good  or  better  appointments  may  be 
now  made,  than  were  made  at  the  beginning  of 
the  Revolution;  because  there  are  now  more 
men  of  experience  in  the  country  than  there 
were  at  that  time ;  and,  also,  because  the  men 
of  talents  and  experience  are  much  better 
known  to  the  National  Government  now  than 
they  then  were ;  besides  the  selection  of  officers, 
the  wagons,  carts,  and  provisions,  are  to  pur- 
chase, and  almost  every  other  article  necessary 
for  a  marching  army.  It  may  not  be  improper 
here  to  remark,  that  this  is  not  a  Government 
of  confidence ;  and  that,  before  we  go  too  far, 
we  ought,  by  some  means  or  other,  to  know 
who  is  to  command  the  army.  There  cannot 
be  much  diflfioulty  in  this,  especially  as  every 
department  of  the  Government  seems  willing  to 
raise  a  force  adequate  to  the  purpose  for  which 
it  is  wanted.  And  here,  sir,  permit  me  to  say, 
that  I  hope  this  is  to  be  no  party  war,  but  a 
national  war,  in  which  every  person  in  the  na- 
tion may  have  a  fair  chance  to  participate  in 
the  honor  and  glory  to  be  acquired  in  the  field 
of  battle,  and  in  defence  of  the  rights  of  his 
country.  Such  a  war,  if  war  we  shall  have, 
can  alone,  in  my  judgment,  obtain  the  end  for 
which  we  mean  to  contend,  without  any  dis- 
grace. 


Feiday,  December  18. 

Foreign  Belattons. 

The  House  resumed  the  consideration  of  the 

report  of  the  Committee  of  Foreign  Eelations. 

Mr.  Dawson. — When  we  are  about  to  take  a 

step,  to  assume  an  attitude  which  must  change 

all  our  foreign  relations,  and  may  produce  a 
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change  in  our  political  character,  it  becomes  ns 
to  summon  all  our  wisdom — to  collect  all  our 
moderation  and  firmness,  and  to  unite  all  our 
energies  and  exertions.  It  becomes  us  to  be 
"  neither  rash  nor  diffident,"  or,  to  use  the  lan- 
guage of  one  of  the  greatest  men  who  ever  lived 
in  the  tide  of  times,  "  Immoderate  valor  swells 
into  a  fault,  and  fear  admitted  into  public  coun- 
cils betrays  like  treason."  Such,  sir,  is  the  sit- 
uation of  the  United  States  at  this  moment. 
We  are  about  to  take  such  a  step — every  senti- 
ment therefore  which  can  be  offered  demands 
its  proportion  of  public  attention,  and  renders 
that  apology  from  me  unnecessary,  which,  on 
any  other  occasion,  common  propriety  would 
justify. 

After  the  select  Committee  on  our  Foreign 
Relations  had  made  their  report,  it  seemed  to 
me  to  be  their  particular  duty  to  give  to  this 
House  a  full  exposition  of  their  present  and  ul- 
terior views  and  objects,  and  of  those  of  the 
Administration,  as  far  as  they  had  ascertained 
them,  founded  on  the  information  which,  it  is 
presumed,  they  possessed.  For  this  I  waited 
with  patience,  and  have  listened  with  attention 
and  with  pleasure — ^it  has  been  given  with 
promptness,  with  ability,  and  with  candor ;  and 
with  that  perspicuity  which  frees  the  mind 
from  all  doubt  as  to  the  course  which,  in  their 
judgment,  we  ought  to  pursue.  And  it  now 
rests  with  us,  sir,  to  determine  whether  we 
shall  sanction  their  recommendation — whether 
we  shall  adopt  those  measures  necessary  and 
preparatory  to  a  war  in  which  it  is  probable  our 
country  wiU  be  engaged.  Sir,  in  the  course  of 
my  poUtical  life,  it  has  been  my  duty  to  meet  and 
to  decide  on  some  of  the  most  important  ques- 
tions which  have  been  agitated  in  our  public 
councils,  and  deeply  involving  the  best  interests 
of  our  country;  these  duties  I  have  performed 
with  fidelity  and  without  fear,  and  I  pledge  my- 
self never  to  depart  from  that  line  of  conduct  ; 
and,  sir,  at  no  period  of  my  life,  nor  upon  any 
occasion,  have  I  met  any  question  with  more 
serious  deliberation  and  more  undaunted  firm- 
ness than  I  do  the  present 

For  several  years  past  I  have  been  an  advo- 
cate for  the  adoption  of  every  measure,  the  ob- 
ject of  which  was  to  place  our  country  in  a 
complete  state  of  defence,  and  prepare  us  to 
meet  any  state  of  things.  I  have  thought,  and 
do  think  that  preparatory  and  vigorous  meas- 
ures are  best  calciilated  to  maintain  the  dignity 
and  secure  the  peace  and  happiness  of  our  coun- 
try— that  to  be  prepared  to  meet  danger  is  the 
best  way  to  avert  it.  These  preparations  have 
not  been  carried  to  the  extent  which  I  have 
wished — and  yet,  sir,  I  am  far  from  thinking 
that  my  country  is  in  that  feeble  state  which 
some  gentlemen  seem  willing  to  represent  it.  I 
feel  myself  authorized  to  state,  that  we  have  all 
the  necessaries;  aU  the  implements;  all  the 
munitions  necessary  for  a  three  years'  close  war 
against  any  force  which  any  power  can  send  to 
this  continent. 

All  that  we  want,  are  men.    No,  sir,  pardon 


the  expression — all  which  we  want  is  an  expres- 
sion of  the  will  of  the  nation.  Let  this  House, 
let  the  constituted  authorities  declare  that  will 
— let  them  declare  "  the  Republic  to  be  in  dan- 
ger," and  thousands  and  tens  of  thousands  of  our 
fellow-citizens  wiU  rally  round  the  standard  of 
their  country,  resolved  to,  support  her  rights, 
avenge  her  wrongs,  or  perish  in  her  ruin.  Yes, 
sir,  should  that  awful  moment  ever  arrive,  which 
may  Heaven  avert ! — should  we  be  forced  into 
a  war  in  the  d^ence  of  our  just  rights,  I  trust 
and  believe  that  there  is  not  a  man  in  the  na- 
tion, whose  situation  will  permit,  who  will  not 
be  ready  to  march  at  his  country's  call.  No 
man  more  devoulty  prays  for  peace  than  I  do ; 
no  man  deprecates  large  standing  armies  in  the 
time  of  peace  more  than  I  do.  I  consider 
them  the  bane  of  society  and  the  danger  of  re- 
pubUcs;  but,  sir,  as  peace,  honorable  peace,  is 
not  always  at  our  command,  they  must  be  re- 
sorted to  in  time  of  war. 

Mr.  Nblson  protested  against  the  doctrine 
that  in  the  vote  he  was  about  to  give  he  should 
pledge  himself  to  the  support  of  whatever 
ulterior  measures  the  Committee  of  Foreign 
Relations  might  choose  to  adopt.  He  was  sen- 
sible that  he  should  hazard  the  censure  of  his 
associates  in  the  Republican  cause  by  the  obser- 
vations he  proposed  to  submit.  Nay,  his  Re- 
publican friends  might  have  the  audacity  to 
denounce  him  as  an  apostate,  but  the  people 
bad  intrusted  him  with  their  dearest  rights  and 
interests,  and  he  was  resolved  to  pursue  these 
according  to  his  best  judgment,  regardless  of 
the  strictures  of  friends,  and  of  the  contuma- 
cious abuse  of  the  press.  Proscription  should 
have  no  influence  on  his  conduct.  And  hence 
he  must  express  his  astonishment  at  those  gen- 
tlemen who  had  threatened  the  House  with  the 
previous  question,  when  they  themselves  ad- 
mitted the  vast  importance  of  the  subject 
under  discussion.  Tacitus  inform  us  that 
even  the  semi-barbarian  Germans,  when  war 
was  to  be  decided  on,  took  two  several  occasions 
to  debate  upon  it — one,  when  they  were  in  the 
full  possession  of  their  natural  faculties ;  and, 
second,  when  they  were  excited  by  extravagant 
circumstances.  But  in  these  enlightened  days 
it  seems  that  we  are  to  decide  this  all-important 
question  without  debate!  He  begged  gentle- 
men to  divest  themselves  of  passion.  It  was 
not  a  time  to  bow  to  the  influence  of  improper 
feelings.  They  ought  calmly  and  coolly  to  meet 
the  subject.  They  were  to  decide  upon  a  ques- 
tion which  was  of  no  momentary  nature.  If 
they  did  go  to  war,  it  would  he  a  lasting 
war ;  and  he  agreed  with  the  gentleman  from 
Georgia,  (Mr.  Teoup,)  that  if  war-speeches 
were  necessary  to  bring  the  House  to  the  stick- 
ing point,  it  was  much  too  soon  to  begin  war. 

He  proposed  to  consider  these  resolutions  as 
a  measure  of  hostility,  according  to  the  views 
of  its  advocates,  and  then  as  a  measure  of  defen- 
sive preparations,  agreeable  to  the  spirit  of  Ex- 
ecutive recommendation,  which  was  favorable 
to  peace.    What  were  the  objects  of  the  war  ? 
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To  establish  our  neutral  rights,  to  exempt  our 
seamen  from  imprisonment,  the  repeal  of  the 
Orders  in  Council,  and  of  the  blockades,  and 
the  security  of  the  American  iiag.  What  would 
be  the  effects  of  war,  the  tocsin  of  which  was 
for  the  first  time  sounded  through  the  land? 
Our  country  had  been  blessed  by  Providence 
with  more  than  thirty  years  of  peace  and  plen- 
ty. The  habits  of  the  people  were  pacific. 
The  trifling  hostilities  with  England  were  of  no 
consequence.  But  now  the  yeomanry  of  the 
country  were  to  be  called  to  arms  as  if  our 
own  territory  were  to  be  invaded.  He  sym- 
pathized with  the  sufferings  of  his  impressed 
and  incarcerated  feUow-citizens ;  but  would  a 
territorial  war  exempt  them  from  impressment  1 
"Would  it  establish  our  neutral  rights  ?  Certain- 
ly not.  The  way  to  enforce  these  rights  was 
by  a  great  maritime  force,  which  the  nation 
were  incompetent  to  raise  and  support. 

But  the  advocates  of  immediate  war  said 
that  if  they  could  not  obtain  their  objects  by 
direct  hostUity  on  the  ocean,  they  could  do  it 
by  a  auecedaneum — by  the  exercise  of  the  lex 
talionis  in  an  indirect  way.  After  issuing 
letters  of  marque,  they  would  resort  to  the  in- 
vasion of  the  enemies'  territorial  provinces. 
He  contended  that  this  would  be  ineflBcacious, 
and  maintained  that  to  convert  our  merchants 
into  privateers  would  be  to  turn  them  loose 
upon  the  seas  as  highway  robbers.  They  would 
not  be  competent  to  carry  on  a  war  in  this  way. 
They  would  have  abandoned  their  peaceful  pur- 
suits ;  they  would  accept  a  fraternal  embrace 
of  French  subjects;  fight  side  by  side  with 
them,  and  submit  themselves  to  the  will  of  the 
French  Emperor.  However  scrupulous  gentle- 
men might  now  be,  when  the  hour  of  danger 
came  they  would  accept  the  alliance  of  France. 
The  national  interests  would  be  identified  with 
those  of  the  European  continent.  We  should 
adopt  the  continental  system,  in  which  our 
liberties  and  independence  would  be  jeopard- 
ized. 

He  deprecated  the  invasion  of  Canada  as  an 
act  of  foreign  conquest.  We  could  not  suppose 
that  Great  Britain  would  slumber  over  our 
occupation  of  it,  and  where  should  we  find  a 
stationary  force  able  to  keep  possession  of  it  as 
a  conquered  province?  Admit  it  as  a  sister 
into  the  Union,  we  dare  not  abandon  it  at  the 
peace,  and  therefore  we  could  not  give  it  back 
for  the  restoration  of  our  maritime  rights.  But 
suppose  that  Great  Britain  should  be  brought 
to  her  knees,  (and  this  was  aU  the  most  valiant 
of  us  would  ask,)  what  have  we  to  expect,  if 
the  power  and  the  commerce  of  England  should 
be  thrown  into  the  arms  of  France,  from  the 
high,  the  mighty,  the  imperial  Napoleon  ? 
Would  he  respect  us  more  than  England  would  ? 
They  both  follow  their  own  interest,  as  we 
ought  to  follow  ours.  What  would  be  the 
effect  of  this  war  upon  ourselves? 

He  feared  a  war,  not  from  a  puerile  fear  of 
its  expenses  or  of  death,  but  from  a  manly 
dread  of  the  consequences  of  this  war,  which 


must  last  as  long  as  England  had  a  ship  at  sea, 
or  a  man  to  man  it.  It  must  link  us  to  the 
destinies  of  continental  Europe ;  it  would  place 
us  under  complete  foreign  influence  arid  foreign 
dominion ;  it  would  change  our  political  insti- 
tutions. The  sages  who  framed  the  constitu- 
tion, and  illumined  it  by  their  commentaries, 
had  predicted  that  it  would  not  suit  to  stand 
the  shock  of  war.  The  Republic  would  be 
ruined  by  war.  We  do  not  want  courage. 
The  Revolution  had  shown  proofs  of  the  great- 
est valor  ever  exhibited  by  human  nature.  But 
few  circumstances  besides  invasion  would  jus- 
tify war.  It  would  strengthen  the  Executive 
arm  at  the  expense  of  the  Legislature.  The 
Chief  Magistrate  would  have  to  carry  on  the 
war.  He  would,  upon  the  plea  of  necessity, 
change  our  appropriations  fi-om  one  object  to 
another.  The  constitution  would  be  sapped. 
The  legislative  power  would  be  destroyed.  He 
oared  not  for  the  prices  of  cotton  and  tobacco 
as  compared  with  the  constitution.  War  would 
introduce  a  slavish  subordination  among  the 
people.  They  would  lose  their  republican 
simplicity  and  their  republican  independence. 
They  would  neglect  their  homespun  for  the 
military  plume  and  the  gilded  epaulette.  Their 
morals  would  become  depraved.  Love  of 
idleness,  extravagance,  and  neglect  of  the  dull 
pursuits  of  common  life,  would  take  place.  The 
desire  would  again  prevail  of  acquiring  large 
fortunes  by  aid  of  invasion,  at  the  expense  of 
the  war-worn  soldier  whose  fruits  would  be 
taken  away  for  a  mere  song,  as  they  had  been 
at  the  close  of  the  Revolution.  Cupidity  would 
be  introduced,  and  pervade  the  public  mind. 

I  have  made  these  remarks,  Mr.  Speaker,  to 
repel  the  declarations  of  gentlemen,  that  to  vote 
for  this  resolution  would  pledge  me  to  embark 
in  war.  1£  war  is  necessary,  I  would  not  shrink 
from  it,  big  as  it  is  with  calamity  and  ruin.  It 
win  be  the  duty  of  Government  to  obviate 
some  of  its  evils. 

I  am  in  hopes,  too,  sir,  that  I  have  been  so 
fortunate  as  to  check  the  intemperance  of  the 
youth  of  my  country.  They  wiU  excuse  me.  I 
trust  we  may  not  be  led  away  by  the  ardor  of 
youth  or  of  old  age.  I  shall  vote  for  the  in- 
crease of  the  regular  force,  to  go  hand  in  hand 
with  my  friends,  even  in  a  war,  if  necessary  and 
just.  I  have  not  made  this  speech  to  prove 
that  I  am  against  war. 

Mr.  FiNDLAT  said  he  had  frequently  observed 
members,  after  a  question  had  undergone  a  very 
tedious  discussion,  say  that  if  the  yeas  and  nays 
had  not  been  called  they  would  not  have  spoken 
on  the  question,  but  these  having  been  called, 
they  must  assign  the  reasons  for  their  votes. 
He  did  not  approve  of  that  principle,  because 
if  it  was  to  be  reduced  to  practice  every  mem- 
ber would  speak  to  every  such  question,  and 
there  would  be  no  end  of  the  debate.  How- 
ever, on  this  question,  though  he' thought  it  had 
been  suflloiently  discussed,  yet  he  deemed  it 
proper  to  express  a  few  thoughts,  not  so  much 
to  give  the  reasons  for  the  vote  he  designed  to 
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give,  as  to  erplain  the  principles  on  wMehi  he 
designed  to  give  hig  vote.  He  designed  to  vote 
for  the  resolution  before  the  House,  but  not 
surely  for  the  same  reasons  or  with  the  same 
determined  views  that  some  honorable  mem- 
bers have  expressed.  He  would  not  dwell  on 
the  tyrannies  and  robberies  of  either  the  more 
ancient  or  modern  despots  or  Governments,  of 
the  old  world,  but  confine  himself  to  such  as 
had  a  direct  relation  to  the  question  depending 
before  the  House. 

That  the  aggressions  and  bad  faith  of  the  Brit- 
ish Government,  and  the  recommendations  of 
the  Executive,  were  the  foundation  of  the  reso- 
lutions before  the  House,  was  admitted  by  all 
that  have  spoken  on  the  question.  In  order  to 
be  understood  he  would  take  a  concise  retro- 
spect of  our  relations  with  Britain  since  nearly 
the  commencement  of  the  present  Government 
of  the  United  States. 

During  the  First  Congress  an  Indian  war  was 
commenced  on  our  western  frontier,  and  con- 
ducted as  usual  with  savage  ferocity;  but, 
believing  that  it  only  resulted  from  the  com- 
bination of  a  few  tribes,  our  defensive  measures 
at  first  were  weak,  and  our  first  attempts  un- 
fortunate. But  it  soon  became  such  a  tedious 
and  expensive  war  as  to  require  for  several 
years  the  exertion  of  all  our  resources.  It  had 
at  last  a  fortunate  conclusion ;  but  during  its 
progress  our  Government  and  the  citizens  were 
fully  convinced  that  the  Indians  were  encourag- 
ed and  supported  by  the  British  Government. 

We  all  knew  that  for  several  years  past  In- 
dian councils  have  been  convened  by  British 
agents,  who  infiuenced  them  by  presents,  and 
employed  them  as  emissaries  to  excite  the  peace- 
able Indians  in  our  own  territories  to  go  to  war 
against  our  new  and  dispersed  settlements.  It 
would  be  infidelity  to  doubt  the  truth  of  the 
Indians  having  received  their  arms,  &c.,  from 
British  agents,  and  though  these  British  allies 
have  got  a  check  in  the  late  engagement,  yet  it 
also  has  cost  ns  dear.  We  have  no  ground  to 
conclude  that  the  danger  is  over;  revenge  is 
the  predominant  passion  of  savages,  and  though 
we  have  not  such  unequivocsd  proofs  of  the 
British  in  the  present  instance  exciting  the  In- 
dians to  war,  and  supplying  them  for  that  pur- 
pose, as  we  had  in  1793,  when  President  Wash- 
ington received  a  copy  of  Lord  Dorchester's 
speech  to  the  Indian  tribes,  encouraging  them 
to  war  against  our  settlements,  and  promising 
them  a  co-operation  of  the  British  force — the 
copy  of  which  gracious  speech  several^  mem- 
bers yet  in  Congress  saw  at  that  time,  and  every 
member  has  heard  of  it — through  a  kind  Prov- 
idence that  co-operation  was  prevented  by  the 
defeat  of  the  British  armies  in  Europe.  Though 
we  have  not  at  present  snch  explicit  proofs  that 
the  Indians  at  present  are  acting  as  British 
allies,  yet  we  have  as  much  proof  as  the  nature 
of  the  case  can  afibrd,  and  it  wonld  be  very 
unwise  if  we  did  not  act'  accordingly. 

From  the  above  view  of  the  subject,  if  we 
had  no  other  cause,  I  deduce  the  expediency  of 


increasing  our  regular  force  agreeable  to  the  re- 
commendation of  the  President  and  of  our  com- 
mittee. I  think  more  has  been  said  about  taking 
Canada  than  was  necessary.  It  is  true,  that  dur- 
ing the  same  Indian  war,  it  was  the  opinion  of 
our  most  sage  politicians  that  we  never  could  be 
secure  against  Indian  war  till  we  had  possession 
of  Canada,  and  by  that  means  have  it  in  our 
power  to  cut  off  the  communication  between 
foreign  nations  and  the  Indians  on  our  frontiers 
and  in  our  o\vji  territory.  They  baid  that  neither 
our  revenue,  our  credit  or  population  would  at 
that  time  justify  the  attempt ;  but  that  we  were 
rapidly  increasing  in  population  and  all  other 
resources,  while  the  nations  of  Europe  are  wast- 
ing their  own  strength,  but  the  time  was  fast 
approaching  when  we  must  repel  national  in- 
sults or  surrender  our  independence.  This  was 
said  particularly  with  respect  to  the  impress- 
ment of  our  seamen.  At  the  commencement 
of  this  outrage,  never  committed  by  any  other 
nation  but  Britain,  the  public  mind  was  very 
sensibly  affected  by  it,  but  time  and  the  fre- 
quent repetition  of  the  injury  seems  to  have 
rendered  the  public  feelings  callous.  This  put 
him  in  mind  of  what  he  had  sometimes  ob- 
served, that  when  the  savages  scalped  a  few 
families  on  the  frontier,  the  whole  country  was  , 
terribly  alarmed,  but  that  after  the  savage  butch- 
ery had  continued  and  extended  itself  for  some 
time,  the  sensibility  seemed  to  abate.  This  had 
been  evidently  the  effect  of  the  continued  im- 
pressment of  our  seamen. 

Mr.  EoBEETS  observed  he  should  offer  no 
apology  for  rising  so  late  in  this  discussion,  as 
the  short  time  for  which  he  was  about  to  ask 
attention  would  not  justify  it.  The  eloquence 
and  talents  which  had  been  so  abundantly  ex- 
hibited on  this  occasion,  would  not  admit  of 
more  than  a  concise  expression  of  his  opinion, 
without  subjecting  him,  justly,  to  the  charge  of 
presumption.  When  the  report  now  under  con- 
sideration came  first  before  the  House,  I  was, 
said  he,  of  the  number  of  those  who  were  dis- 
posed to  decide  upon  it  without  debate.  I 
have  frequently  been  in  the  minority  on  the 
question  of  adjournment,  from  a  wish  to  reach 
the  question  on  the  resolutions.  Under  these 
impressions  I  confess  I  viewed  the  challenge, 
or  rather  the  invitation,  given  by  the  gentle- 
man from  Tennessee,  (Mr.  GEtrNDT,)  "  to  debate 
this  subject  now,  if  it  was  to  be  debated  at  all," 
more  as  the  impulse  of  an  ingenuous  mind,  pre- 
ferring, on  all  occasions,  an  open  course,  than 
the  dictates  of  prudence  or  necessity.  Nor  was 
it  tai  after  the  gentleman  from  North  Carolina 
(Mr.  Maoon)  had  invited  and  urged  discussion, 
that  I  became  disposed  to  join  in  opinion  with 
them,  the  correctness  of  which  the  debate  of 
this  day  has  very  much  strengthened. 

By  the  adoption  of  this  report,  we  are  enter- 
ing on  a  system  of  operations  of  the  utmost 
national  moment;  the  effects  of  which  the 
wisest  amongst  us  cannot  ftiUy  foresee,  and  on 
which  we  have  no  choice  but  to  act.  The  dis- 
cussion has  already  elicited  opinions,  which  it 
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is  well  to  know  exist ;  and  the  more  so,  since 
some  of  them  admit  the  holders  to  vote  for  the 
report,  while  they  allow  them  to  he  adverse  to 
the  measures  which  are  necessarily  to  follow 
it.  A  little  time  may  he  well  spent  in  com- 
paring sentiments  in  this  stage  of  the  hnsiness, 
as  it  may  he  conducive  to  celerity  of  movement 
in  the  sequel,  and  give  more  certain  effect  to 
the  measures  which  must  ultimately  be  fol- 
lowed. 

Every  political  community  must,  of  necessity, 
possess  rights,  which  it  may  enjoy  independent- 
ly of,  and  in  common  with,  every  other.  One 
of  those  rights  is  an  uncontrolled  jurisdiction 
Over  its  own  territory.  It  has  long  ago  been 
found  necessary  for  nations  to  settle  by  con- 
vention on  the  great  scale  where  the  limits  of 
territory  shall  cease,  and  where  the  high  seas 
shall  commence.  This  convention,  or  law,  has 
determined  that  the  ships  of  neutrals  shall  be  a 
part  of  the  national  territory ;  so  long  as  they 
are  careful  to  preserve  a  pacific  character. 
Through  the  intervention  of  vessels  navigating 
the  high  seas,  nations  in  amity  are  enabled  to 
overcome  the  want  of  proximity,  and  all  the 
purposes  of  trade  and  commercial  intercourse 
may  thereby  be  extended,  as  well  to  the  inhab- 
itants of  the  remotest  comers  of  the  earth,  as 
to  those  only  divided  by  a  geometrical  line. 
An  attempt  to  interrupt  this  intercourse  by  a 
third  nation,  is  so  serious  an  act  of  hostility 
and  wrong,  as  not  only  always  to  justify,  but 
to  demand,  resistance.  The  gentleman  from 
Virginia  (Mr.  Randolph)  has  said  the  Govern- 
ment would  not,  on  a  former  occasion,  go  to 
war,  when  their  trade,  which  consisted  in  car- 
rying the  produce  of  one  foreign  country  to 
another,  was  annoyed  and  cut  up;  and  why 
not,  he  says,  be  pacific  now,  as  well  as  then  ? 
While  I  agree  that  onr  national  rights,  extend 
to  both  alike,  admitting,  however,  every  Gov- 
ernment to  make  her  own  municipal  regula- 
tions, I  must  be  allowed  to  consider  our  direct 
export  and  import  trade  much  better  worth 
contending  for,  than  what  has  been  denomina- 
ted our  carrying  trade.  The  cultivators  and 
owners  of  the  soil  have  never  shown  any  dis- 
position to  fight  for  the  latter  trade ;  and  for  a 
very  plain  and  consistent  reason.  War  is  sure 
to  bring  on  its  train  of  evUs  and  expense ;  and 
where  it  is  obvious  that  these  will  amount  to 
more  than  the  loss  of  the  exercise  of  a  right  in 
its  nature  of  but  transitory  use  and  minor  in- 
terest, a  free  people  may  with  propriety  refuse 
to  hazard  them  for  its  support.  It  is  not  for 
such  a  people  to  war  for  a  speculative  right  or 
an  empty  name.  The  carrying  trade,  it  must 
be  owned,  was  profitable  in  exercise,  but  it  was 
a  profit  that  could  be  given  up  without  vital 
prejudice  to  the  national  interests.  Not  so 
with  our  fair  export  trade.  To  yield  this  would 
be  absolute  recolonization.  It  must  not  only 
affect  us  in  the  great  resources  of  national 
strength,  hut  it  must  break  the  spirit  of  our 
citizens,  and  make  them  infidels  in  the  principle 
of  self-government.    It  would,  at  the  same  time. 


add  means  and  facilities  to  the  aggressing  nation 
to  multiply  her  outrages.  Give  up  the  export 
trade  to  Great  Britain,  and  you  will  next  be 
required  to  give  up  the  coasting  trade,  and  to 
admit  her  navigation  act  to  as  complete  opera- 
tion in  our  bays  and  harbors,  as  it  now  has 
round  the  limited  shores  of  the  British  isles. 
The  spirit  of  commercial  monopoly  she  has  so 
pertinaciously  manifested,  proves  that  her  am- 
bition craves  more  than  her  means  can  aspire 
to.  The  wrongs  she  has  long  been  and  still  is 
committing  towards  these  States,  have  assumed 
a  character  that  imperiously  calls  for  a  resist- 
ance, made  by  all  for  the  benefit  of  all. 

I  cannot  with  some  gentlemen  doubt  the  suf- 
ficiency of  this  Government  to  conduct  a  war. 
However  congenial  a  state  of  peace  may  be  to  a 
Republic,  the  Constitution  of  the  United  States 
must  have  been  framed  with  a  view  to  war  as 
well  as  peace.  The  members  of  the  grand  con- 
vention had  almost  all  been  active  characters  in 
the  Revolutionary  war.  On  the  subject  of  war 
they  were  certainly  more  than  mere  theorists. 
Honest  apprehensions  have,  too,  been  enter- 
tained in  times  back  of  the  Government  being 
too  strong;  I  think,  however,  that  we  may 
look  with  well-grounded  confidence  for  com- 
plete sufficiency  in  it ;  without  being  alarmed 
at  the  reverse  of  the  picture.  While  the  power 
of  declaring  war  is  vested  in  Congress ;  while 
levies  and  supplies  are  within  its  control ;  while 
a  check  on  the  appointing  powers  is  vested  in 
the  Senate,  and  a  periodical  termination  of  the 
President's  oflSce  exists;  the  Executive  arm, 
though  sufficiently  untrammelled  for  necessary 
and  useful  command,  is  effectually  paralyzed  as 
to  the  exercise  of  power  to  affect  or  change  the 
free  features  of  the  Government ;  unless  indeed 
the  representation  should  become  utterly  cor- 
rupt, an  event  no  one  can  believe  possible.  I 
feel  much  satisfaction  at  this  moment  in  seeing 
a  man  at  the  head  of  the  Government  who  had 
a  conspicuous  concern  in  framing  the  constitu- 
tion, and  whose  official  duties  have  since  close- 
ly connected  Mm  with  the  administration  of 
Government  under  it.  In  the  Message  out  of 
which  the  report  before  you  has  sprung,  not 
the  slightest  doubt  is  discoverable  of  the  effi- 
ciency of  our  institutions  to  sustain  us  under 
every  exigency  that  may  overtake  us.  My  own 
reflections  on  this  subject  (and  they  have  neither 
been  light  nor  transitory)  have  neither  served 
to  alarm  noi  intimidate.  I  repose  in  safety  on 
the  saving  maxim,  "never  to  despair  of  the 
Republic." 

Mr.  MoKee. — Mr.  Speaker,  I  rise  to  address 
the  House,  at  this  late  hour  of  the  debate,  with 
reluctance ;  but  the  importance  of  the  question 
must  be  my  apology. 

Some  gentlemen,  in  felicitating  themselves  on 
account  of  the  temper  of  the  House,  evidenced 
by  the  determination  to  adopt  vigorous  meas- 
ures against  England,  have  expressed  a  regret 
that  measures  of  a  similar  character  had  not 
been  resorted  to  long  since. 

In  this  sentiment  I  cannot  agree.    In  review- 
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ing  past  times,  we  cannot  bnt  perceive  that  it 
has  been  the  desire  of  the  Government  to  avoid 
being  involved  in  the  war  with  which  Europe 
has  been  so  long  desolated,  and  by  dealing  out 
justice  to  the  belligerents,  respectively,  with 
an  impartial  hand,  to  preserve  our  neutrality, 
permitting  our  citizens  peacefully  to  pursue 
their  private  avocations,  reaping  the  rich  har- 
vest arising  from  our  neutral  commerce. 

This  was  certainly  a  wise  policy,  and  the  dis- 
tinguished success,  with  which  it  was  attended 
is  a  clear  evidence  of  its  wisdom  and  propriety. 
"Why,  then,  should  it  be  condemned?  Have 
any  people  ever  acquired  individual  wealth  with 
so  much  rapidity ;  or  have  any  been  more  happy 
in  the  enjoyment  of  donlestic  tranquillity  than 
the  people  of  the  United  States  ?  None.  The 
wish  of  the  late  and  the  present  Administrations 
was  to  continue  this  state  of  happy  prosperity 
as  long  as  it  was  practicable,  by  making  acts  of 
wrong  and  vexation  of  a  minor  sort,  growing 
out  of  the  violence  of  the  times,  the  subject  of 
negotiation,  rather  than  a  cause  of  war.  And, 
is  this  course  of  poKoy  now  to  be  condemned, 
and  regrets  entered  up  that  we  have  not  been 
at  war  years  ago  ? 

At  the  opening  of  the  session  of  Congress,  in 
December,  1809,  after  the  disavowal  of  Erskine's 
arrangement,  when  our  relations  with  England 
assumed  a  more  unfavorable  aspect  than  at  the 
close  of'  the  summer  session,  the  Committee  on 
Foreign  Relations,  with  a  desire  to  preserve  our 
neutrality,  presented  to  the  House  a  measure 
usually  termed  Macon's  bill,  TSo.  1 ;  a  measure 
which  it  is  now  known  was  approved  by  the 
Administration,  and  had  the  sanction  even  of  a 
higher  authority,  (if  such  there  be.)  This  meas- 
ure was  calculated  in  its  operation  to  present 
serious  difficulties  to  those  nations  by  whom 
the  rights  of  our  neutral  flag  were  disregarded ; 
and,  at  the  same  time,  it  left  open  to  the  enter- 
prise of  our  citizens  those  channels  of  trade, 
not  included  within  the  scope  of  the  orders  and 
decrees  of  the  belligerents,  as  they  then  stood ; 
a  commerce  as  extensive  and  valuable  as  we 
can  expect  to  enjoy  in  times  of  general  peace. 
It  was,  however,  opposed,  and  successfully,  too, 
by  war  speeches.  It  fell,  and  by  its  fadl  the 
Administration  were  driven  from  their  ground, 
and  the  hopes  of  maintaining  much  longer  the 
neutrality  of  the  United  States  also  fell  with  it. 
This  unfortunate  event  was  succeeded  by  the 
act  of  May,  1810.  By  this  act,  the  belligerents 
were  invited,  in  a  new  form,  to  withdraw  their 
orders  and  decrees ;  promising,  on  our  part,  in 
case  either  of  them  should  accept  the  invitation 
thus  given  to  both,  to  put  in  force  the  non- 
importation sections  of  the  nOn-intercourse  law 
against  the  party  persevering  in  their  orders  or 
decrees  for  three  months  after  their  adversary 
had  accepted  the  invitation  thus  given.  The 
law  of  May,  1810,  was  enacted  with  a  hope  that 
the  terms  thereby  offered  to  the  belligerents, 
respectively,  would  induce  the  one  or  the  other 
to  accept  them,  and  withdraw  their  orders  or 
decrees.    And  an  expectation  was  also  enter- 


tained, that  if  one  of  the  parties  could  be  in- 
duced to  relinquish  their  orders  or  decrees,  the 
other  party  would  foUow  the  example ;  and,  if 
this  just  expectation  should  be  met  by  a  perse- 
verance of  either  of  the  parties  in  their  orders 
or  decrees,  after  their  adversary  had  accepted 
the  invitation  thus  given,  it  would  test  the  sin- 
cerity of  the  various  and  repeated  declarations 
made  by  them,  respectively,  that  their  orders 
and  decrees,  affecting  our  commerce,  were  re- 
luctantly issue^  in  their  own  just  defence. 

Those  also  who  preferred  war  to  the  preser- 
vation of  our  neutrality,  and  by  whom  Macon's 
bill  was  rejected,  would  be  relieved  from  the 
embarrassment  of  going  to  war  with  two  of  the 
most  powerful  nations  in  the  world,  or  of  se- 
lecting which  of  the  two  should  be  made  our 
enemy,  at  a  time  when  we  had  just  cause  of 
war  against  both.  The  fixed  and  determined 
hostility  of  one  of  the  parties  towards  the  Unit- 
ed States  would  be  (as  it  certainly  now  is) 
most  clearly  proved ;  and  thereby  our  measures 
of  hostOity  rendered  the  more  necessary,  and 
more  likely  to  receive  the  unanimous  approba- 
tion of  the  American  people. 

My  opinion,  therefore,  is,  that  it  was  wise  to 
preserve  our  neutrality  as  long  as  possible,  mak- 
ing an  appeal  to  force  the  last  reluctant  resort ; 
and,  inasmuch  as  the  majority  of  Congress,  in 
1809,  resolved  to  change  the  peaceful  character 
of  this  country,  the  intervening  period  has  been 
employed  in  a  last  effort  to  avert  the  calamities 
of  war ;  the  result  of  which  has  relieved  this 
Government  from  any  liability  to  the  charge 
of  partiality  to  either  of  the  belligerents,  by 
compelling  one  of  them,  by  their  own  act,  to 
present  themselves  as  the  object  of  our  just 
hostility. 

Me.  Staitfoed  said,  as  the  resolution  before 
the  House  contemplated  an  additional  army, 
and  from  the  avowal  of  its  friends,  involved  in 
it  the  question  of  peace  or  war,  he  felt  the  de- 
sire to  assign  the  reasons  of  his  vote  upon  so 
important  a  subject.  He  was  the  more  disposed 
to  do  so  as  he  should  probably  find  himself  in  a 
very  small  minority  upon  the  question.  He 
was  not  flattered,  he  said,  with  usiug  arguments 
which  would  convince  others ;  but  for  himself 
he  felt  their  force  strong  enough  to  fix  his  mind 
against  the  measure.  If  he  were  to  vote,  he 
said,  for  the  proposed  army,  he  should  vote  in- 
consistently with  all  his  former  opinions  and 
principles  upon  the  subject,  and  he  never  could 
think  of  acting  a  part  inconsistent  with  him- 
self, and  that  more  especially  when  all  his  ex- 
perience had  gone  to  conflrm  his  first  impres- 
sions, his  honest  prejudices  against  standing 
armies.  Such  establishments  had  always  proved 
the  bane  of  free  Governments,  and  he  could  not 
see  how  we  were  to  get  along  with  them,  and 
remain,  as  he  believed  we  were,  the  freest  and 
happiest  people  upon  earth. 

But,  sir,  we  are  told  war  is  to  be  declared  in 
certain  events,  and  that  the  army  proposed  is  to 
invade  and  take  the  Canadas.  We  are  then  to 
pass  out  of  the  limits  of  the  United  States  and 
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wage  a  war  of  the  foreign  oflFensive  kind  1  If 
sucli  waa  the  contemplated  nse  of  this  army 
when  raised,  he  was  still  the  more  opposed  to 
to  the  measure.  He  was  against  the  war  itself, 
and  the  policy  of  it,  and  could  by  no  means 
yield  his  vote  to  bring  it  about.  That  there 
were  suflSoient  cause  of  war,  he  was  ready  to 
acknowledge,  and  he  was  not  disposed  in  any 
the  least  degree  to  palliate  the  offences  of  Great 
Britain,  or  that  of  any  of  the  other  belligerents, 
committed  on  the  persons  and  property  of  our 
citizens.  All  of  them  had  deserved  war  at  our 
hands,  but  we  had  at  no  time  since  the  com- 
mencement of  our  present  Government  seen  it 
our  interest  or  policy  to  give  into  it,  in  the  open 
and  declared  form,  nor  that  of  any  other  form, 
except  that  of  a  quasi  character  which  happen- 
ed under  Mr.  Adams's  administration.  The 
question  never  had  been  whether  we  had  or 
had  not  cause  of  war,  but  whether  the  true  in- 
terest of  the  United  States  did  not,  under  all 
circumstances,  call  aloud  upon  us  to  cherish 
peace,  and  to  avoid  war  and  its  evils  as  the  last 
of  the  alternatives  before  us ;  and  this,'said  Mr. 
S.,  he  would  be  able  to  show  was  the  Republi- 
can doctrine,  as  well  in  the  old  minority  times 
as  since  that  minority  grew  into  a  majority. 

The  gentleman  from  Tennessee  (Mr.  Getjitdt) 
had  made  a  direct  appeal  to  the  Eepublican 
party,  and  endeavored  to  rally  and  unite  them 
in  this,  to  them  at  least,  new  doctrine  of  war. 
If  the  appeal  of  the  gentleman  had  any  reference 
to  him,  he  would  beg  leave  to  deny  some  of  his 
positions.  He  had  himself  had  some  small 
share  to  act  in  the  political  scenes  of  '98-9,  and 
he  was  glad  to  find  from  the  gentleman's  decla- 
ration that  he  had  joined  in  the  "  clamor"  of  the 
day,  to  pull  down  the  then  Federal  Administra- 
tion for  the  unjustifiable  war  which  they  had 
gone  into  with  France.  Mr.  S.  said  he  knew 
he  had  joined  in  it  most  heartily.  He  believed 
he  then  acted  right  in  all  he  did  to  supersede 
that  Administration,  and  he  still  believed  he 
was  right.  The  best  interests  of  the  country 
forbade  the  war,  and  so  the  people  determined, 
when  ultimately  they  came  to  decide  the  ques- 
tion. That  party  ttius  ousted  by  the  public 
voice,  the  present  Eepublican  majority  was 
brought  in  upon  their  own  professions  of  better 
principles,  the  love  of  peace  and  economy.  But 
now,  forgetting  our  old  professions  under  a 
French  crisis,  we  had  raised  the  cry  of  war 
under  a  British  one,  and  nothing  short  of  it  was 
to  save  our  honor.  Mr.  S.  declared  if  there  was 
#ny  difference  in  the  causes  of  war  then  and 
now,  he  thought  it  turned  most  decidedly  in 
favor  of  the  former  period,  since  the  more  in- 
tolerable outrage  in  the  case  of  the  Chesapeake 
had  been  at  length  atoned  for.  What  were  the 
facts?  French  decrees  existed  at  that  time 
against  your  rightful  commerce — he  spoke  of 
the  arrfettes  or  decrees  of  the  French  directory 
— these  had  the  same  practical  effect  on  our 
maritime  neutral  rights  that  the  British  orders 
have  now.  French  craisers  waylaid  the  mouths 
of  your  haa-bors,  and  captured  your  vessels ;  and 


the  first  suocessfal  act  of  the  United  States  after 
the  quasi-war  commenced,  was,  the  taking  of 
one  of  these  cruisers  in  the  mouth  of  one  of  our 
harbors. 

But,  said  Mr.  8.,  the  gentleman  from  South 
Carolina,  (Mr.  Calhottn,)  tells  us  it  is  a  principle 
of  honor  in  a  nation,  as  in  an  individual,  to  re- 
sist a  first  insult.  If  such  doctrine  is  to  be  ad- 
mitted, when  should  we  have  had  a  moment's 
peace  ?  From  one  or  the  other  belligerents  of 
Europe,  since  their  late  wars  commenced,  we 
have  never  been  without  just  complaints  against 
them  for  some  violation  of  our  neutral  rights, 
and  of  course  must  have  taken  an  early  share 
in  their  wars.  The  truth  is,  we  cannot  liken, 
nor  will  the  similitude  hold  good  between  an 
individual's  honor,  or  his  sensibility  to  it,  and 
that  of  a  nation's.  A  single  impressment  or 
capture  may  be  well  admitted  to  form  a  ground 
of  reprisal  and  war;  but  we  should  have  been 
a  ruined  country  long  ere  now,  if,  under  the  ex- 
isting circumstances  of  the  world,  and  bellige- 
rent Europe,  we  had  yielded  to  this  quickness 
of  sensibility,  and  had  gone  to  war  for  a  first 
and  single  instance  of  aggression  from  either  of 
the  belligerents.  The  same  gentleman  argues 
that  every  thing  now  calls  upon  us  to  make  a 
stand ;  that  there  was  no  danger  to  our  liber- 
ties in  a  standing  army  of  twenty  or  thirty 
thousand  men,  and  that  all  admitted  there  was 
justifiable  cause  of  war,  and  he  believed  it  had 
now  become  necessary.  This  was  declaiming, 
Mr.  S.  said,  very  handsomely  upon  the  subject 
of  war,  he  would  agree ;  and  he  very  well  re- 
collected we  had  heard  the  same  doctrines  pre- 
cisely, and  he  thought  he  might  be  permitted 
to  say,  a  strain  of  declamation,  at  least  equally 
handsome,  upon  the  same  subject,  and  from  the 
same  State,  in  1T98— '9.*  Mr.  S.  contended  as 
the  then  doctrines  of  war,  (and  it  must  be  ad- 
mitted the  causes  of  it  were  also  alike  in  their 
character,)  it  was  fair  to  expect  that  in  due 
time  public  opinion  would  come  to  be  the  same 
in  both  cases. 

But,  Mr.  S.  said,  he  could  not  perceive  how 
the  present,  of  all  others,  had  become  the  neces- 
sary and  accepted  time  for  war  with  Great 
Britain.  The  attack  on  the  Chesapeake  frigate 
had  been  lately  atoned  for,  to  the  satisfaction 
of  our  Government ;  and,  he  trusted,  had  not 
been  so  done  as  to  aggravate  the  crisis  of  affairs 
between  the  two  countries.  If  calculated  to  do 
so,  our  Government  could  not  have  received  it 
The  impressment  of  our  seamen  was  a  just  com- 
plaint against  the  British  Government;  but  it 
commenced  under  the  Administration  of  Gen- 
eral Washington,  and  no  one  would  say  he  was, 
less  sensible  to  national  honor  and  independence 
than  ourselves.  Under  all  the  circumstances  of 
that  cause  of  complaint,  he  did  not  think  it  a 
cause  sufllcient  for  him  to  depart  from  the  neu- 
tral ground  he  had  assumed ;  nor  was  the  an- 
noyance of  our  commerce  less  vexatious  in  his 


"^  This  allusion  is  supposed  to  be  to  Mr.  Habfbb,  then 
from  South  Carolina. 
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time  than  since.  In  like  manner,  under  Mr. 
Adams's  Administration,  the  same  complaints 
existed,  though  in  that  of  the  latter,  not,  per- 
haps, to  the  same  degree ;  and,  nnder  the  eight 
years  of  Mr.  Jefferson's  Administration,  the 
same  state  of  things  continued,  certainly  with 
an  increased  degree  of  violence,  to  which  was 
also  added  the  more  aggravating  insult  upon 
the  Chesapeake.  Mr  Jefferson  had  never  heen 
suspected  of  partiality  for  Great  Baitain,  and 
then,  indeed,  the  accepted  time  had  come  for  a 
•war  with  that  Government ;  all  parties  were 
united,  and  pledged  themselves  to  support  him 
in  the  war.  The  pulse  of  the  nation  beat  high 
for  it.  But  he  felt,  because  he  knew,  that 
peace  was  the  best  interest  of  his  country,  and 
forbore  to  call  Congress  together.  He  had  al- 
ways admired  the  man ;  but,  upon  that  occa- 
sion, he  felt  more  than  a  sentiment  of  admira- 
tion toward  him.  When,  at  length,  wrongs  had 
thus  accumulated,  and  called  for  some  system 
of  counteraction  and  resistance  till  negotiation 
could  be  farther  tried,  the  embargo  w&s  resort- 
ed to  in  preference  to  war ;  and,  when  that  was 
done  away,  a  system  of  non-intercourse  was 
substituted,  and  to  that  again  succeeded  the  pres- 
ent alternative  law  of  the  same  kind ;  the  non- 
importation system  which  has  grown  out  of  this 
with  Great  Britain  has  not  been  tried  one 
whole  year  yet.  If  gentlemen  wUl  have  it  that 
this  is  the  accepted  time  for  war,  how  has  it 
happened  that  we  have  not  had  it  before  ?  Our 
Councils  may  be  presumed  to  have  been  as  sen- 
sible to  aggression,  and  as  patriotic  to  redress  it, 
as  we  now  are. 

But,  Mr.  Speaker,  said  Mr.  S.,  opposed  as  he 
■s«-as  to  the  idea  of  the  United  States  becoming 
one  of  the  belligerent  nations — ^to  the  linking 
our  destinies  with  those  of  the  European 
Powers ;  to  the  taking  any  share  in  their  pres- 
ent conflicts,  if  his  country  once  determined 
upon  it,  he  would  not  then  hesitate  to  vote  any 
force,  or  other  means  to  bring  it  to  as  speedy 
and  as  happy  an  issue  as  possible :  until  then 
he  should  preserve  his  own  consistency ;  and 
contribute  in  no  way  to  bring  about  that  state 
of  things  which,  he  believed,  would  prove  most 
ruinous  to  his  country. 

Mr.  Kisra. — ^Mr.  Speaker,  I  should  not  have 
troubled  this  House  with  any  remarks  of  mine, 
had  it  not  been  for  the  observations  which  have 
just  fallen  from  my  colleague  from  Forth  Caro- 
lina. I  shall  not  attempt,  sir,  to  follow  that 
gentleman  in  the  history  which  he  has  given  of 
the  progress  of  party  in  this  country,  but  shall 
content  myself  with  stating,  that,  in  our  senti- 
ments, we  entirely  differ ;  his  is  the  doctrine  of 
submission ;  yes,  sir,  the  most  abject  submis- 
sion ;  mine,  I  trust,  is  not.  I  am  in  favor  of 
the  resolution  now  on  your  table.  I  am  aware, 
sir,  of  the  many  important  considerations  which 
will  naturally  suggest  themselves  to  the  mind 
of  every  real  friend  of  his  country,  when  he- 
views  the  consequences  which  may  result  from 
the  adoption  of  the  measure  now  contemplated. 
When,  sir,  the  habits  of  a  nation,  ingrafted,  as 


it  were,  in  its  very  nature,  are  about  to  be  de- 
parted from ;  when  the  destinies  of  the  country 
are  about  to  he  launched  on  an  untried  ocean, 
and  when  the  doubt  is  about  to  be  solved,  whe- 
ther our  Eepublican  Government  is  alike  calcu- 
lated to  support  us  through  the  trials  and  difii- 
culties  of  war,  and  guide  us  in  safety  down  the 
gentle  current  of  peace,  I  am  aware,  sir,  that 
we  should  pause  and  ponder  well  the  subject ; 
that  we  should  divest  ourselves  of  those  warm 
feelings  whiek  most  generally  take  possession  of 
our  minds  on  viewing  the  unjust  prostration  of 
the  rights  of  our  country.  Sir,  that  interest 
which  I  feel,  in  common  with  others,  on  the 
decision  of  a  question  of  such  magnitude  and 
importance,  will,  I  trust,  induce  this  House  to 
bear  with  me  a  moment,  while,  in  a  few  words, 
I  explain  the  motives  by  which  I  am  actuated 
in  giving  my  decided  approbation  to  the  resolu- 
tion now  under  consideration.  If,  sir,  I  were 
merely  to  turn  my  attention  to  the  local  situa- 
tion of  that  portion  of  the  country  which  I  have 
the  honor  particularly  to  represent ;  its  exten- 
sive and  exposed  seacoasts,  combined  with  its 
present  commercial  advantages ;  I  should,  with- 
out hesitation,  give  my  vote  to  the  proposed 
measure.  But,  sir,  as  in  my  individual  capacity, 
I  feel  at  all  times  willing  to  make  not  only  pe- 
cuniary sacrifices,  but  to  expose  my  person  in 
vindicating  the  rights  and  interests  of  my  coun- 
try, in  my  Eepresentative  capacity,  I  wiU  un- 
dertake to  say,  that  my  constituents  wiU  do  no 
less.  Sir,  the  demon  Avarice,  which  benumbs 
every  warm  emotion  of  the  soul,  has  not  yet 
gained  the  ascendency  in  the  South :  the  love 
of  country  animates  every  breast,  and  burns 
with  inextinguishable  ardor.  Sir,  they  feel  in 
common,  I  trust,  with  a  great  majority  of  every 
portion  of  this  Union,  the  degradation  of  om- 
country,  in  submitting  for  a  moment  longer  to 
the  dishonorable  terms  proposed  directly  or  in- 
directly by  the  British  Government.  Mr.  Speak- 
er, I  hold  it  to  be  correct,  that,  in  discussing  a 
subject  of  such  importance,  a  view  of  the  vari- 
ous matters  necessarily  connected  with  it,  wiU 
not  be  considered  irrelevant:  but,  sir,  I  will 
not  weary  the  patience  of  this  House  with  a  de- 
tail of  injuries,  unparalleled  in  the  history  of 
former  times,  wantonly  inflicted  on  a  nation 
which  manifested  to  the  whole  world  her  sin- 
cere desire  to  support  the  neutral  stand  which 
had  been  taken  at  the  earliest  period  of  her 
Government,  and  most  tenaciously  adhered  to. 
We  have  carefully  avoided,  Mr.  Speaker,  any 
participation  in  that  system  of  politics  which 
has  convulsed  and  distracted  the  European 
world.  We  have  restricted  ourselves  in  the  fuU 
enjoyment  of  our  rights,  lest  by  strictly  enforc- 
ing them,  we  might  produce  a  collision  with 
any  nation,  however  little  her  conduct  might 
be  guided  by  the  principles  of  equity.  Sir,  we 
have  borne  with  injury,  until,  in  the  language  of 
your  committee,  forbearance  has  ceased  to  be 
a  virtue.  We  have  remonstrated,  we  have  ap- 
pealed to  the  justice,  to  the  interest,  of  the  two 
great  contending  powers  of  Europe ;  every  ef- 
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fort  proved  abortive  ;  our  calls  for  justice  were 
drowned  in  the  declaration  that  their  measures 
were  merely  retaliatory,  and  not  intended  to  in- 
terfere with  neutral  rights ;  thus,  sir,  the  mat- 
ter rested,  when  speoiflo  propositions  were  sub- 
mitted to  each.  Yes,  sir,  by  an  act  which  has 
placed  the  impartiality  of  our  country  beyond 
the  reach  of  suspicion,  we  demanded  of  each  the 
revocation  of  her  obnoxious  edicts  as  the  only 
means  of  preserving  our  friendship.  We  all 
know  what  has  been  the  consequence :  France 
has  met  our  advances,  has  embraced  our  propo- 
sitions. Great  Britain  not  only  refuses  a  repeal 
pu:  her  part,  but,  while  she  affects  to  lament  the 
effects  produced  on  neutral  rights,  takes  the 
most  effectual  methods  to  render  them  perpet- 
ual. Sir,  blindness  and  ignorance  itself  can  no 
longer  be  deceived  by  British  policy. 

We  have  been  told,  sir,  that  this  will  be  a 
war  for  the  support  of  the  carrying  trade ;  let 
me  here  remark,  and  I  wish  to  be  distinctly  un- 
derstood, as  avowing  my  determiuation  never 
to  give  a  vote,  so  long  as  I  have  the  honor  of  a 
seat  on  this  floor,  which  wiU  involve  this  coun- 
try in  a  war,  for  the  recovery  or  support-  of  this 
extraneous  species  of  commerce.  I  believe  I 
shall  not  be  incorrect  when  I  assert,  that  nine- 
tenths  of  this  country  never  did  and  never  will 
derive  the  smallest  benefit  from  it.  But,  sir, 
the  right  to  carry  in  our  own  ships  the  proince 
of  our  own  country  to  any  quarter,  not  thereby 
violating  the  laws  of  nations,  or  contravening 
legitimate  municipal  regulations,  is  one  which  I 
never  will  yield ;  for,  sir,  in  doing  so,  we  para- 
lyze the  industry  of  our  citizens ;  we  give  a 
fatal  blow  to  the  best  interests  of  our  country. 
Yes,  sir,  we  yield  the  principle,  we  invite  to 
further  encroachments.  Our  country,  sir,  is 
agricultural,  but  so  intimately  blended  with 
commerce,  that  the  one  cannot  long  exist  un- 
aided by  the  other.  Sir,  I  will  not  yield  an 
inch  of  ground,  when,  by  so  doing,  I  destroy  an 
essential  right  of  my  country — or  sap  the  foun- 
dation of  that  independence  cemented  by  the 
blood  of.  our  fathers.  We  were  told  by  a 
gentleman  from  Virginia,  (Mr.  Eandolph,)  a 
few  days  since,  that  we  have  sufficient  cause  for 
war.  I  ask  you,  then,  sir,  why  do  we  hesitate  ? 
Shall  we  always  yield  ?  Shall  we  always  shrink 
from  the  contest  ?  The  adoption  of  this  reso- 
lution is  lihe  touchstone — by  it  we  rise  or  fall. 
We  have  been  asked,  Mr.  Speaker,  why  not  lay 
upon  your  table  a  proposition  to  go  to  war  ? 
It  is  there,  sir ;  it  is  contained  in  this  resolu- 
tion ;  the  moment  we  give  it  our  sanction  we 
declare  our  fixed  resolve  to  render  effective  the 
force  contemplated  to  be  raised.  Yes,  sir,  un- 
less Great  Britain  manifests  a  disposition 
speedily  to  do  us  justice — by  her  acts,  sir,  not 
by  her  words.  The  gentleman  from  Virginia 
calls  upon  the  Eepresentatives  of  the  seaooasts, 
of  the  slaveholding  States,  and  asks  if  they  are 
willing  to  say  to  England  "  we  intend  to  go  to 
war  with  you."  Does  the  gentleman  mean  to 
excite  our  fears  for  the  loss  of  our  property  ? 
As  one  of  the  many  on  this  floor  who  stand  in 


the  situation  mentioned  by  that  gentleman,  I 
step  forth  to  declare  for  myself  and  my  copstit- 
uents,  that,  when  loss  of  national  honor  is 
placed  in  the  scale,  and  attempted  to  be  balanced 
by  pecuniary  interest,  we  will,  without  hesita- 
tion, kick  the  beam.  But,  sir,  we  are  now  con- 
tending for  the  restoration  of  our  rights,  the 
deprivation  of  which  strikes  at  the  very  foun- 
dations of  our  prosperity.  Sir,  to  us,  it  matters 
little  whether  our  cities  tumble  into  ruin  by  de- 
sertion for  want  of  employment,  by  poverty 
produced  by  British  wrongs  and  aggression,  or, 
in  vindicating  the  cause  of  our  country,  fall  by 
a  quicker  process.  Sir,  I  have  no  fear  of  inva 
sion,  and,  therefore,  have  no  feiars  arising  from 
the  black  population,  which  strikes  with  so 
much  horror  on  the  sensitive  mind  of  the  gentle- 
man from  Virginia.  For  my  country,  Mr. 
Speaker,  I  lament  its  existence ;  I  view  it  as 
the  bane,  the  curse  of  the  land,  and  most  sin- 
cerely, sir,  do  I  wish  that  a  second  Moses  could 
take  them  by  the  hand,  and  lead  them  in  safety 
to  a  distant  land,  where  their  cries  would  never 
more  strike  on  the  ear  of  sympathy. 

We  have  been  told,  sir,  that  this  will  be  a 
war  of  aggrandisement,  a  war  of  conquest.  I 
am  as  little  disposed  to  extend  the  territory  as 
any  other  individual  of  this  House.  I  know 
that  dissimilar  interests  must  and  wUl  prevMl 
from  a  too  great  extension  of  our  dominion. 
But,  sir,  we  will  not  here  enter  into  a  discus- 
sion, whether  an  accession  of  country  would  or 
would  not  conduce  to  the  interests  of  the  Gov- 
ernment. Sir,  this  will  be  a  war  forced  upon 
us ;  we  cannot,  under  existing  circumstances, 
avoid  it.  To  wound  our  enemy  in  the  most  vul- 
nerable part  should  only  be  considered.  Sir,  J 
trust,  if  our  differences  with  Great  Britain  are 
not  speedily  adjusted,  (of  which,  indeed,  I  have 
no  expectation,)  we  shall  take  Canada.  Yes, 
sir,  by  force ;  by  valor ;  not  by  seduction,  ^  as 
the  gentleman  from  Virginia  expresses  it.'  I 
have  no  reliance  on  their  friendship — I  hope  it 
will  not  be  calculated  on.  Sir,  I  am  not  de- 
terred from  the  firm  purposes  of  my  mind,  by 
the  predictions  of  the  gentleman  from  Virginia. 
I  have  no  fears,  sir,  that  the  people  of  our 
country  will  desert  their  Government  whUe  as- 
serting the  rights  of  the  country ;  and  I  must 
believe,  that  gentleman's  assertion  to  the  con- 
trary notwithstanding,  that  Virginia  wUl  not 
be  the  last  to  afford  supplies. 

Mr.  BoTD. — ^Mr.  Speaker,  I  should  not  have 
risen,  on  the  present  occasion,  had  not  the  hon- 
orable Committee  of  Foreign  Kelations  request- 
ed all  those  that  did  not  intend  to  vote  for  such 
ulterior  measures  as  they  might  bereafter  find 
necessary  to  bring  forward,  would  not  vote  for 
the  present  resolutions,  as  they  were  a  part  of 
a  system  that  might  eventuate  in  war,  &,a. 
From  those  observations,  I  feel  myself,  and 
those  that  I  in  part  have  the  honor  to  repre- 
sent, called  on  to  say  how  far  I  wOl  go,  and 
how  far  I  will  not  go.  Sir,  when  we  talk 
about  war,  we  ought  to  know  for  what  we  are 
going  to  wage  it,  and  to  see  that  the  means  are 
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commensurate  to  the  end.  Letitnotbettioaght 
by  this  that  I  have  any  apology  to  make  for 
Great  Britain,  or  her  manifold  wrongs.  I  have 
none.  I  say,  perish  the  heart,  the  head  and  the 
tongue,  that  will  attempt  her  justification  or 
apology  ?  No,  sir,  they  are  a  nation  of  pirates, 
and  have  committed  many  wrongs  onus;  and 
it  becomes  us  to  look  for  our  remedy,  and  how 
it  is  to  be  obtained.  We  are  told  that  these  res- 
olutions are  a  part  of  a  war  measure.  I  do 
not  receive  them  as  such,  but  as  preparatory  to 
what  may  happen  or  become  necessaiy.  But, 
for  argument  sake,  suppose  it  so,  and  that  we 
are  to  have  war — ^your  army  raised,  and  ready 
to  march  to  the  Oanadas ;  with  how  many  are 
you  going  to  take  them  ?  In  my  opinion,  not 
less  than  fifty  thousand  men  will  be  required. 
Suppose  the  English  sh6uld  be  driven  out  of 
Spain  and  Portugal,  (which  may  by  this  time 
be  the  case,  or  it  may  soon  be  so,)  what  number 
of  troops  can  she  send  to  reinforce  her  posses- 
sions and  meet  you  ?  But,  say  some  gentlemen, 
American  blood  has  been  spilt,  and  we  must 
avenge  it.  How  is  that  to  be  done?  For  gal- 
lons wiU  you  spiU  torrents ;  or  am  I  to  under- 
stand that  we  shall  have  war  without  bloodshed  ? 
Sir,  let  those  that  think  so  turn  their  attention 
to  the  Revolutionary  war — ^the  Sugarhouse  in 
New  York,  the  Prevost,  the  Prison-ship,  the 
Wallabout,  Fort  Washington,  White  Plains, 
Princeton,  Trenton,  Monmouth,  Brandywine, 
Guildford,  and  many  other  places.  New  Jersey 
has  had  her  fall  share  of  the  fighting — other 
States  the  benefit ;  and  if  we  have  war  again, 
we  shall  have  our  share  of  fighting — others  the 
loaves  and  fishes.  But,  sir,  I  will  not  complaia : 
we  obtained  our  liberty,  and  I  am  willing  to 
support  it  in  the  best  possible  manner.  But 
here  another  question  arises.  You  go  to  war 
for  the  right  to  export  our  surplus  produce — 
tobacco,  cotton,  flour,  with  many  other  articles. 
Let  me  ask,  what  wiU  be  your  export  while 
that  war  continues  ?  Will  you  have  any  ?  I 
think  not.  But  I  will  suppose  that  you  could 
export  without  interruption ;  would  the  whole 
of  the  exportable  produce  pay  for  the  war  dur- 
ing the  continuance  of  it  ?  No,  it  would  not. 
Sir,  it  would  take  less  money  from  the  Govern- 
ment to  pay  for  it,  and  make  a  fire  of  it.  Nearly 
thirty  years  have  elapsed  since  the  Eevolution- 
ary  war,  and  that  war  not  half  paid  for.  Is  not 
the  war-worn  soldier  calling  on  us  every  day 
with  his  demands?  You  are  about  to  drain 
your  Treasury,  borrow  money,  enlarge  your 
pension  list,  bmld  additional  hospitals,  increase 
our  national  debt,  not  to  be  extinguished  or 
paid  off,  but  to  be  a  lasting  burden  on  the 
people.  But,  say  the  honorable  committee,  our 
honor  requires  it.  It  is  well ;  I  honor  the  spirit 
and  magnanimity  of  the  committee,  and  have 
no  doubt  of  their  courage  and  zeal  for  our 
country's  rights.  But,  sir,  yon  must  take  young 
men  for  action — old  men  for  counsel.  It  is  an 
easy  matter  to  go  to  law  or  war,  but  it  is  a  hard 
matter  to  get  out  of  it.  The  gentleman  from 
!Maryland,  (Mr.  Weight,)  in  defending  the  char- 


acter of  the  soldier,  has  given  us    a  quotation, 
viz: 

"Honor  and  shame  from  no  condition  rise. 
Act  well  your  part,  there  all  the  honor  lies." 

I  will  give  him  another,  from  the  same  author- 
ity, viz : 

"  A  wit's  a  feather,  a  chiefs  a  rod ;  * 
An  honest  man's  the  noblest  worfe  of  God." 

But,  apart  from  this,  let  us  suppose  war,  and 
admit  that  it  will  be  successful,  so  far  as  pro- 
posed— the  British  driven  from  the  Oanadas 
and  Halifax,  and  their  trade  intercepted  for 
years  to  an  extensive  amount — what  then  has 
she  to  hope  or  fear  from  us?  Nothing.  WiU 
she  then  respect  our  rights?  No.  But  I  will 
suppose  that  we  force  her  to  a  treaty  of  amity 
and  commerce,  acknowledging  our  rights  to  the 
utmost  of  our  wishes;  how  long  will  she  keep 
it  ?  Not  an  hour  longer  than  suits  her  conven- 
ience or  interest.  There  is  no  trust  to  he  put 
in  her  compacts.  Witness  Erskine's  arrange- 
ment. I  say,  keep  on  your  restrictions ;  keep 
the  country  in  peace,  if  possible,  under  all  your 
privations,  and  they  are  many.  Has  not  our 
country  increased  in  wealth  and  population,  in 
a  superior  degree  to  any  country  on  earth? 
Are  we  not  at  this  moment  in  the  enjoyment  of 
peace  and  plenty  at  home — every  man  under 
his  own  vine  and  fig-tree,  and  none  to  make 
him  afraid — with  complete  protection  for  per- 
son and  property  ?  Yes.  But  our  merchants 
must  be  protected — they  have  a  right  to  our 
protection,  say  some — it  is  the  merchant  that 
gives  life  and  spring  to  agriculture.  I  deny  it. 
It  is  the  planter — the  cultivator — ^that  is  the 
foundation  on  which  every  other  branch  of  our 
associated  population  depends ;  and  it  is  the 
surplus  of  his  productions  that  makes  the  mer- 
chant, and  his  profits  that  make  the  banks. 
You  have  made  many  laws  for  their  protection ; 
they  have  disobeyed  them  all,  and  wiU  disobey 
them.  Have  they  not  told  you,  continuaUy,  to 
let  them  alone ;  that  they  knew  their  own  busi- 
ness best  ?  Sir,  before  I  would  engage  in  a  war, 
to  which  I  could  not  see  a  prospect  of  a  favor- 
able issue,  I  would  let  them  alone.  Sir,  the 
President  is  made,  by  the  constitution,  the 
treaty-making  power ;  he  is  also  to  give  us  the 
state  of  the  Union.  He  is  the  Executive.  He 
has  given  us  the  state  of  the  Union,  and  made 
his  requisitions ;  and  if  I  give  him  what  he  asks, 
I  give  him  enough ;  and  that  I  am  willing  to 
give,  and  more,  when  he  shall  require  it.  But 
I  am  not  to  be  forced  further  yet.  It  appears 
to  me  that  the  honorable  committee  has  a  mind 
to  Gideonizevs — rejecting  the  fearful  and  faint- 
hearted. WiU  they  prove  us  by  the  waters,  and 
reject  aU  such  as  wiUnotlapasthedoglappeth? 
For,  sir,  they  have  told  us  that  aU  that  did  not 
intend  to  vote  for  such  ulterior  measures  as 
they  might  have  occasion  hereafter  to  bring 
forward,  ought  not  to  vote  for  the  resolutions. 
Now,  sir,  it  remains  for  me  to  teU  them  and 
the  House,  that  I  will  not  leave  the  ranks  of 
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my  country.  I  will  vote  for  the  resolutions,  and 
consider  myself  at  liberty  to  vote  hereafter  as 
the  nature  of  the  case  may  require,  and  my 
conscience  shall  direct.  I  have  no  more  to  say 
at  this  time. 


MoNDAT,  December  16. 
Foreign  Relattons. 

The  House  then  resumed  the  consideration 
of  the  unfinished  business,  being  the#eport  of 
the  Committee  of  Foreign  Relations. 

Mr.  Eandolph  said  that  he  could  not  express 
his  deep  sense  of  the  politeness  of  the  House, 
except  by  the  regret  he  felt  at  the  very  poor 
return  which  they  were  about  to  receive  for 
their  indulgence.  He  lamented  that  it  was  not 
in  his  power  to  thank,  in  the  name  of  all  the 
old  Republicans  of  1798  and  1799,  his  worthy 
friend  from  North  Carolina,  (Mr.  Stanfoed,) 
for  the  sound,  sensible,  pertinent,  and  constitu- 
tional speech,  which  he  had  delivered  the  other 
day  against  this  resolution.  But  he  feared,  if  a 
writ  were  to  issue  against  that  old  party — as 
had  been  facetiously  said,  in  another  body,  of 
our  valiant  Army — ^it  would  be  impossible  for  a 
constable  with  a  search  warrant  to  find  it. 
There  must  be  a  return  of  non  e»t  inventus. 
Death,  resignation,  and  desertion  had  thinned 
their  ranks.  They  had  disappeared.  New  men 
and  new  doctrines  had  succeeded.  He  was  as- 
tonished at  the  frailty  of  some  memories ;  or 
rather,  at  their  aptness  to  remember  to  forget 
every  thing  but  what  subserved  their  present 
purposes. 

The  nation  had  been  brought  into  its  present 
alarming  and  unprecedented  situation  by  means 
in  nowise  unaccountable — ^by  steps  as  direct 
and  successive  as  Hogarth's  celebrated  series  of 
prints,  "  The  Rake's  Progress,"  beginning  at  fhe 
gaming  table  and  ending  in  a  jail,  or  in  bedlam. 
Our  difficulties  began  to  show  themselves  in 
1806  and  1806,  when  a  wise  man  from  the  Hast 
(Bidwell)  was  sent  to  govern  the  American 
House  of  Commons,  in  quality  of  manager. 
With  what  degree  of  fidelity  he  had  discharged 
this  duty,  we  might  judge  from  that  which  he 
had  since  displayed  in  far  inferior  trusts.  We 
had  commenced  our  system  somewhat  on  the 
plan  of  Catharine  of  Russia,  when  she  lent  her 
nominal  aid  to  the  coalition;  we  had  dealt  even 
more  profusely  than  she  in  manifestoes ;  we 
began,  under  the  instigation  of  mercantile  cupid- 
ity, to  contend  by  proclamations  and  resolutions 
for  the  empire  of  the  ocean.  But,  instead  of 
confining  ourselves  as  she  had  done  to  this 
bloodless  warfare,  we  must  copy  the  wise  exam- 
ple of  her  successors,  and  after  our  battle  of 
Friedland,  he  supposed,  we  also  should  have 
our  peace  of  Tilsit.  He  gave  the  little  minority 
praise  for  having  kept  the  Administration  in 
check,  under  the  salutary  restraint  of  a  rigorous 
examination  of  their  acts— although  the  Admin- 
istration bad  run  away  with  the  credit  of  wish- 
ing to  take  a  strong  attitude,  and  had  thrown 
the  blame  of  thwarting  their  measures  on  the 


opposition.  That  opposition  had  been  composed 
of  all  sects  and  persuasions ;  but  he  now  per- 
ceived that  the  greater  part  of  them  (the  Federal- 
ists) had  gone  over  to  the  Court  party,  for  a 
very  obvious  reason — ^because  they  foresee  at 
the  end  of  the  journey,  Mr.  Speaker,  that  your 
defeat  will  secure  their  triumph.  I  wish  the 
gentlemen  on  my  left  (the  majority)  joy  of  their 
new  travelling  companions. 

The  gentleman  from  Maryland  had  expressed 
surprise  at  Mr.  Randolph's  manner  of  speaking 
of  our  origin  from  an  English  stock.  Could  that 
gentleman  repose  his  head  upon  his  pillow 
without  returning  thanks  to  God  that  he  was 
descended  from  English  parentage?  Whence 
but  from  that  origin  came  all  the  blessings  of 
life,  so  far  as  political  privileges  are  concerned? 
To  what  is  it  owing  that  we  are  at  this  moment 
deliberating  under  the  forms  of  a  free  repre- 
sentative government?  Suppose  we  had  been 
colonies  of  any  other  European  nation — com- 
pare our  condition  with  that  of  the  Spanish, 
Portuguese,  or  French  settlements  in  America? 
To  what  was  our  superiority  owing  ?  To  our 
Anglo-Saxon  race.  Suppose  we  had  descended 
from  those  nations — from  the  last,  especially, 
which  stood  self-condemned,  on  her  own  con- 
fession, as  incapable  of  free  government,  hugging 
her  chains,  glorying  in  her  shame,  priding  her- 
self in  the  slave's  last  poor  distinction,  the  splen- 
dor of  her  tyrant  master?  Had  we  sprung  from 
the  loins  of  Frenchmen,  (he  shuddered  at  the 
thought!)  where  would  have  been  that  proud 
spirit  of  resistance  to  Ministerial .  encroachment 
on  our  rights  and  liberties,  which  achieved  our 
independence  ?  We  should  have  submitted  to 
the  tea  tax,  the  stamp  act,  and  the  whole  train 
of  GrenviUe  and  North  ministerial  oppression. 
That  which  we  lifted  our  hands  against  in  de- 
termined scorn,  would  have  been  deemed  an 
indulgence.  Look  at  the  province  of  New  Spain, 
or  Mexico,  as  it  is,  not  with  strict  propriety, 
called.  With  a  physical  force  greatly  superior 
to  ours  in  1776,  she  had  not  dared  to  burst  the 
chains  of  Spanish  despotism,  divided,  weakened, 
almost  extinct  as  was  the  Spanish  monarchy. 
Mr.  R.  adverted  to  historical  documents  to 
show  that  America  ought  to  be  proud  of  her 
Anglo-Saxon  descent.  We  were  vastly  particu- 
lar about  the  breed  of  our  horses,  cattle,  and 
sheep,  but  careless  of  the  breed  of  human  nature. 
And  yet  to  our  Anglo-Saxon  origin  we  owed 
our  resistance  to  British  tyranny.  Who  were 
the  members  of  our  first  Congress  ?  From  Mas- 
sachusetts, Samuel  Adams,  (and  t'other  Adams 
too,)  Robert  Treat  Paine,  not  Tom.  From  Con- 
necticut, Roger  Sherman,  a  man  of  the  most 
profound  political  wisdom.  From  New  York, 
James  Duane,  John  Jay.  From  New  Jersey, 
William  Livingston.  From  Pennsylvania,  Thom- 
as Mifflin.  From  Delaware,  Csesar  Rodney, 
Thomas  McKean.  From  Maryland,  William 
Paca.  From  Virginia,  Peyton  Randolph,  George 
Washington,  Patrick  Henry,  Richard  Bland, 
Edmund  Pendleton.  From  South  Carolma, 
Henry  Middleton,  John  Rutledge,  Christopher 
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Gadsden,  Edward  Rutledge.  In  what  scliool 
had  these  illustrious  men  formed  those  noble 
principles  of  civil  liberty  asserted  by  their  elo- 
quence and  maintained  by  their  arms  ?  Among 
the  grievances  stated  in  their  remonstrance  to 
the  King,  a  "standing  army"  met  us  at  the 
threshold.  It  was  curious  to  see  in  that  list  of 
wrongs,  so  many  that  had  since  been  self 
inflicted  by  us. 

It  had  been  asked,  why  was  the  country  un- 
prepared for  defence  ?  Was  he  expected  to  an- 
swer this  question  ?  The  Admiaistration  and 
their  overwhelming  majorities  must  answer  it. 
They  had  wantoned  in  the  plenitude  of  their 
power.  Who  could  say  them  nay?  Was  it 
Mr.  Randolph's  fault  that  the  gentleman  from 
South  Carolina  had  never,  in  the  course  of  his 
extensive  experience,  heard  of  a  proposition  to 
arm  the  whole  body  of. the  militia?  which  had 
been  damned  with  a  faint  appropriation  of  two 
hundred  thousand  dollars,  when  millions  were 
lavished  upon  miserable  oyster  boats.  The  Olerk 
of  the  Senate  could  not  forbear  a  sneer  when  he 
read  the  title  of  the  bill,  at  the  recollection  of 
the  means  to  enforce  it.  Mr.  K.  had  proposed 
himself  an  annual  million  until  the  work  should 
be  accomplished.  He  would  forever  stand  up 
for  the  militia.  It  was  not  in  the  sooflfs  of  the 
epaulette  gentry,  who,  for  any  service  they 
have  seen,  are  the  rawest  militia,  to  degrade 
them  in  his  eyes.  Who  were  they?  Ourselves — 
the  country.  Arm  them  and  you  are  safe,  be- 
yond the  possibility  of  danger.  Yearly  did  the 
standing  army  sweep  off  the  money,  while  the 
mQitia  received  empty  praise.  He  would  rather 
see  the  thing  reversed.  But  there  will  forever 
be  a  Court  and  Country  party.  The  standing 
army  is  the  devoted  creature  of  the  Court.  It 
must  forever  be  so.  Can  we  wonder  that  it 
should  be  cherished  by  its  master  ?  He  spoke 
of  a  mercenary  soldier  in  terms  of  the  strongest 
abhorrence.  He  would  ever  uphold  the  militia ; 
and  he  detested  standing  armies,  as  the  profli- 
gate instruments  of  despotism,  as  the  blood- 
hounds of  hell.  They  would  support  any  and 
every  existing  Government.  In  all  history  he 
remembered  only  one  instance  of  their  desert- 
ing their  Government  and  taking  part  with  the 
people ;  and  that  was  when  the  Duke  of  Orleans 
had  bribed  the  army  of  the  last  of  the  Bourbon 
Kings.  A  mercenary  soldier  was  disgusting  to 
our  senses ;  was  odious  and  detestable  to  the 
eye  of  reason,  republicanism  and  religion.  Yet, 
that  "mere  machine  of  murder,"  rude  as  it  is, 
was  the  manufacturer  of  all  the  Caesars,  and 
Orom  wells,  and  Bonapartes,  of  the  earth ;  con- 
secrated by  a  people's  curse,  not  loud  but  deep, 
to  the  infernal  gods.  As  from  the  filth  of 
the  kennel  and  common  sewer,  spread  the  pes- 
tilence that  carried  havoc  through  a  great  city, 
so  from  this  squalid,  outcast,  homeless  wretch 
sprung  the  scourge  of  miUtary  despotism.  And 
yet  we  are  told  that  there  was  no  danger  from 
an  army  of  30,000  or  40,000  men.  With  5,000 
Offisar  had  passed  the  Rubicon.  With  22,000 
he  fought  the  battle  of  Pharsalia,  which  render- 


ed him  master  of  the  world.-  To  come  to  later 
times — what  number  had  Bonaparte,  when,  de- 
serting his  companions  in  arms,  he  returned  a 
solitary  fugitive  from  Egypt,  to  overturn  that 
Government,  which  if  it  had  possessed  one  par- 
ticle of  energy,  if  it  had  been  possible  for  the 
civil  authority  to  cope  with  military  power, 
would  have  cashiered  him  for  having  ruined 
one  of  the  best-appointed  fleets  and  armies  that 
ever  sailed  from  a  European  port?  Well  might 
the  father  of  political  wisdom  (Lord  Chatham) 
say  to  the  Parliament  of  England,  "eptrench 
yourselves  in  parchment  to  the  teeth,  the  sword 
will  find  a  passage  to  the  vitals  of  the  consti- 
tution." As  good  a  Republican  as  ever  sat  on 
that  floor,  (Andrew  Fletcher  of  Saltoun,)had 
dissolved  his  political  friendship  with  the  Earl 
of  Sunderland,  when  he  found  him  supporting 
an  army;  and  the  event  justified  his  sagacity. 
Cromwell,  the  affected  patron  of  liberty,  al- 
ways encouraged  the  army.  We  know  the  con- 
sequence. It  was  a  fundamental  principle  of 
free  Government  that  a  Legislature  which  would 
preserve  its  liberty  must  avoid  that  canker,  a 
standing  army.  Are  we  to  forget,  as  chimeri- 
cal, our  notions  of  this  institution,  which  we 
imbibed  from  our  very  cradles,  which  are  im- 
printed on  our  Bills  of  Rights  and  Constitutions, 
which  we  avowed  under  the  reign  of  John  Ad- 
ams ?  Are  they  to  be  scourged  out  of  us  by 
the  birch  of  the  unfledged  political  pedagogues 
of  the  day  ?  If  he  were  the  enemy  of  this  Gov- 
ernment, could  he  reconcile  it  to  his  principles, 
he  would  follow  thp  example  set  him  in  another 
quarter,  and  say  to  the  majority,  go  to  ypur  in- 
evitable destruction!  He  likened  the  people 
under  this  joint  operation  of  the  two  partie's. 
Ministerial  and  Federal,  to  the  poor  client  be- 
tween two  lawyers,  or  the  cloth  between  the 
tailor's  shears. 

He  was  glad  to  hear  from  his  venerable  friend 
that  this  was  not  to  be  a  party  war.  When 
the  last  additional  force  bUl  was  raised,  to  which 
this  was  about  to  be  superadded,  it  was  an  in- 
dispensable preliminary  to  an  appointment,  to 
sign,  or  to  promise  to  sign,  the  thirty-nine  ar- 
ticles of  the  creed  of  the  reigning  political  church. 
But  now  the  political  millennium  was  at  hand — 
already  had  John  Adams  and  Citizen  Genet 
laid  down,  like  the  lion  and  the  lamb,  in  the 
same  fold.  And  if  they  were  not  joined  by 
their  fellow-laborer  in  Newgate,  it  was  his  keep- 
er's fault,  not  that  of  his  inclination.  Citizen 
Genet,  now  an  American  patriot  of  the  first  or- 
der, who  extols  "  owr- Washington  ;"  the  cham- 
pion of  the  laws  of  nations ;  the  vindicator  of 
American  rights  against  foreign  (and,  of  course, 
French)  aggression !  He  was  glad  to  hear  that 
it  was  not  to  be  a  war  for  the  protection  of  man- 
ufactures. To  domestic  manufactures,  in  the 
true  sense  of  the  tei-m,  he  had  always  been, 
and  ev^r  should  be,  a  friend ;  he  had  taken  a 
pride  ia  clothing  himself  in  them  until  it  was 
attempted  to  be  made  a  political  test.  He  ab- 
horred tests  of  all  sorts,  political  and  religious, 
and  never  would  submit  to  them.    He  was  sick 
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of  this  cant  of  patriotism,  which  extended  to  a 
man's  victuals,  drink,  and  clothes.  He  had,  from 
a  sort  of  obstinacy  that  belonged  to  him,  laid 
aside  the  external  use  of  these  manufactures ; 
but  he  was  their  firm  friend,  and  of  the  manu- 
facturers also.  They  were  no  new  things  to 
him ;  no  Merino  hobby  of  the  day ;  he  had  known 
them  from  his  infancy.  He  had  been  almost 
tempted  to  believe,  from  the  similarity  of  char- 
acter and  avocations,  that  Hector  had  a  Virgin- 
ian wife;  that  Lucretia  herself — for  she  had 
displayed  the  spirit  of  a  Virginian  matron — ^was 
a  Virginian  lady.  Where  were  they  found? 
Spinning  among  their  handmaids  I  What  was 
the  occupation  of  a  Virginian  wife — ^her  highest 
ambition  ?  To  attend  to  her  domestic  and  house- 
hold cares ;  to  dispense  medicine  and  food  to 
the  sick ;  to  minister  to  the  comfort  of  her  fam- 
ily, her  servants,  and  her  poor  neighbors,  where 
she  had  any.  At  the  sight  of  such  a  woman  his 
heart  bowed  down,  and  did  her  reverence.  Com- 
pare with  such  a  being  your  gad-about  card- 
players.  Mr.  Randolph  said  that  if  the  Em- 
press Queen  had  presented  herself  decked  in 
the  spoils  of  a  ravaged  world,  at  the  late  exhi- 
bition, in  contrast  with  our  American  matrons, 
bearing  the  triumphs  of  their  own  ingenuity 
and  industry,  we  should  have  looked  upon  her, 
and  all  her  splendor,  with  scorn  and  contempt 
in  our  hearts,  although,  from  politeness  to  the 
sex,  as  gentlemen,  we  should  have  suppressed 
the  sentiment. 

He  could  not  conclude  without  noticing  the 
parallel  attempted  to  be  drawn  by  the  gentle- 
man from  South  Carolina,  Mr.  Caxhotjn — ^not 
quite  indeed  after  the  manner  of  Plutarch — be- 
tween himself  and  an  illustrious  statesman, 
(Lord  Chatham.)  The  gentleman  had  been 
pleased  to  say,  that  at  the  mention  of  his  name, 
Mr.  Randolph's  heart  had  seemed  to  smite  him. 
It  had  indeed  smitten  him :  from  a  sensation 
which  he  trusted  that  gentleman  might  never 
feel:  against  which  he  seemed  well  secured.  It 
was  a  consciousness  of  his  own  unworthiness 
to  sustain  the  high  duties  imposed  upon  him  by 
his  country,  which  the  recollection  of  that  great 
man's  name  had,  at  the  moment,  called  up.  He 
felt  humbled  in  the  contemplation  of  his  worth. 
Would  to  God !  he  possessed  some  portion  of 
his  pow  ers ;  that  he  could  borrow  his  eagle-eye, 
his  withering  look,  the  unrivalled  majesty  of 
his  manner,  the  magic  of  his  voice,  at  once  the 
nausic  and  the  thunder  of  the  spheres,  to  rouse 
the  House  to  a  sense  of  their  country's  danger. 
In  one  respect,  however,  he  might  boast  that 
he  possessed  some  qualities  in  common  with  that 
immortal  statesman.  He  might  assert  as  lofty 
a  spirit,  as  unyielding  an  adherence  to  the  de- 
liberate convictions  of  his  own  understanding, 
as  Lord  Chatham  himself;  who,  because  he  set 
his  face  against  corruption,  and  had  the  art  of 
making  every  coward  scoundrel  in  the  nation 
his  foe — concentrating  upon  himself  the  "rays 
of  royal  indignation,  which  might  illumine  but 
could  not  consume  him;"  who,  because  with 
intuitive  glance  he  penetrated,  resolved  and 


combined  every  interest  of  his  country,  and  each 
design  of  her  enemies,  and  reached  his  object 
"by  the  flashes  of  his  mind,  which,  like  those 
of  his  eye,  might  be  felt  but  could  not  be  fol- 
lowed," was  by  the  plodding,  purblind,  groping 
politicians  of  the  day,  attempted  to  be  held  up 
as  an  empty  declaimer,  a  theatrical  gestioulator. 
Gentlemen  must  not  expect  him  to  quit  the 
anchorage  of  his  own  judgment  in  order  to  pur- 
sue the  ignes  fatui  that  wander  about  Goose 
Creek.*  Mr.  Speaker,  my  heart  is  full — ^the  re- 
collection of  that  matchless  orator  and  states- 
man has  filled  me  with  unspeakable  feelings. 
To  excite  them  there  was  no  need  of  the  cruel 
and  insulting  comparison  which  the  gentleman 
from  South  Carolina  (Mr.  Calhoun)  had  at- 
tempted to  draw  between  that  gigantic  states- 
man and  the  pigmy  who  now  addresses  you. 

The  question  was  now  taken  on  concurring 
with  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  in  their  agree- 
ment to  the  second  resolution,  which  is  in  the 
following  words : 

"  That  an  additional  force  of thousand  regu- 
lar troops  ought  to  be  immediately  raised,  to  serve  for 
three  years  ;  and  that  a  bounty  in  lands  ought  to  he 
given  to  encourage  enlistment." 

And  carried  as  follows : 

Yeas. — Willis  Alston,  jr.,  William  Anderson,  Ste- 
venson Archer,  Daniel  Avery,  Ezekiel  Bacon,  Jolm 
Baker,  David  Bard,  Josiah  Bartlett,  Burwell  Bassett, 
William  W.  Bibb,  William  BlacKledge,  Harmanus 
Bleeoker,  Thomas  Blount,  Adam  Boyd,  James  Breck- 
enridge,  Eobert  Brown,  William  A.  Burwell,  William 
Butler,  John  C.  Calhoun,  Langdon  Cheves,  James 
Cochran,  John  Clopton,  Thomas  B.  Cooke,  Lewis 
Condit,  William  Crawford,  Roger  Davis,  John  Daw- 
son, Joseph  Desha,  Samuel  Dinsmoor,  Elias  Earle, 
James  Emott,  William  Findlay,  James  Fisk,  Asa 
Fitch,  Meshack  Franklin,  Thomas  Gholson,  Thomas 
E.  Gold,  Charles  Goldshorongh,  Peterson  Goodwyn, 
Isaiah  L.  Green,  Felix  Grundy,  Boiling  Hall,  Obed 
Hall,  John  A.  Harper,  Aylett  Hawes,  Jacob  Hufty, 
John  M.  Hyneman,  Kichard  M.  Johnson,  Joseph 
Kent,  Philip  B.  Key,  WiUiam  R.  King,  Abner  Lacock, 
Joseph  Lefever,  Peter  Little,  Robert  Le  Roy  living- 
ston,  William  Lowndes,  Aaron  Lyle,  Nathaniel  Ma- 
con, George  C.  Maxwell,  Thomas  Moora,  Archibald 
McBryde,  William  McCoy,  Samuel  McKee,  Alexander 
McKim,  Arunah  Metcalf,  James  Milnor,  Samuel  L. 
Mitehili,  James  Morgan,  Jeremiah  Morrow,  Hugh 
Nelson,  Anthony  New,  Thomas  Newbold,  Thomas 
Newton,  Stephen  Ormsby,  William  Paulding,  jr.,  Is- 
rael Pickens,  William  Piper,  Benjamin  Pond,  Peter 
B.  Porter,  Josiah  Quincy,  William  Reed,  Henry  M. 
Ridgely,  Samuel  Ringgold,  John  Rhea,  John  Roane, 
Jonathan  Roberts,  Wiffiam  Rodman,  Ebenezer  Sage, 
Thomas  Sammons,  Ebenezer  Seaver,  John  Sevier, 
Adam  Seybert,  Samuel  Shaw,  John  SmUie,  George 
Smith,  John  Smith,  Silas  Stow,  William  Strong, 
George  Sullivan,  Peter  TaUman,  Uri  Tracy,  George 
M.  Troup,  Charles  Turner,  jr.,  Pierre  Van  Cortlandt, 
jr.,   Robert  WhitehiU,  David  R.  Williams,  William 

*  The  primitive  name  of  tlie  little  stream  that  rans  at  the 
foot  of  the  Capitol  grounds,  called  the  Tyber  since  the  Cap. 
itol  came  to  its  banks,  and  up  and  down  which  members 
were  accustomed  to  walk  in  that  early  day. 
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"Widgeiy,  Tiomas  Wilson,  Robert  Wright,  and  Richard 
Wynn— 110. 

Nats. — ^Ahijah  Bigelow,  Elijah  Brigham,  Epaphro- 
ditns  Champion,  Martin  Chittenden,  John  Davenport, 
jr.,  WiHiam  EI7,  Edwin  Gray,  Richard  Jackson,  jr., 
Lyman  Law,  Joseph  Lewis,  jr.,  Jonathan  0.  Mose- 
ly,  Joseph  Pearson,  Timothy  Pitkin,  jr.,  Elisha  R. 
Potter,  John  Randolph,  Daniel  Sheffey,  Richard 
Stanford,  Lewis  B.  Sturges,  Samuel  Taggart,  Ben- 
jamin Tallmadge,  Lahan  Wheaton,  and  Leonard 
White— 22. 

The  question  was  then  taken  on  the  third 
resolution,  in  the  following  words : 

"  That  it  is  expedient  to  authorize  the  President, 
under  proper  regulations,  to  accept  the  service  of  any 
number  of  volunteers,  not  exceeding  fifty  thousand ; 
to  be  organized,  trained,  and  held  in  readiness  to  act 
on  such  service  as  the  exigencies  of  the  Government 
may  require." 

And  carried  :  yeas  113 — nays  16. 

The  question  was  next  taken  on  the  fourth 
resolution,  in  the  following  words : 

'■That  the  President  be  authorized  to  order  out 
from  time  t^o  time  such  detachments  of  the  militia,  as 
in  his  opinion  the  public  service  may  require." 

And  carried :  yeas  120 — ^nays  8. 

The  question  was  then  taken  on  the  fifth  reso- 
lution, in  the  words  following: 

"  That  all  the  vessels  not  now  in  service  belonging 
to  the  Navy,  and  worthy  of  repair,  be  immediately 
fitted  up  and  put  in  commission. " 

And  carried:  yeas  111 — nays  15. 

The  question  was  put  from  the  Chair  on  the 
sixth  resolution,  in  these  words : 

"  6.  That  it  is  expedient  to  permit  our  merchant 
vessels,  owned  exclusively  by  resident  citizens,  and 
commanded  and  navigated  solely  by  citizens,  to  arm 
under  proper  regulations,  to  be  prescribed  by  law,  in 
self-defence,  against  all  unlaw&lproceedings  towards 
them  on  the  high  seas." 

When  the  resolution  was,  on  motion,  ordered 
to  lie  on  the  tahle. 

The  three  first  resolutions,  for  filling  up  the 
present  estahlishment,  for  raising  an  additional 
numher  of  regulars,  and  authorizing  the  accept- 
ance of  volunteers'  services,  were  referred  to  the 
committee  who  reported  them,  with  instructions 
to  bring  in  bills  in  pursuance  thereof. 


TuBSDAT,  December  17. 

Mississippi  Territory — Ordinance  of  1787. 

Mr.  PoiHDEXTBE,  from  the  committee  to 
whom  the  said  report  was  committed,  reported 
the  same  with  an  amendment ;  which  was  read, 
and  referred  to  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  on 
Monday  next.     The  report  is  as  foUows : 

The  committee,  to  whom  was  referred  the  memo- 
rial of  the  Legislative  Council  and  House  of  Repre- 
sentatives of  the  Mississippi  Territory,  and  the  peti- 
tion of  sunilry  citizens  thereof,  praying  to  be  admitted 
into  the  Union  of  the  United  States  on  an  equal  foot- 
in"'  with  the  original  States  ;  and  also  the  petition  of 
the  inhabitants  of  West  Florida,  setting  forth  their 
desire  to  be  annexed  to  said  Territory,  for  reasons 
therein  contained,  have  had  these  subjects  under  con- 
VoL.  IV.— 30 


sideration,  and  beg  leave  to  submit  the  following  re- 
port: 

That  there  has  existed  in  the  Mississippi  Territory 
a  temporaiy  government,  founded  on  the  ordinance 
for  the  government  of  the  Territory  Northwest  of  the 
river  OMo,  since  the  eleventfi  day  of  April,  one  thou- 
sand seven  hundred  and  ninety-eight.  That,  al- 
though this  ordinance  has  undergone  some  modifica- 
tions, extending,  in  a  limited  degree,  the  rights  and 
privileges  of  the  citizens,  it  still  contains  provisions 
incompatible  "with  political  liberty,  and  unfavorable 
to  a  due  and  irSpai-tial  administration  of  justice,  in 
the  redress  of  private  wrongs  and  injuries.  The  Chief 
Executive  Magistrate  is  charged  with  the  execution 
of  the  laws  ;  is  commander-in-chief  of  the  miUtia ; 
has  the  sole  power  of  appointment  to  offices,  civil  and 
military,  ■within  the  Territory,  and  the  removal  of 
these  officers  at  pleasure  ;  is  vested  with  an  unquali- 
fied veto  on  all  hills  passed  by  the  other  co-orinate 
branches  of  the  Legislature ;  and  is,  moreover, 
clothed  with  the  odious  and  arbitrary  authority  to 
prorogue  and  dissolve  the  General  Assembly  Tvhen- 
ever,  in  his  opinion,  it  shall  be  expedient.  These 
high  and  regal  prerogatives,  constituting  some  of  the 
most  obvious  characteristics  which  distinguish  an  ab- 
solute monarchy  from  the  constitution  of  a  free  State, 
are  confided  to  the  discretionary  exercise  of  a  Gov- 
ernor, who  is  neither  chosen  by,  nor  responsible  to, 
the  people.  He  is  often  a  total  stranger  to  the  local 
interests  and  circumstances  of  the  country  over  "which 
he  possesses  such  unlimited  control,  and  is  accounta- 
ble only  for  malconduct  or  corruption  in  office  to  the 
President  of  the  United  States.  The  only  security 
which  exists  against  the  frequent  and  wanton  abuse 
of  these  powers  is  to  he  found  in  the  mild  and  concil- 
iatory disposition  uniformly  manifested  by  the  Gene- 
ral Government  towards  its  territories.  But  experi- 
ence has  sho"wn  that,  in  all  colonial  governments, 
officers  situated  at  a  remote  distance  from  the  tribu- 
nal to  which  they  are  responsible,  too  frequently 
"  feel  power  and  forget  right ;"  and,  by  eluding  the 
"vigilance  of  rigid  investigation,  are  enabled  to  prac- 
tise acts  of  oppression  with  impunity. 

The  above  summary  of  Executive  powers,  so  oppo- 
site in  their  nature  to  those  principles  which  form  the 
basis  of  the  Federal  Constitution,  and  "which  are 
transfused  through  the  constitution  of  the  several 
States,  is  sufficient  to  show  that  the  people  are  de- 
prived of  all  participation  in  the  choice  of  those  who 
administer  the  laws,  and  that  public  functionaries  are 
rendered  independent  of  the  community  whose  inter- 
ests are  confided  to  their  management  and  discre- 
tion.' These  restrictions  on  the  rights  of  the  people 
can  be  justified  only  by  the  most  evident  necessity, 
resulting  from  peculiar  and  unavoidable  circum- 
stances. Your  committee,  therefore,  consider  it  an 
act  both  of  strict  justice'  and  sound  poHcy  to  advance 
the  respective  territories  of  the  United  States  to  the 
grade  of  a  separate  commonwealth,  "whenever  they 
shall  contain  tiie  number  of  inhabitants  necessary  to 
entitle  them,  under  the  ratio  established  by  law,  to  a 
Representative  in  the  Congress  of  the  United  States. 
On  the  subject  of  population,  there  exists  no  diffi- 
culty, whether  the  territory  be  taken  in  connection 
"with  West  Florida  or  "with  its  present  limits.  From 
the  official  returns  of  the  census,  taken  during  the 
summer  of  the  past  year,  it  appears  that  there  were, 
in  the  Mississippi  Territory,  the  number  of  forty 
thousand  three  hundred  and  fifty-two  souls.  This 
enumeration,  it  is  alleged,  feE  considerably  short  of 
the  actual  population  of  the  Territory  at  that  time ; 
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and,  without  casting  the  most  remote  censure  on  tlie 
officers  who  were  employed  in  that  service,  such  a 
suggestion  is  strongly  supported  by  the  vast  extent  of 
country  over  which  the  settlements  are  dispersed.  It 
also  appears  to  your  committee  that  the  progressive 
emigration  from  the  old  States  to  this  section  of  the 
Union,  added  to  the  length  of  time  which  it  will  re- 
quire to  form  a  constitution,  and  put  the  same_  in 
operation,  afford  satisfactory  pledges  that,  anterior 
to  the  final  admission  of  the  Territory  to  the  rights 
of  State  sovereignty,,  the  number  of  its  inhabitants 
will  amount  to  at  least  sixty  thousand,  whereby  they 
will  possess  the  unqualified  right,  in  conformity  with 
articles  of  cession  and  agreement  between  the  United 
States  and  Georgia,  to  be  admitted  into  the  Union  on 
an  equal  footing  with  the  original"  States. 

Your  committee  cannot  forbear  to  express  their 
decided  opinion,  that,  where  no  constitutional  diffi- 
culty occurs,  the  formation  of  new  States  on  the 
southern  extremity  of  the  United  States  ought  not  to 
be  delayed. 

Under  these  impressions,  your  committee  submit 
the  following  resolution : 

Resolved,  That  it  is  expedient  to  admit  all  that 
tract  of  country,  bounded  nojsth  by  a  line  drawn  due 
east  from  the  river  Yazoo,  where  it  unites  with  the 
Mississippi,  to  the  river  Chatahouchy,  and  down  said 
river  to  the  thirty-first  degree  of  latitude ;  thence, 
along  said  degree  of  latitude,  to  a  point  opposite  the 
river  Perdido ;  thence  to  the  confluence  of  said  last 
mentioned  river,  with  the  Gulf  of  Mexico  ;  and 
thence,  in  a  direct  line  through  the  middle  of  the 
Lakes  Maurepas  and  Pontchartrain,  to  the  junction 
of  the  Iberville  with  the  river  Mississippi,  and  up  said 
river  to  the  above-mentioned  river  Yazoo,  into  the 
Union  of  the  United  States,  on  an  equal  footing  with 
the  original  States. 


Wednesday,  December  18. 

Mr.  Khea  presented  petitions  from  Louisiana 
Territory,  in  favor  of  the  second  grade  of  Goy- 
ernment. — Eeferred. 

Battle  on  the  Wabash.- 

Mr.  Oemsbt  moved  the  following  resolution : 

Sesolved,  That  a  committee  be  appointed  to  inquire 
■whether  any,  and  if  any,  what  provision  ought  to  be 
made  by  law  for  paying  the  officers  and  soldiers  of 
the  militia  who  served  under  Governor  Harrison,  in 
the  late  expedition  against  the  Indians  on  the  Wa- 
bash, to  compensate  them  for  the  loss  of  horses,  and 
for  the  relief  of  the  widows  and  orphans  of  those  who 
fell  in  the  action  of  the  seventh  November  last ; 
and  that  they  have  leave  to  report  by  bill  or  other- 
wise. 

The  said  resolution  was  read,  and  ordered  to 
lie  on  the  table. 

Mr.  McKbe  moved  the  following  resolution : 

Resolved,  That  the  President  of  the  United  States- 
be  requested  to  cause  to  be  laid  before  this  House 
such  information  as  may  be  in  the  possession  of  the 
Government,  and  proper  to  be  communicated,  on  the 
following  points : 

1.  Any  evidence  tending  to  show  whether  any  and 
what  agency  the  subjects,  either  public  or  private,  of 
any  foreign  power,  may  have  had  in  exciting  the  In- 
dians on  the  Western  frontier  to  hostility  against  the 
United  States ; 


2.  The  evidence  of  hostility  towards  the  United 
States,  on  the  part  of  the  Shawanee  Prophet  and  his 
adherents,  anterior  to  the  commencement  of  the  late 
campaign  against  them,  under  the  command  of  Gov- 
ernor Harrison ; 

3.  The  orders  and  authority  vested  in  Governor 
Harrison  by  the  United  States,  under  which  the  late 
expedition  against  the  Indians  was  carried  on;  and 
such  other  information  relating  to  the  subject,  as,  in 
the  opinion  of  the  President,  may  be  proper  to  be 
communicated  to  this  House. 

The  resolution  was  read,  and  ordered  to  lie 
on  the  table. 


Thursday,  December  19. 
Battle  of  Tippecanoe. 
A  Message  was  received  from  the  President 
of  the  United  States,  transmitting  two  letters 
received  from  Governor  Harrison,  of  the  Indi- 
ana Territory,  reporting  the  particulars  of  the 
issue  of  the  expedition  under  his  command  on 
the  Wabash.  The  Message  and  letters  were 
read,  and  referred  to  Mr.  McKee,  Mr.  Sevieb, 
Mr.  Beeckeneidge,  Mr.  Moeeow,  Mr.  Alston, 
Mr.  Leeevee,  and  Mr.  Maxwell,  to  consider 
and  report  thereon  to  the  House. 

Foreign  Relations. 

The  House  resumed  the  consideration  of  the 
sixth  resolution,  reported  by  the  Committee  of 
Foreign  Relations,  in  the  following  words  : 

"6.  That  it  is  expedient  to  permit  our  merchant 
vessels,  owned  exclusively  by  resident  citizens,  to 
arm,  under  proper  regulations,  to  be  prescribed  by 
law,  in  self-defence,  against  all  unla'ivful  proceedings 
towards  them  on  the  high  seas." 

Mr.  Aeohee. — The  sixth  resolution  of  the 
Committee  of  Foreign  Relations  being  now  on 
its  passage,  I  must  express  my  sorrow  that  I  am 
compelled  to  obtrude  my  humble  observations 
upon  the  fatigued  patience  of  the  House,  and 
the  more  exhausted  patience  of  the  nation.  As 
I  shall  vote  against  the  resolution,  I  feel  it  to  be 
my  indispensable  duty  to  detail  to  the  House 
the  reasons  by  which  my  vote  shall  be  actuated. 
Many  honorable  members  may,  perhaps,  con- 
ceive- that  it  would  be  more  proper  for  me  to 
reserve  ray  remarks  for  the  biU,  when  it  shall 
be  reported  ;  but,  sir,  I  have  ever  held  it  to  be 
my  sacred  duty  to  oppose,  even  in  its  incipient 
state,  .every  measure,  which  may  be  hostile  to 
the  rights,  or  dangerous  to  the  interests  of  my 
country,  lest,  by  not  seeming  to  oppose,  my  con- 
duct should  be  construed  into  an  encourage- 
ment of  such  a  measure. . 

For  what  purpose,  sir,  let  me  ask,  have  we 
adopted  the  resolution  preceding  this  ?  Was  it 
for  the  purppse  of  destroying  the  Government  ? 
Was  it  that  the  members  of  that  Army  should 
sheath  their  swords  in  the- bowels  of  the  liber- 
ties of  their  country?  Who  will  impute  to 
this  body  so  disgraceful  a  motive  ?  Are  you 
about  to  raise,  a  standing  army,  not  for  the  pur- 
pose of  making  preparations  for  war,  but  with 
a  vieiW  of  intimidating  Great,  Britain  to  recede 
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from  her  unjust  infractions  of  our  neutral  rights? 
Do  not  think  that  she  will  be  intimidated  hy  any 
preparations  which  you  can  make,  however 
formidable  they  may  be.  She  knows,  too  well, 
your  conduct  heretofore,  to  believe  you  are  in 
earnest.  She  knows  that,  many  years  ago,  you 
resolved  to  resist,  but  that  this  honorable  deter- 
mination terminated  in  an  empty  resolution. 
She  knows,  too  well,  that  you  have  been,  here- 
tofore, prodigal  in  words,  and  parsimonious  in 
spirited  action.  I  do  not  set  myself  up  for  a 
prophet ;  but,  mark  me,  if  it  be  not  true,  that 
Great  Britain  wiU  not  do  you  justice  till  you 
carry  the  war  out  of  this  hall  into  the  heart  of 
her  colonial  territories. 

Under  the  firmest  conviction,  then,  as  I  am, 
ihat  war  between  the  United  States  and  Great 
Britain — if  we  have  any  respect  for  our  honor 
as  a  nation — wUl  be  an  event  of  inevitable  con- 
sequence, I  have  in  vain  searched  for  the  rea- 
sons which  would  induce  us  to  authorize  our 
merchant  vessels  to  arm  against  all  unlawful 
molestations  on  the  high  seas.  As  the  resolu- 
tion is,  in  its  nature,  general,  every  man  must 
see,  on  the  contrary,  the  dangers  necessarily 
attendant  upon  the  adoption  of  such  a  measure. 
Yoa  are  now  on  the  very  verge  of  war,  and 
you  should,  therefore,  be  careful  not  to  multi- 
ply your  enemies.  You  may,  by  passing  this 
resolution,  make  France  your  enemy.  You 
may  enlist  Denmark  and  other  powers  of  Eu- 
rope against  you.  This  is  an  event  which 
would  be  deeply  deprecated ;  and,  that  it  should 
happen,  is  nothing  improbable ;  for  your  mer- 
chants, armed  as  they  will  be,  in  defence  of 
their  commerce,  may  select  the  nation  who  is 
to  be  your  enemy.  If  they  are  molested  in 
their  commerce,  whether  lawful  or  unlawful, 
they  will  be  di^osed  to  resist.  At  any  rate, 
they  will  be  the  judges  of  the  juncture  when 
their  interests  may  call  for  the  interposition  of 
force,  and  will  exercise  that  force  according  to 
their  own  whims  and  caprices.  They  sail  on 
the  ocean  clothed  with  national  authority,  and 
for  their  actions,  whether  lawful  or  unlawful, 
you  win  be  compelled  to  answer.  Sir,  I 
respect  the  higlJy  honorable  occupation  of  a 
merchant,  but  am  not  disposed  to  carry  that 
respect  so  far  as  to  give  my  sanction  to  the 
adoption  of  a  measure  which  may  jeopardize 
the  peace,  and  endanger  the  interests  of  my 
country.  If  this  resolution  were  to  authorize 
an  ai'ming  against  Great  Britain  alone,  this  ar- 
gument would  have  no  effect ;  but  as  it  has  a 
view  to  a  general  arming  against  all  nations, 
this  reasoning  is  conclusive  on  my  mind,  and 
must  operate  in  the  same  way  upon  all  men 
who  win  give  the  subject  a  dispassionate  con- 
sideration. The  consequences  of  such  a  meas- 
ure are  plain  and  obvious.  Now,  let  us  examine 
whether  there  exists  any  reason  sufficiently 
powerful  to  outweigh  these  considerations. 

What  is  the  object,  and  the  only  one  too,  as 
stated  by  the  honorable  chairman  of  the  Com- 
mittee of  Foreign  Relations,  (Mr.  Poeteb,)  for 
the  adoption  of  this  measure  S    Your  vessels 


wiU  be  armed  and  prepared  for  privateering  the 
moment  war  shall  be  declared.  Why,  sir,  do 
you  think  the  merchants  wOl  believe  that  you 
really  intend  to  go  to  war  ?  And,  if  they  doubt 
upon  this  subject,  do  you  suppose  they  will  be 
so  regardless  of  their  own  interests  as  to  expend 
their  capital  in  fitting  out  privateers,  when  no 
absolute  certainty  exists  that  war  is  your  ob- 
ject, or  your  serious  intention?  It  would,  cer- 
tainly, be  an  object  of  no  inconsiderable  mo- 
ment to  havd^rivateers  prepared  to  harass  and 
disturb  the  commerce  of  Great  Britain  in  the 
event  of  war.  If  this  be  your  object,  you  are 
taking  a  very  improper  course  to  obtain  it.  If 
such  be  your  object,  take  some  decided  and 
energetic  step  which  will  convince  even  the 
incredulou  that  you  will  resort  to  the  sword 
to  obtain  justice,  and  your  end  will  soon  be 
effected.  But,  do  not  depress  the  hopes  of 
the  nation  by  sanctioning  this  tame,  imbecile, 
and  temporizing  system. 

What  is  the  spirit  that  breathes  in  the  five 
resolutions  which  have  been  adopted — resolu- 
tions which  were  in  entire  accordance  with  my 
feelings?  Is  it  not  a  spirit  of  war?  Do  they 
not  bear  a  hostile  aspect  ?  Are  they  not  calcu- 
lated to  induce  Great  Britain  to  believe  that  for- 
bearance on  our  part  has  terminated,  and  that 
we  are  resolved,  unless  she  speedily  extend  to 
us  fuU  and  ample  justice,  to  decide  the  contest 
by  the  sword?  Have  you  any  thing  to  hope, 
by  operating  upon  the  minds  of  the  rulers  of 
that  nation,  a  conviction  that  you  are  boasting 
no  longer?  If  you  do  entertain  such  a  hope,  I 
pray  you,  do  not  adopt  this  measure — a  meas- 
ure which  wiU  show  her  the  fluctuation  of  our 
opinions,  and  the  repugnancy  of  our  plans ;  a 
measure  which  wUl  lull  to  sleep  her  fears  of 
war,  and  convince  her  not  only  of  your  inde- 
cision, but  of  your  timidity  to  unsheath  your 
sword  in  defence  of  rights  clear  and  undisputed, 
and  in  avenging  injuries  too  glaring  for  the  dig- 
nity and  honor  of  a  nation  to  submit  to.  Are 
the  wishes  of  this  nation  to  be  unattended  to? 
Ought  we  not  to  relieve  its  anxieties?  Or,  are 
we  to  tantalize  their  hopes  with  energy  in  one 
law  and  imbecUity  in  another?  Are  the  mer- 
chants to  be  told  we  wiU  protect  their  com- 
merce ?  By  what  ?  By  granting  them  a  right 
which  nature  has  already  given  to  them  ?  Is 
commerce  to  be  protected  by  abridging  the 
natural  rights  of  the  people  ?  Is  this  measure 
no  abridgment  of  their  rights  ?  Does  it  not 
confine  the  legality  of  arming  to  resident  citi- 
zens alone  ?  Look  at  the  measure  as  you  please, 
it  is  a  dead  letter.  Is  this  the  period  of  all 
others  to  be  selected  to  incorporate  unmeaning 
laws  in  the  body  of  your  statute  book  ?  Do  not 
satirize,  by  such  an  act,  the  manly  sensibility  of 
the  people.  Do  not  paralyze  the  national  arm. 
No ;  let  us  do  justice  to  the  nation  by  the 
adoption  of  such  measures  as  will  renovate  the 
depressed  spirits  of  our  constituents;  which 
will  prevent  them  from  falling  into  that  de- 
structive and  deadly  languor  which  this  resolu- 
tion is  calculated  to  produce. 
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The  question  was  then  taken  to  concur  with 
the  Committee  of  the  whole  House  on  the  state 
of  the  Union  in  their  agreement  to  the  said 
sixth  resolution,  as  reported  by  the  Committee 
on  Foreign  Relations;  and  resolved  in  the 
affirmative — yeas  97,  nays  22. 


Satttbdat,  December  21. 
Statutes  of  Limitation. 
Mr.  Gholson,  from  the  Committee  of  Claims, 
who  were  instructed  by  a  resolution  of  the 
House  of  the  11th  ultimo,  to  inquire  into  the 
expediency  of  repealing  or  suspending  the  vari- 
ous acts  of  limitation,  so  far  as  they  operate  to 
bar  the  payment  of  certain  descriptions  of 
claims,  made  a  report  thereon. — Eeferred  to 
the  Committee  of  the  Whole  on  the  report  of 
the  Committee  of  Claims  on  the  petition  of  Bees 
Nanna  and  others.     The  report  is  as  follows : 

That  they  have  bestowed  on  the  resolution  that 
full  consideration  to  which  it  was  entitled.  They 
felt,  on  the  one  hand,  sincere  solicitude  to  devise 
some  just  and  adequate  method  of  satisfying  the 
claims  in  question ;  while,  on  the  other,  they  were 
forcibly  struck  with  the  unavoidable  scenes  of  specu- 
lation and  fraud  which  would  ensue  the  repeal  or 
suspension  of  any  of  the  acts  of  limitation,  whereby 
those  claims  are  baiTcd.  If  the  old  soldier,  his 
widow,  or  his  orphan,  were  alone  to  be  benefited  by 
such  suspension,  your  committee  would  not  hesitate 
to  recommend  it.  Past  experience,  however,  hath 
evidently  shown  that  similar  legislative  indulgences 
have  enured  almost  exclusively  to  the  advantage  of 
the  unprincipled  speculator,  and  those  who  avail 
themselves  of  the  ignorance  and  subsist  upon  the  mis- 
fortunes of  others.  We  have  innumerable  examples 
of  the  truth  of  this  position,  in  the  consequences  that 
resulted  not  only  from  the  various  suspensions  of 
these  acts  which  have  hitherto  taken  place,  but  more 
especially  from  the  adoption  of  the  Funding  System. 
It  is  deemed  unnecessary  to  enlarge  upon  the  conse- 
quences ;  they  are  too  well  known. 

Although  a  communication  received  from  the 
Treasury  at  a  former  session  holds  out  an  opinion 
that  there  are  in  the  possession  of  that  Department 
sufficient  checks  and  guards  to  protect  the  United 
States  from  imposition  and  fraud  in  the  payment  of 
a  certain  part  of  those  claims,  the  committee  are  dif- 
ferently impressed.  They  have  seen  a  transcript  from 
the  books  of  tha  Treasury,  published  to  the  world, 
exhibiting  the  names  of  a  certain  class  of  claim- 
ants ;  and  to  suppose  that  a  facUity  of  this  kind,  thus 
offered  to  speculative  artifice  and  management,  would 
not  be  seized  upon  and  used  by  the  speculator  to  im- 
pose upon  Government,  is  to  suppose  a  thing  contrary 
to  all  experience.  The  committee  feel  themselves 
by  no  means  able  to  draw  a  Hue  of  distinction  be- 
tween a  just  claim  liquidated  and  a  just  one  unliqui- 
dated ;  and  to  attempt  the  invidious  task  of  distinc- 
tion in  point  of  merit,  where  there  can  be  no  differ- 
ence, and  to  open  the  statutes  of  hmitation  in  order 
to  reUeve  a  part  or  a  few  favorite  classes  of  claims, 
does  not  comport,  in  the  view  of  your  committee, 
with  any  principle  of  fairness,  or  with  that  equal 
system  of  distributive  justice  which  ought  to  be  dis- 
pensed toward  all.  When  they  take  a  retrospective 
view  of  the  subject,  and'  find  that  most  of  those 
statutes  were  first  passed  in  the  times  and  under  the 


patriot  counsels  of  the  old  Congress,  and  that  the 
more  general  one  wTiich  took  effect  in  1794  was 
passed  under  the  Administration  of  General  Wash- 
ington, who  was  himself  the  chief  of  soldiers  as  he 
vfos  the  chief  of  their  patrons  and  friends  in  every 
station ;  but  he  was  equally  the  friend  of  his  country, 
and  gave  that  act  the  sanction  of  his  name,  as  found- 
ed, at  least,  in  a  policy  of  general  justice  and  right, 
which  the  Government  had  been  at  length  obliged 
to  resort  to  and  maintain  in  self-defence ;  that  every 
Congress  since  has  invariably  adhered  to  the  general 
policy  of  those  laws ;  and,  after  the  lapse  of  so  many 
years,  when  the  diJBBoulty  of  doing  justice  has  in- 
creased with  the  increase  of  time,  and  when  a  partial 
repeal  would  but  tend  to  increase  the  discontent  and 
dissatisfaction  of  every  class  of  claimants  which  should 
remain  unprovided  for,  the  committee  cannot,  from 
any  view  they  have  been  able  to  take  of  the  subject, 
recommend  the  repeal  or  suspension  of  any  of  those 
statutes.  They  would,  therefore,  beg  leave  to  sub- 
mit the  following  resolution : 

Resolved,  That  it  is  not  expedient  to  repeal  or  sus- 
pend any  of  the  acts  of  limitation,  whereby  the  afore- 
said descriptions  of  claims  are  barred.* 

The  report  was  ordered  to  lie  on  the  table. 


MoNDAT,  December  23. 
Buleaand  Orders — Prenoua  Question. 
The  House  resumed  the  consideration  of  the 
unfinished  business  of  Saturday.     The  amend- 
ment proposed  by  Mr.  Nelson  being  again  read, 
as  follows : 

"  That  when  the  previ(»ns  question  is  ordered  to  be 
taken,  upon  the  main  question  being  put,  every  mem- 
ber, who  has  not  already  spoken,  shall  have  hberty 
to  speak  once :" 

Mr.  Gold  said  the  amendment  now  offered  to 
the  rules  of  the  House,  secures  to  every  member 
the  right  of  speaking  at  least  once  on  every 
question  before  the  House.  The  liberty  of 
speech,  and  freedom  of  debate,  are  sacred  by  the 
constitution  ;  and  to  refuse  all  debate,  to  deny 
us  the  privilege  of  speaking  at  al\  on  the  most 
important  questions  of  peace  and  war,  is  a  sub- 
version of  the  first  principles  of  the  constitution. 
And  what  is  to  justify  this  measure  of  imposing 
silence !  It  is  said,  the  right  of  debate  has  been 
abused.  Let  gentlemen  beware  how,  for  an  oc- 
casional ahuse  of  a  right,  they  talce  amay — <Zg- 
strroy  the  right  itself.  What  right,  in  the  whole 
charter  of  our  rights,  has  not  at  some  time  been 
a,bused  ?  Man  is  frail,  and  why  should  not,  at 
times  of  public  agitation  and  concussion  of 
parties,  abuses  arise  ?  debate  become  angry  and 
be  prolonged  ?  And  for  this,  is  the  principle  to 
be  adopted,  that  the  right  shall  be  forever  sup- 

*  These  salutary  statutes,  indispensable  for  the  protection 
of  the  Treasury,  as  time  was  wearing  out  the  evideace 
which  would  detect  fraud,  have  since  been  disregarded  by 
modern  Congresses,  carried  away  by  a  mistaken  idea  of  jus- 
tice, and  the  door  opened  to  an  endless  succession  of  false 
claims,  supported  by  fabricated  evidence  which  there  is  no 
means  to  rebut,  and  plundering  the  Treasury  for  the  benefit 
of  agents  who  have  grown  up  into  a  regular  profossiun  for 
the  discovery,  invention,  and  prosecution  of  claims. 
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pressed  and  destroyed  ? — the  principle  that  ab- 
solute silence  shall  he  imposed  on  a  minority  ? 
Sir,  PhUip,  the  tyrant  of  Maoedon,  disliked  the 
freedom  of  speech  and  dehate  in  Athens :  it  an- 
noyed him;  for  this  canse,  Demosthenes  was 
pm'sued  to  the  altar,  where  he  expired.  The 
principle  contended  for  by  the  majority  (sup- 
posed abuse)  will  be  found  to  justify  the  most 
odioUs  usurpations  recorded  in  history  ;  liberty 
is  abused,  and  chains  arq  forged  to  restrain  it. 

Gentlemen  of  the  majority  insist,  that  the  role 
wiU  not  be  abused ;  that  the  majority  wiU  not 
execute  the  rule  arbitrarily.  The  amendment, 
now  offered  to  the  rules,  stipulates  only  for  lib- 
erty to  each  member  to  speak  once.  Now,  sir, 
if  this  be  denied,  and  the  rule  is  ever  executed, 
the  abuse  is  inevitable,  it  is  necessarily  involved 
in  the  very  execution  of  the  rule. 

Neither  the  journals  of  our  State  Legislatures 
nor  the  laws  of  the  Parliament  of  Great  Britain 
afford  examples  for  thus  arbitrarily  proceeding. 
Debate  is  admited  in  the  British  Parliament  on 
the  previous  question ;  our  rules  exclude  it  on 
both  the  previous  and  main  question.  Beside, 
sir,  I  need  only  refer  gentlemen  to  the  manual 
of  parliamentary  law,  from  the  hand  of  the  third 
President  of  the  United  States,  to  show  that  the 
previous  question  was  confined  to  subjects  of 
delicacy,  which  a  due  regard  to  the  interests  of 
the  State  or  its  Government  forbade  to  be  agi- 
tated. How  much,  sir,  has  this  question  been 
perverted  from  its  proper  province,  to  silence 
all  debate  and  force  the  question,  the  passage 
of  the  law !  Such  measures  ai-e  dangerous  to 
freedom,  and  afford,  in  evil  times,  the  most 
fatal  examples. 

Mr.  Smilie  said  he  was  a  friend  to  freedom  of 
debate,  but  that  there  was  a  difference  between 
this,  and  that  abuse  of  it  when  yon  cannot 
get  a  decision  without  an  exertion  of  physical 
strength.  This  has  been  our  case  several  times. 
The  rule  now  proposed  to  be  altered  is  the  old 
rule,  and  is  only  restored.  We  very  weU  know, 
that  a  debate  has  been  often  prolonged  merely 
to  prevent  a  decision.  We  have  been  kept  till 
ten  and  twelve  o'clock  at  night,  and  sometimes 
tUl  daylight.  It  is  an  inconvenience  which  he 
at  his  time  of  life  had  seriously  felt.  There  can 
he  no  evil  from  the  rule  as  now  established. 
The  responsibility  of  the  majority  is  such  to  the 
people,  that,  if  they  should  abuse  it,  as  the  mi- 
nority have  their  privilege,  the  people  wiU  cor- 
rect it,  when  the  minority  shall  fairly  state  it  to 
them.  He  said  the  majority  were  also  respon- 
sible to  the  people  to  transact  the  public  business. 

Mr.  Stanford,  in  reply  to  Mr.  Smilie,  said 
he  did  not  think  it  proper  to  give  this  dispens- 
ing power  to  the  majority,  if  they  by  the  con- 
stitution did  not  possess  it,  as  he  contended 
they  did  not.  He  said  we  have  heard  of  a  sedition 
law,  and  the  reign  of  terror.  The  bill,  when 
first  introduced  for  that  law,  went  to  prevent 
freedom  of  speech.  This  rule,  in  his  opinion, 
much  more  deserved  the  character  of  a  "  Gag- 
law,'^  than  the  Sedition  law  did. 

Ml".  Weioht  mentioned  the  great  abuses  of 


this  privilege  of  the  minority  the  last  winter. 
He  said,  if  we  don't  establish  a  written,  decent 
rule,  we  must  have  a  common  law  rule,  such  as 
they  have  in  the  British  House  of  Commons,  to 
shuffle  and  put  down,  when  the  abuse  of  this 
privilege  becomes  enormous. 

Mr.  QuiNOT. — Mr.  Speaker,  I  do  not  regard 
this  question  in  the  hght  ia  which  some  of  its 
advocates,  as  weU  as  its  opponents,  have  consid- 
ered it ;  as  a  mere  contest  for  power  between 
the  majority*  and  the  minority.  It  is  of  a 
higher  character.  It  affects  the  essential  prin- 
ciples of  civil  liberty,  and  saps  its  hopes  at  its 
very  foundation.  I  rejoice  that  the  gentleman 
from  Virginia  (Mr.  Nelson)  has  hmited  his 
proposition,  so  as  to  preclude  any  mistake  con- 
cerning the  object  of  it.  We  are  not  now  ad- 
vocating an  unrestrained  privilege  of  debate. 
The  inquiry  is,  shall  a  main  question  ever  be 
taken  in  this  delibei-ative  body,  until  every 
member,  who  has  not  already  spoken,  shall 
have  had  an  opportunity,  if  he  wishes  to  avail 
himself  of  it,  to  speak  at  least  once  upon  the 
question  ?  The  ground  taken  by  those  who  op- 
pose the  proposition,  is  that  of  necessity  and  con- 
venience. These  are  the  very  points,  which, 
in  a  free  country,  ought  most  vigilantly  to  be 
guarded.  For  it  is  here  that  the  spirit  of  des- 
potism always  lies  in  ambush.  Under  the  cover 
of  necessity,  or  convenience,  it  steals  upon  the 
liberties  of  a  people,  and  never  fails,  sooner  or 
later,  to  make  them  its  prey. 

It  is  not  to  be  denied,  that  the  subject  is  in 
some  respects  difficult  to  manage,  with  any  hope 
of  convincing.  There  is  a  state  of  feeling,  both 
within  this  House  and  out  of  it,  very  unpropi- 
tious  to  an  impartial  debate.  In  this  House  it 
is  argued  as  a  question  concerning  who  shall 
have  the  power,  a  majority,  or  a  minority.  And 
as  it  is  agreed,  on  all  hands,  that,  in  the  exer- 
cise of  the  power,  abuse  may  happen,  the  pres- 
ent majority,  Hke  all  other  majorities,  have  a 
prevailing  inclination  to  reserve,  in  their  own 
hands,  the  exclusive  privilege  of  abuse.  And 
without  doors,  the  subject  is  of  less  difficulty. 
For,  of  late  years,  the  popular  ear  has  been  so 
vexed  with  speech  upon  speech,  wind  upon 
wind,  the  public  patience  has  been  so  exhaust- 
ed, in  hunting  up  the  solitary  grain  of  sense, 
hidden  in  the  bushels  of  chaff,  that  it  is  ready  to 
submit  to  any  limitation  of  a  privilege,  which 
subjects  it  to  so  irksome  a  labor.  The  peo- 
ple are  almost  ready  to  exclaim,  "  do  what  you 
will  with  the  liberty  of  speech,  provided  you 
wiU  save  us  from  that  fresh  of  words,  with 
which  we  are  periodically  inundated." 

Now,  this  is  the  very  state  of  the  public  mind 
in  which  the  corruption  of  essential  principles 
commences.  Through  apparent  necessity,  or 
temporary  convenience,  or  disgust  at  abuse,  the 
popular  sentiment  is  made  to  acquiesce  in  the 
introduction  of  doctrines  vitally  inconsistent 
with  the  perpetuity  of  liberty. 

I  ask  the  House  to  consider  what  is  that  prin- 
ciple of  civil  hberty,  which  is  amalgamated  and 
identified  with  the  very  existence  of  a  legislative 
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body.  In  what  does  it  consist  ?  And  what  is 
its  character  ?  It  consists  in  the  right  of  delib  - 
eratioD.  And  its  character  is,  that  it  belongs 
not  to  the  body,  but  the  individual  members 
constituting  the  body.  The  body  hasthe  pow- 
er to  control  and  to  regulate  its  exercise.  But 
it  has  not  the  power  to  take  away  that  right 
altogether,  by  the  operation  of  any  general 
principle.  An  individual  member  may  render 
himself  unworthy  of  the  privilege.  He  may  be 
set  down ;  he  may  be  denied  the  right,  because 
he  has  abused  it.  But  whenever  a  legislative 
body  assumes  to  itself  the  power  of  stopping,  at 
its  will,  all  debate,  at  any  stage  of  deliberation, 
it  assumes  a  power  wholly  inconsistent  with  the 
essential  right  of  deliberation,  and  totally  de- 
structive of  that  principle  of  civil  liberty  which 
exists,  and  is  identified  with  the  exercise  of 
that  right. 

The  right  of  every  individual  member  is,  in 
fact,  the  right  of  his  constituents.  He  is  but 
their  Representative.  It  is  in  their  majesty, 
that  he  appears.  It  is  their  right  that  he  re- 
flects. The  right  of  being  heard  by  their  Rep- 
resentative is  the  inherent  and  absolute  right  of 
the  people.  Now,  it  is  in  the  essential  charac- 
ter of  such  a  right,  that  it  exists,  independent, 
and  in  despite  of  any  man,  or  body  of  men, 
whatsoever.  It  is  absurd  to  say,  that  any  right 
is  independent,  which  depends  upon  the  will  of 
another.  It  is  absurd  to  say,  that  any  right  is 
absolute,  which  is  wholly  relative  to  the  incli- 
nation of  another ;  which  lasts  only  as  long  as 
he  chooses,  and  terminates  at  his  nod.  Now, 
whether  this  power  be  exercised  by  one,  or 
many,  it  matters  not.  The  principle  of  civil 
liberty  is  gone,  when  the  inherent  and  absolute 
nature  of  the  right  is  gone. 

Apply  this  reasoning  to  the  case  before  ns.  It 
is  impossible  to  conceal  the  fact,  that  as  our 
rules  and  oiniers  stand,  independent  of  the  pro- 
position now  offered  as  an  amendment,  it  is  in 
the  power  of  a  majority  to  preclude  aU  debate, 
upon  any  question,  and  force  every  member  of 
the  House  to  vote,  upon  any  proposition,  with- 
out giving  him  the  opportunity  of  explaining 
his  own  reasons,  or  stating  the  interests  of  his 
constituents.  This  is  undeniable.  Is  it  not, 
then,  plain  and  conclusive,  that,  as  our  rules 
and  orders  now  stand,  according  to  recent  con- 
struction, every  member  of  this  House  holds 
his  right  of  speaking,  not  on  the  principle  of  his 
constituents,  whose  Representative  he  is,  but 
upon  the  will  of  the  majority  of  this  House! 
For  that  which  another  may  at  any  time  take 
away  from  me,  I  hold  not  by  my  own  right,  but 
at  his  will.  Can  any  thing  be  more  obviously  at 
variance  with  the  spirit  of  the  constitution  and 
the  first  principles  of  civil  liberty  ? 

Let  not  any  man  say  this  power  will  not  be 
abused.  In  the  nature  of  things  it  must  be 
abused.  This  is  the  favorite  argument  of  every 
despotism,  and,  of  course,  wiU  not  fail  to  be 
urged  when  it  is  about  to  plant  itself  in  the 
very  temple  of  liberty. 

I  have  chosen  to  consider  this  subject  in  re- 


lation to  the  ri^ht  of  the  whole  body,  and  of 
one  of  its  individual  members,  rather  than  to 
that  of  a  majority  and  minority.  The  right  to 
speak  is  an  individual  right.  Limit  it  as  you 
please,  consistent  with  a  single  exercise  of  that 
right.  But  when  this  is  taken  away,  or,  which 
is  precisely  the  same  thing  so  far  as  it  respects 
the  principle  of  civil  liberty,  when  it  is  in  the 
power  of  one  or  many,  at  its  sovereign  will  and 
pleasure,  to  take  it  away,  there  is  no  longer  any 
right.  "We  have  our  tenure  of  speech  as  the 
slave  has  his — at  the  will  of  a  master. 

But  it  is  said  that  the  Legislature  must  some- 
times "  act,"  and  that  individuals,  by  an  abuse 
of  this  liberty  of  speech,  prevent  the  whole  body 
from  "  acting."  AU  I  say  is,  limit  the  exercise 
of  the  right  as  yon  please,  only  do  not  assume 
to  yourselves  the  power  of  taking  away  the 
whole  right,  at  your  pleasure. 

It  is  in  this  doctrine,  of  "  the  necessity  of  act- 
ing," that  lies  the  whole  mystery  of  that  error 
which  we  are  now  combating.  Strictly  speak- 
ing, a  Legislative  bodynever  "  acts."  Its  prov- 
ince is  to  deliberate  and  decide.  "  Action"  is, 
alone,  correctly  attiibutable  to  the  Executive. 
And  it  wiU  be  found,  that  ajl  the  cases  in  which 
this  necessity  of  ''  action"  has  been  urged,  have 
been  cases  in  which. the  Legislative  body  has 
departed  from  its  appropriate  duties  of  delibera- 
tion and  decision,  and  descended  to  be  an  in- 
strument, or  engine,  of  the  Executive.  I  hesi- 
tate not  to  say,  that  this  position  may  be  proved 
by  almost  every  instance  in  which  this  necessity 
of  action  has  been  urged.  It  was  an  Executive 
haste  to  its  own  purposes,  which  prevailed  upon 
the  Legislative  body  to  deny,  to  its  own  mem- 
bers, their  privileges. 

It  has  been  asserted,  that  "  if  this  amendment 
passes,  this  will  be  the  only  deliberative  body 
in  the  world  which  cannot  stop  debate."  On 
the  other  hand  I  assert,  that  if  this  amendment 
does  not  pass,  this  will  be  the  only  deliberative 
body  in  the  world,  pretending  to  be  free,  in 
which  it  is  in  the  power  of  a  majority  to  force  a 
decision,  without  any  deliberation.  It  is  not 
true  that,  in  the  British  Parliament,  the  pre- 
vious question  stops  debate  and  forces  decision 
on  the  main  question  without  deliberation.  The 
previous  question  there,  if  decided  in  the 
negative,  suppresses  debate,  by  postponing  the 
main  question.  And  until  1807,  the  practice 
and  rules  of  this  House  permitted  debate  of  the 
main  question,  after  an  affirmative  decision  of  a 
previous  question.  Whoever  uijdertakes  to  ex- 
amine the  subject  will  find  it  as  I  have  stated. 

It  is  not  true,  that  this  power  ever  was,  or 
ever  can  be  necessary,  in  a  Legislative  body.  In 
ever  case  in  which  the  previous  question,  ac- 
cording to  recent  construction,  has  been  pressed 
upon  the  House,  it  will  be  found  that  there  was 
no  National  or  State  necessity  for  an  immediate 
decision.  That  is  to  say,  in  every  instance  it 
wiU  be  found,  that  it  was  of  no  sort  of  public 
importance  whether  the  main  question  were 
taken  on  this  day,  on  the  next,  or  on  a  third 
day.     Always  the  question  mighi  have  been 
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taken  in  a  reasonable  time ;  and  every  individ- 
ual member,  wlio  chose  to  speak,  might  have 
had  the  privilege,  if  he  pleased,  of  speaking,  at 
least  once.  As  far  as  I  observed,  all  these  pre- 
tences of  necessity  have  been  easily  resolvable 
into  party  cunning.  The  subject  was  one  difficult 
to  maintain.  It  had  popular  bearings,  which  it 
suited  not  the  pleasure  of  the  majority  to  have 
investigated.  They  pressed  the  minority  to  in- 
stant decision,  by  refusing  adjournment.  And 
as  it  happens  in  all  such'  cases,  re-action  is  equal 
to  action.  The  minority  were  put  upon  their 
mettle,  and  they  put  to  trial  the  mettle  of  the 
majority. 

It  is  undoubtedly  true,  that  this  power  may 
be  sometimes  convenient.  And  this  is  the 
whole  strength  of  the  argument  of  those  who 
oppose  this  proposition.  The  weak  and  aged 
members  of  the  majority  have  been  kept  all 
night  from  their  slumbers,  by  a  hale  and 
sturdy  minority  ;  which  slumbers  they  might, 
by  the  way,  at  any  moment  have  enjoyed,  if 
that  very  majority  had  yielded  the  point  of  ad- 
journment. And  is  this  reason  of  convenience 
sufficient,  in  the  estimation  of  this  House,  to 
justify  it,  in  depriving  this  people,  in  the  per- 
son of  their  Eepresentatives,  of  the  essential 
right  of  speaking  upon  this  floor?  Is  this  a 
justification  for  such  an  atrocious  and  exorbitant 
grasp  at  power  ?  Our  patriotism,  nowadays, 
can  submit  to  no  sacrifices.  We  are  not  con- 
tent with  sleeping,  if  we  please,  every  day  in 
our  seats,  unless  we  can  sleep  also  every  night 
of  the  session  in  our  feather  beds.-  And  these 
feather-bed  patriots^  as  I  understand,  are  all 
agog  for  a  march  into  Canada ;  and,  if  we  be- 
lieve them,  are  desirous  of  nothing  so  much  as 
showing  how  those  can  meet  privation  and 
watchfulness  in  the  field,  who  think  of  nothing 
but  comfort  and  sleep  upon  this  floor. 

I  know  there  is  another  argument  urged  in 
favor  of  the  assumption  of  this  power  by  the 
majority,  and  that  is,  the  haste  and  clatter 
which  always  attend  the  end  of  a  session.  Let 
our  session  be  long  or  short,  the  event  is,  in  this 
respect,  always  nearly  the  same.  What  with 
speeches  and  postponements,  and  laying  down 
onepiece  of  business  half  finished,  andtaMng  up 
another,  the  latter  end  of  a  session  is  a  political 
chaos.  The  work  of  this  and  the  other  House, 
and  that  of  the  Palace  into  the  bargain,  is  in 
fact  sometimes  to  be  washed  up,  in  a  night — 
and  the  members  of  all  branches  are  knee-deep 
and  shoulder-deep  in  the  suds.  Now,  this 
shows  the  necessity,  not  of  this  unlimited  pow- 
er of  the  previous  question,  but  of  conducting 
public  business  with  more  prospective  intelli- 
gence. The  House  is  just  like  all  other  spend- 
thrifts. It  first  wastes  what  is  its  own,  and  then 
seeks  how  it  may  make  up  its  deficiency  out  of 
the  property  of  other  people.  We  pillage  the 
public  liberty,  in  order  to  compensate  for  legis- 
lative negligence. 

I  have  often  been  puzzled  to  imagine  a  neces- 
sity, which  could  even  apologize  for  such  an  as- 
sumption of  power  as  the  majority,  by  this  new 


construction  of  the  previous  question,  are  at- 
tempting ;  and,  until  lately,  I  did  not  believe 
that  it  could  possibly  exist.  The  only  case,  in 
which  there  seemed  to  me  to  be  an  apology  for 
resorting  to  it,  was,  the  other  day,  when  the 
gentleman  from  Georgia.(Mr.  Teotip)  threatened 
to  call  the  previous  question  upon  the  majority 
themselves.  I  admired  both  his  manner  and 
the  occasion  on  which  he  introduced  that  idea. 
And  really  there  was  something  like  a  neces- 
sity. If  I  uilflerstood  the  view  of  that  honor- 
able gentleman,  it  was,  that  he  thought  there 
was  not  fighting  matter  to  spare  in  the  stomachs 
of  the  majority ;  and  he  threatened  them  with 
the  previous  question,  lest,  peradventure,  the 
whole  war  spirit  should  ooze  away  through  the 
mouth.  In  this  there  was  both  discretion  and 
patriotism. 

Mr.  Beigham  said,  that  although  he  was  for- 
ward in  life,  he  was  but  of  yesterday  of  this 
House,  and  that  the  rules  and  orders  were  not 
familiar  with  him.  But  he  exceedingly  regret- 
ted that  this  House,  in  their  wisdom,  ever  found 
it  expedient  or  proper  to  adopt  a  rule  to  deprive 
a  minority,  or  an  individual  member  of  this 
House,  of  the  freedom  of  debate,  the  freedom  of 
speech,  a  privilege  so  much  boasted  of  in  this 
land  of  liberty.  He  observed  that  he  had  his 
rights  in  common  with  the  other  members  of 
the  House,  and  that  he  had  his  duties  to  per- 
form. He  was  not  ambitious  to  become  a  pub- 
lic speaker,  nor  would  he  say  that  he  supposed 
he  could  speak  to  the  edification  or  satisfactidn 
of  the  House.  But  should  he,  on  great  ques- 
tions, be  denied  the  privilege  of  speaking  ?  Sup- 
pose the  question  of  peace  or  war  should  assume 
the  aspect  of  solemnity,  and  it  should  become 
necessary  and  important  that  this  House  be 
made  acquainted  with  the  circumstances  and 
disposition  of  the  citizens  of  the  several  sections 
of  the  country — and  suppose  a  member  who  is 
not  much  accustomed  to  speaking,  silently  sits 
until  those  gentlemen  who  are  in  the  habit,  and 
are  fond  of  speaking,  shall  have  exhausted  them- 
selves in  debate — shall  he,  in  that  case,  be  denied 
the  right  of  speaking — shall  he  be  deprived  of 
his  constitutional  privileges  and  his  constituents 
of  the  right  of  representation  on  the  floor  of  this 
House  ? 

He  said  that  he  was  bound  by  the  oath  of  God 
to  support  the  constitution,  and  to  promote 
the  welfare  of  his  country  ;  but,  if  his  mouth 
is  stopped,  how  can  he  execute  his  trust  or  per- 
form his  vows  ?  For  this  House  by  a  rule  to 
interdict  the  freedom  of  speech,  is  an  assump- 
tion of  power,  and  a  violation  of  right.  He 
hoped,  that  the  rule  xmder  consideration  would 
be  modified,  and  that  the  proposed  amendment 
would  be  adopted.  He  wished  that  each  indi- 
vidual member  might  be  permitted  to  exercise 
his  right  of  speaking  to  any  question  before  the 
House,  at  least  once,  if  he  chooses. 

Mr-  Nelson  spoke  in  favor  of  the  amendment. 
He  said  he  had  no  hesitation  in  declaring,  that 
whenever  right  and  expediency  shall  come  in 
competition,  that  he  should  prefer  right.    He 
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remarked,  that  Ihe  constitution  secured  the 
freedom  of  speech  to  the  citizen.  And  are  we, 
he  asked,  to  be  deprived  of  it  when  we  come 
to  this  House — when  we  enter  this  temple  of 
liberty  ?     The  attempt  is  not  to  suspend  merely, 


but  to  destroy  this  right,  and  because  we  have '  'further  debate  of  the  main  question,  and  that 


experienced  some  inconvenience  from  this  ex- 
ercise. He  agreed  with  the  gentleman  from 
Massachusetts,  (Mr.  Qtjijtot,)  that  if  the  House 
would  do  their  duty,  and  get  the  business  along 
in  the  early  part  of  the  session,  we  should  never 
be  in  the  dilemma  the  House  were  in,  the  last 
session  of  Congress ;  and  that  an  inconvenience 
was  a  very  poor  reason  for  destroying  this  right 
of  offering  our  sentiments.  He  would  rather 
recommend  the  turning  out  of  doors  a  member 
who  should  become  troublesome  in  speaking  too 
long,  than  to  suffer  him  to  stay  in  the  House 
and  prevent  his  uttering  his  sentiments.  Even 
expulsion  would  not  be  a  greater  infringement 
of  his  right.  The  right  of  the  people  is  the 
right  of  their  Eepresentatives  to  speak,  delib- 
erate, and  decide.  As  to  the  plea  of  necessity, 
he  protested  against  it  as  the  plea  of  tyrants. 

Mr.  Alston,  of  ISTorth  Carolina,  expressed  his 
astonishment,  that  the  gentleman  from  Virginia 
(Mr.  Nelson)  had  assumed  the  ground  he  had. 
He  said,  there  were  two  parties  in  this  House ; 
and  asked,  is  it  ever  known  how  a  question  will 
be  decided,  until  it  is  taken  ? 

Mr.  Babsett  said,  if  a  stranger  was  present, 
and  should  hear  this  debate,  he  would  suppose 
that  the  question  was  now  for  the  first  time 
brought  forward  for  the  establishment  of  the 
rule,  against  which  so  much  had  been  said, 
when  it  is  well  known  that  it  has  always  been 
the  practice. 

Mr.  PiTKm  said,  the  amendment  now  under 
consideration  was  proposed  in  consequence  of  a 
decision  of  the  House,  at  the  close  of  the  last 
session,  that  when  the  previous  question  was 
decided  in  the  affirmative,  there  could  be  no 
debate  on  the  main  question ;  the  amendment, 
if  adopted,  allows  a  member,  who  has  not  pre- 
viously spoken,  to  speak  at  least  once  on  the 
main  question,  before  he  is  called  upon  to  give 
his  vote  upon  it. 

The  principle  adopted  by  the  majority,  during 
the  last  days  of  the  last  session,  and  now  sup- 
ported in  the  House,  is  this,  that  a  majority, 
who  may  happen  to  be  present,  at  any  time, 
have  it  in  their  power,  by  means  of  a  previous 
question,  as  it  is  called,  to  prevent  all  debate  on 
every  question  before  the  House,  however  im- 
portant it  may  be  ;  to  seal  up  the  lips  of  every 
member,  and  compel  him  to  vote  upon  the 
question  without  an  opportunity  of  expressing 
his  sentiments  npon  it,  or  explaining  the  reasons 
of  his  vote.  This,  Mr.  Speaker,  is  a  principle  to 
which  I  never  Aot«,  and  to  which  I  never  will 
give  my  .assent.  "What,  sir,  let  me,  ask,  and 
where  is  the  rule  under  which  the  majority 
claim  to  exercise  this  enormous  power — the 
power  of  imposing  silence  upon  any  member,  on 
this  floor  ? 

The  rule,  under  which  this  power  is  claimed. 


is  in  the  following  words :  "  The  previous  ques- 
tion shall  be  in  this  form :  Shall  the  main  ques- 
tion be  now  put  ?"  It  shall  only  be  admitted 
when  demanded  by  five  members ;  and,  until  it 
is  decided,  shall  preclude  all  amendment  and 


on  a  previous  question  there  shall  be  no  de- 
bate." By  a  new  construction,  which  a  majority 
of  the  House  thought  proper  to  give  to  this  rule, 
at  the  close  of  the  last  session,  all  debate  may 
be  prohibited  on  any  question ;  for  five  mem- 
bers alone  can  demand  the  previous  question, 
and  then,  of  course,  all  debate  must  cease,  until 
a  decision  be  had  on  that  question,  and  if  the 
previous  question  be  decided  in  the  affirmative, 
by  this  new  construction  of  the  rule,  there  can 
be  no  debate  or  amendment  of  the  main  ques- 
tion. Thus,  sir,  unless  the  amendment  now 
proposed  be  adopted,  if  a  proposition  for  a  de- 
claration of  war  against  Great  Britain,  or  any 
other  nation,  should  be  laid  upon  your  table  to- 
morrow, it  will  be  in  the  power  of  a  majority 
of  the  House,  and  that  majority  may  consist  of 
less  than  forty  members,  to  impose  silence  upon 
every  member  of  this  House ;  and  we  must  be 
compelled  to  vote  on  a  proposition  so  interest- 
ing to  the  prosperity,  happiness,  and  perhaps 
the  final  destiny  of  this  country,  without  the 
poor  privilege  (if  we  might  choose  so  to  do)  of 
raising  our  voices  against  it.  But,  sir,  the  op- 
ponents of  the  amendment  say,  that  the  con- 
struction given  to  the  rule  the  last  session,  was 
in  conformity  with  the  universal  practice  of  the 
House,  from-  the  establishment  of  the  Govern- 
ment, except  in  two  or  three  instances. 

I  deny,  sir,  that  this  has  been  the  practice, 
and  I  believe  I  may  venture  to  assert,  without 
fear  of  contradiction,  that  no  such  power  has 
ever  been  exercised  over  the  members  of  this 
House,  since  its  organization,  until  the  last  ses- 
sion. I  have,  sir,  examined  the  journal?,  with 
some  attention,  and  have  not  been  able  to  find 
a  solitary  instance  of  the  kind.  On  the  contrary, 
many  cases  are  to  be  found  when  the  previous 
question  has  been  decided  in  the  affii-mative, 
and  that,  immediately  after  the  main  question 
has  not  only  been  amended  but  has  been  debated. 
And  here,  sir,  permit  me  to  observe,  that  the 
rule  itself,  with  respect  to  the  previous  question, 
was  adopted  the  first  session  of  the  Pirst  Con- 
gress, and  has  ever  since  remained  precisely  in 
the  same  form ;  and  no  construction  was  ever 
given  to  it,  so  as  to  prevent  debate  on  the  main 
question,  until  the  last  session. 

Permit  me  to  refer  the  House  to  the  Journal 
of  the  first  session  of  the  Third  Congress,  for 
the  proof  of  what  I  have  stated.  During  this 
session,  the  diflioulties  then  subsisting  between 
this  country  and  Great  Britain,  became  the  sub- 
ject of  discussion,  and  a  proposition  for  prohib- 
iting all  intercourse  with  Great  Britain,  in  case 
justice  was  not  done  us,  was  then  submitted  to 
the  House,  and  the  previous  question  was  called 
upon  it,  and  decided  in  the  affirmative,  after 
which  the  subject  was  not  only  postponed,  but, 
as  appears  by  the  Journal,  was  both  amended 
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aud  debated.  It  appears  also  from  the  Journal 
in  1795,  that  a  propositioa  was  amended  after 
an  aiBrraative  decision  of  the  previous  question. 
In  the  year  1798,  when  a  resolution  was  before 
the  House  for  publishing  the  instructions  to,  and 
the  despatches  from  our  Ministers  to  the  French 
Republic,  the  previous  question  was  moved  and 
determined  ia  the  affirmative ;  and  it  appears 
bythe  Journal  that  immediately  after  such  de- 
cision, on  the  same  day,  debate  was  had  on  the 
main  question. 

But,  sir,  to  come  to  our  own  times :  on  the 
15th  of  December,  1807,  a  construction  was 
given  to  the  rule,  after  mature  deliberation,  by 
a  large  majority  of  the  House,  that  the  main 
question  might  be  debated,  after  an  affirmative 
decision  of  the  previous  question.    This  was 
done  on  an  appeal  from  the  decision  of  the 
Speaker,  "  that  after  the  previous  question  is 
called  for  and  determined  in  the  affirmative,  it 
precludes  all  debate  on  the  main  question." 
The  House  reversed  the  decision  of  the  Chair 
by  103  to  14.    A  similar  decision  took  place  on 
the  2d  of  December,  1803,  in  the  House— 101 
to  18.     And,  sir,  I  have  been  unable  to  find  a 
single  decision  of  the  House  to  the  contrary, 
from  the  first  organization  of  the  Government 
until  the  close  of  the  last  session.    Indeed,  sir, 
the  words  of  the'rule  itself,  show  that  the  con- 
stmction,  which  had  so  long  prevailed,  was  the 
only  true  construction  which  could  be  given  to 
it.     The  words  are,  and  until  it  (viz :  the  pre- 
vious question)  is  decided,  "  shall  preclude  all 
amendment  and  further  debate  on  the  main 
question."    By  which  it  is  evident,  that  amend- 
ment and  debate  of  the  main  question  is  only 
precluded,  until  the  previous  question  is  decided, 
but  that  after  such  decision,  it  was  not  precluded. 
The  gentleman  from  New  York,  (Mr.  Gold,) 
and  the  gentleman  from  Virginia,  (Mr.  Nelson,) 
have  truly  stated  that.th6  previous  question  was 
taken  from  the  rules  of  the  British  Parliament, 
and  they  have  likewise  stated  the  reason  of  its 
introduction  into  that  body.    It  was,  sir,  to 
prevent  debate  in  the  House  of  Commons  upon 
questions  of  a  delicate  nature  with  respect  to 
high  personages,  &c.     Yes,  sir,  it  was  introduced 
there  to   enable  the  Ministry  to  prevent  the 
Commons  from  opening  their  lips   on  subjects 
relating  to  the  Eoyal  Family  and  the  great  men 
of  the  realm.    But,  sir,  we  have  gone  further 
than  the  Ministry  and  their  majorities,  despotic 
and  tyrannical  as  they  have  been,  have  ever 
dared  to  go  in  Parliament.    For  even  there 
members  are  now,  and  always  have  been,  permit- 
ted to  debate  on  the  previous  question ;  but  which 
members  on  this  floor  are  not  now  permitted 
to  do.     Mr.  Speaker,  the  nature  of  our  Govern- 
ment forbids  that  the  majority  should  have  the 
power  to  prohibit  all  debate  on  questions  which 
may  come  before  this  House.     We  have  not,  as 
yet,  I  trust,  any  high  personages  in  this  country 
about  whom  it  would  be  indelicate  or  improper 
for  the  members  on  this  floor  to  speak ;  and  let 
me  ask  what  subject  of  national  importance  can 
be  proposed  for  adoption,  on  which  a  member 


should  be  deprived  of  the  privilege  of  speaking 
at  least  once  before  he  gives  his  vote  ?  Nay, 
sir,  let  me  ask  gentlemen  whether  this  House 
has  a  right  to  compel  me,  or  any  other  member, 
to  vote  on  any  question,  without  giving  me  an 
opportunity  of  explaining  my  reason  for  that 
vote.  I  deny,  sir,  that  they  have  this  right ;  as 
a  member  of  this  body,  I  claim  the  privilege  of 
delivering  my  sentiments,  or  what  I  may  consid- 
er the  sentiments  of  my  constituents,  on  any  sub- 
ject, before  I  give  my  vote  upon  it.  I  claim  it 
not,  sir,  for  myself  personally,  but  I  claim  it  in 
the  capacity  of  a  Representative  of  a  free  people, 
sent  here,  not  Uke  a  member  of  the  French 
Council  of  Five  Hundred,  for  the  purpose  of 
voting  merely,  but  for  the  purpose  of  delib- 
erating on  subjects  of  high  concern  to  their  peace, 
their  prosperity,  their  happiness.  For  what, 
sir,  are  we  assembled  here  under  a  constitution 
the  purest  in  the  world  ?  Is  it  not  for  the  pur- 
pose of  promoting  "  the  general  welfare"  ol 
the  nation  which  we  represent  ?  And  how  is 
this  to  be  done,  except  by  a  free  communica- 
tion of  our  sentiments  to  each  other,  on  the  va- 
rious plans  which  may  be  proposed  for  that 
object?  The  peace,  the  honor,  and  interest  of 
this  country  is  confided  to  our  care,  and  while 
we  are  here  deliberating  on  the  best  means  of 
preserving  the  one  or  securing  and  promoting 
the  other,  the  constitution  has  very  wisely 
thrown  around  us  a  shield  of  complete  indem- 
nity— "  for  any  speech  or  debate  in  this  House," 
we  are  "not  to  be  questioned  in  any  other 
place."  WUl  then  the  majority  claim  the  right 
of  depriving  a  member  of  this  privilege  of  speech, 
a  privilege  not  only  thus  secured  to  him  by  the 
constitution  itself,  but  for  the  due  exercise  of 
which  he  is  not  to  be  questioned  elsewhere  ? 
But,  sir,  those  who  oppose  the  amendment  say 
that  the  construction  is  founded  in  necessity ; 
that  individual  members  have  abused  the  privi- 
lege of  speech ;  that  they  have  heretofore,  and 
probably  wiU  again,  make  long  speeches  merely 
for  the  purpose  of  delay,  and  of  embarrassing 
the  proceedings  of  the  House ;  and  that  there- 
fore the  majority  must  have  it  in  their  power  to 
stop  debate,  whenever  they  think  proper,  and 
that  this  power  will  always  be  exercised  with  a 
sound  discretion. 

I  deny,  sir,  that  any  such  necessity  exists ;  it 
is  a  plea  easily  made,  but  generally  difficult  and 
in  this  case  impossible  to  be  supported.  Why 
has  it  so  happened  that  this  necessity  has  never 
existed  until  the  last  session  of  Congress  ?  Was 
it  then  for  the  first  time,  that  a  division  of  senti- 
ment appeared  on  this  fioor  ?  were  parties  never 
before  heard  of  in  this  country  ?  Were  not  par- 
ties arrayed  against  each  other  in  1796  on  the 
subject  of  the  British  Treaty,  and  in  l798-'9,  on 
the  question  of  a  war  with  France  ?  Were  not 
the  disputes  in  this  House,  in  those  times,  as 
long  and  as  bitter  as  they  have  ever  been  since  ? 
Those  were  times,  which  have  been  so  often 
quoted  in  this  House  as  hard,  and  unconstitu- 
tional ;  times  when  the  reign  of  terror  prevail- 
ed, when  corrupt  majorities,  as  has  been  often 
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said  on  thia  floor,  passed  alien  and  sedition  laws. 
And,  yet,  sir,  with  all  the  political  sins  which 
have  been  heaped  upon  those  majorities,  the  sin 
of  having  taken  away  the  privilege  of  speech  on 
this  floor  never  has  been,  and  as  I  have  proved 
from  the  journals,  never  can  be  laid  to  their 
charge.  This  House,  by  the  constitution,  has 
the  power  to  "  determine  the  rules  of  Its  pro- 
ceedings ;"  and  in  making  those  rules,  it  has  the 
right  of  regulating,  but  not  of  entirely  prevent- 
ing debate. 

It  would  indeed  be  a  strange  anomaly  in  poli- 
tics, as  well  as  in  law,  that  under  a  general  power 
of  making  rules  of  proceeding,  we  should  make 
a  rule  to  prevent  all  proceedings  whatever. 
Gentlemen  may  as  well  assume  the  power  of 
preventing  a  member  from  voting,  as  they  now 
do  that  of  preventing  him  from  speaking.  I  am 
willing  to  agree,  sir,  that  the  privilege  of  debate, 
on  this  floor,  may  have  been  and  will  again  be 
abused;  that  on  particular  subjects  individual 
members  have  spoken  much  longer  than  was 
necessary,  and  I  may  add,  also,  with  much  less 
sense  than  a  majority  might  have  wished ;  and 
in  some  instances  they  may  have  prolonged  their 
speeches,  merely  for  the  purposes  of  delay.  But, 
sir,  will  you  deprive  a  member  of  the  right  of 
speaking  at  al),  because  he  is  unable  to  convey 
his  ideas  in  few  words,  or  because  he  may  have 
very  few  or  no  ideas  to  convey  ?  Or  because 
some  may  have  spoken  merely  to  delay  the  pro- 
ceedings of  the  House,  will  you  make  a  general 
rule,  by  which  a  member  may  be  wholly  de- 
prived of  the  right  of  speaking  ?  If  indeed,  sir, 
evils  do  arise  in  consequence  of  the  liberty  of 
speech  in  this  house,  if  the  business  of  the  na- 
tion does  not  progress  with  as  much  rapidity  as 
in  countries  under  the  control  of  an  individual ; 
they  are  evils  which  flow  from  the  very  nature 
of  our  Government,  from  that  freedom  which 
we  so  highly  prize,  and  from  that  very  constitu- 
tion which  we  have  sworn  to  support.  So  long 
as  we  are  men  we  shall  be  imperfect,  we  shall 
bring  with  us  on  this  floor  different  views,  dif- 
ferent ideas  on  political  as  well  as  on  other  sub- 
jects ;  and  it  would  be  strange  indeed  if,  on  the 
various  topics  of  national  importance  brought 
before  us  for  discussion,  we  should  not  at  times 
come  into  strong  collision  with  each  other. 

The  question  on  the  amendment  was  deter- 
mined in  the  negative — yeas  36,  nays  76. 

Mr.  Stanford  moved  to  amend  the  rules  by 
adding  to  the  end  of  the  paragraph  relating  to 
priority  of  business,  the  words  "but  no  question 
of  consideration  shall  be  required  upon  an  origi- 
nal motion ;"  which  was  also  determined  in  the 
negative — yeas  30,  nays  68. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  Williams  the  said  rules 
were  amended  by  striking  out  the  word  "five," 
in  the  paragraph  prescribing  the  manner  in  which 
the  previous  question  shall  be  taken,  and  insert- 
ing the  words  "  one-fifth  of  the." 

The  question  was  then  taken  to  concur  in  the 
said  rules  as  amended,  and  determined  in  the 
affirmative.* 


Feidat,  December  27. 
Mr.  Nblson  presented  a  petition  of  sundry  in- 
habitants of  the  Territory  of  Louisiana,  praying 
that  the  second  grade  of  Territorial  government 
may  be  extended  to  the  inhabitants  of  said  Ter- 
ritory. 


*  The  wildest  supposition  of  tlie  abuse  of  tills  question,  in- 


MoMBAT,  December  30. 
Burning  of  the  ^Richmond  Theatre. 

Soon  after  the  Journal  was  read, 

Mr.  Dawson  rose  and  addressed  the  chair. 
The  lowness  of  his  voice,  owing  to  recent  in- 
disposition prevented  his  being  heard  distinct- 
ly ;  but  his  observations  were  nearly  as  foUows : 

Mr.  Speaker — Virginia,  my  parent  State,  has 
long  to  mourn  the  loss  of  some  of  her  most  valu- 
able sons  and  estimable  daughters,  who  on  the 
night  of  the  26th  of  the  present  month,  met 
their  untimely  end.* 

Among  those  who  perished  in  the  flames,  in 
the  metropolis  of  that  State,  on  that  sad  night, 
were  the  Chief  Magistrate  of  the  State,  and  a 
gentlemant  well  known  to  many  of  us,  and  who, 
for  years,  held  an  honorable  station  in  this 
House.  Some  of  the  most  valuable  and  promi- 
nent characters  in  their  professions,  and  others 
who  promised  ere  long  to  be  ornaments  to  their 
country.  With  these,  sir,  was  the  rising  off- 
springj  of  one  of  our  present  most  valuable 
members,  and  many  other  amiable  and  virtuous 
women  who  adorned  and  improved  society. 

These,  sir,  with  many  others,  have  fallen  vic- 
tims to  that  unrelenting  element,  notwithstand- 
ing the  bold  and  generous  effisrts  which  were 
made  to  save  them. 

Their  ashes  are  now  mingled  with  the  dust, 
and  their  spirits  have  ascended  to  Heaven. 

It  is  to  us  a  great  national  calamity. 

I  well  know,  that  on  such  occasions  grief,  al- 
though keen,  is  unavailing — ^that  the  decrees  of 
fate  are  irrevocable  and  ought  to  be  submitted 
to  with  humility.  In  order,  however,  to  testi- 
fy the  respect  and  sorrow  which  this  nation 
feels  for  the  deceased,  and  to  prove  that  we 
sympathize  with  the  afflicted,  without  further 


dulged  in  by  its  opponents  in  tbis  debate,  falls  sbort  of  tbe 
reality  wbicb  has  since  occurred,  and  is  continually  occurring, 
in  the  House  of  Eepresentatives;  for  tbe  Senate  has,  thus, 
succeeded  in  keeping  this  gag  out  of  that  body.  In  tbe  other 
branch,  tbe  previous  question  has  become  the  regular  engine 
of  legislation,  and  is  constantly  used  by  party  majorities,  not 
only  to  prevent  discussion  on  the  most  important  measures, 
but  to  prevent  things  from  being  said  which  the  House  and 
the  country  ought  to  know;  and  which,  being  said,  might  be 
fatal  to  the  measure,  or  its  authors.  The  only  safe  way  of 
terminating  useless  debate  is  that  followed  in  the  British 
House  of  Commons.  It  permits  all  that  is  useful,  and  sup- 
presses all  that  is  annoying.  The  plainest  speaker  is  heard 
while  he  gives  information :  the  best  is  silenced  when  he 
ceases  to  inform,  and  begins  to  annoy.  The  irregular  power 
of  the  House,  exerted  in  coughing  and  scraping,  will  put  an 
end  to  the  harangue  of  the  most  wilfhl  speaker. 

*  At  the  burning  of  the  Theatre  at  Eichmond. 

t  Mr.  Tenable.       X  Mr.  M.  Clay's  daughter. 
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comment  on  this  painful  subject,  I  beg  leave  to 
offer  the  following  resolution : 

Resolved,  That  the  members  of  this  House  will 
wear  crape  on  the  left  arm  for  one  month,  in  testi- 
mony of  the  respect  and  sorrow  which  they  feel  for 
those  unfortunate  persons  who  perished  in  the  fire  in 
the  city  of  Richmond,  in  Virginia,  on  the  night  of  the 
26th  of  the  present  month. 

This  resolution  was  unanimously  adopted. 


Tttesdat,  January  7,  1812. 
Statute  of  Limitations. 
On  motion  of  Mr.  Gholson,  the  House  resolv- 
ed itself  into  a  committee,  on  a  report  of  the 
Committee  of  Claims  on  the  subject  of  except- 
ing certain  claims  from  the  act  of  limitations. 
The  report  of  the  committee  being  read,  which 
concluded  with  a  resolve  that  it  is  inexpedient 
to  open  the  act  of  limitations  for  the  claims  in 
question : 

Mr.  Gholson  hoped  the  committee  would  not 
agree  to  this  report.  Information  had  been  re- 
ceived from  the  Treasury  Department,  stating 
in  a  distinct  and  unequivocal  manner,  that  all 
this  description  of  claims  (which  were  aU  liqui- 
dated claims,  such  as  indents  of  interest,  certifi- 
cates, &c.,)  might  be  allowed  by  the  Govern- 
ment, without  danger  of  fraud  or  imposition ; 
and,  said  Mr.  G.,  if  justice  can  be  extended  to 
this  description  of  claimants,  without  danger, 
why  should  it  be  deferred?  Only  one  solitary 
reason  had  been  offered — that  the  persons  real- 
ly entitled  to  these  claims  upon  Government 
might  not  get  the  money.  He  hoped  this  would 
not  be  sufficient  to  prevent  Congress  from  do- 
ing what  wa.s  just  on  the  occasion. 

Mr.  Olat  (the  Speaker)  hoped  the  commit- 
tee would  disagree  to  this  resolution.  It  ap- 
pears that  the  officers  of  the  Treasury  are  of 
opinion  that  provision  may  be  made  for  this 
description  of  claims  without  that  danger  of 
fraud,  which  might  possibly  arise  from  a  total 
repeal  of  the  statute  of  limitations ;  that  their 
whole  amount  does  not  exceed  $300,000,  and 
the  probability  is,  that  one-fifth  will  never  be 
applied  for,  should  they  be  authorized  to  be 
paid.  What,  said  Mr.  C,  is  this  statute  of 
limitations,  which,  whenever  mentioned  in  this 
House,  seems  to  make  everybody  tremble  ?  It 
is  a  general  rule  prescribed  by  the  Government 
for  the  direction  of  its  accounting  officers  in 
order  to  exclude  unjust  claims.  What  are 
statutes  of  limitation  as  applicable  to  individual 
cases  ?  A  rule  under  which  individuals  claim 
protection  whenever  they  choose  to  do  so,  and 
when,  from  the  lapse  of  time,  or  loss  of  evi- 
dence, they  would  be  injured,  were  they  not  to 
take  this  advantage.  But  in  these  statutes  of 
limitation  there  are  always  exceptions  in  favor 
of  cases  of  disability,  infancy,  covertm'e,  insani- 
ty, absence  beyond  sea,  &c.  But  what  is  the 
course  which  an  individual  would  take  who 
found  himself  protected  by  a  statute  of  limita- 
tion? He  would  examine  the  justice  of  the 
claim  brought  against  him ;  if  the  claim  were 


just,  if  he  had  been  deprived  of  no  evidence  by 
the  delay,  if  as  able  to  pay  it  as  if  it  had  been 
presented  at  an  earlier  day,  he  will  not  hesitate 
to  discharge  the  claim,  and  scorn  to  take  advan- 
tage of  the  statute.  And,  said  Mr.  C,  shall  the 
Government  be  less  willing  to  discharge  its 
just  debts  than  an  honest  individual?  Shall  we 
turn  a  deaf  ear  to  the  claims  of  individuals  upon 
Government  because  of  this  statute  ?  He  trust- 
ed not.  The  Committee  of  Claims  ought  to  ex- 
amine the  m*it  of  every  claim  which  comes 
before  it,  and  if  it  be  just,  decide  in  its  favor. 
But  what,  said  Mr.  C,  has  been  the  history  of 
claims  for  four  or  five  years  past  ?  When  a  sol- 
itary claim  was  presented  the  House  would  say, 
we  cannot  legislate  upon  individual  cases.  They 
occupy  too  much  of  our  time.  The  claim  is  put 
aside.  The  same  individual  some  time  after, 
appears  in  company  with  others.  We  then  say 
there  are  too  many  of  these  claims — their  amount 
is  too  large,  and  the  Treasury  too  poor — that 
there  are  a  great  many  other  claims  equally 
well  founded — that  justice  cannot  be  done  to 
them  all.  Sometimes  there  is  a  division  be- 
tween the  two  Houses.  This  House  passes  a 
bO  in  favor  of  some  particular  claim — the  other 
teUs  you  they  will  not  legislate  for  particular 
cases ;  that  if  they  .  act,  they  wish  to  take  up 
the  subject  generally.  Mr.  0.  said  it  was  his 
wish,  both  in  his  public  and  private  character, 
as  far  as  possible,  to  do  justice ;  he  therefore 
hoped  the  course  proposed  by  the  Chairman  of 
the  Committee  of  Claims  would  be  agi-eed  to. 
The  resolution  recommended  by  the  report 
was  negatived,  54  to  31 :  and  a  resolution  offer- 
ed by  Mr.  Gold,  recommending  a  provision  by 
law  for  these  claims,  after  some  objections  from 
Mr.  Alston,  was  agreed  to,  39  to  36. 


Wednesday,  January  8. 
Battle  of  Tippecanoe. 

Mr.  MoBJEE,  from  the  Committee  on  Indian 
Affairs,  to  whom  was  referred  the  Message  of 
the  President,  transmitting  two  letters  from 
Governor  Harrison,  reporting  the  particulars 
and  issue  of  the  expedition  under  his  command 
against  the  hostile  Indians  on  the  Wabash  Eiver, 
and  the  memorials  of  the  Legislature  of  the  In- 
diana Territory,  and  the  officers  and  soldiers  who 
served  in  the  said  expedition,  presented  the 
twenty-fourth  ultimo,  made  a  report  thereon ; 
which  was  read  and  committed  to  a  Committee 
of  the  Whole  to-morrow.  The  report  is  as  fol- 
lows: 

The  committee  to  whom  was  referred  the  Message 
of  the  President  of  the  United  States,  transmitting 
two  letters  from  Governor  Harrison,  of  the  Indiana 
Territory,  reporting  the  particulars  and  the  issue  of 
the  expedition  under  his  command  against  the  hostile 
Indians  on  the  Wabash,  and  to  whom  was  also  re- 
ferred the  memorial  of  the  General  Assembly  of  the 
Indiana  Territory,  and  the  memorial  of  the  officers 
and  soldiers  of  the  militia  of  Enox  county,  in  the 
Indiana  Territory,  who  served  in  the  late  campaign 
under  the  command  of  Governor  Harrison,  report : 
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That  they  have  had  the  several  matters  to  them 
referred  under  their  consideration,  and  have  given  to 
them  that  attention  which  their  importance  seems  to 
merit. 

It  appears  to  the  committee,  that  the  troops  under 
the  command  of  Governor  Harrison  may  very  prop- 
erly be  termed  raw  troops :  very  few  of  the  officers, 
and  almost  none  of  the  men,  had  ever  been  in  actual 
service ;  and  a  considerable  portion  of  them  had  been 
only  a  few  weeks  withdrawn  from  the  pursuits  of  civil 
life.  .  The  attack  made  on  this  quickly-assembled 
army  by  the  hostile  Indians  on  the  Wabash,  when 
viewed,  either  as  it  relates  to  the  nature  of  the  enemy, 
the  time,  or  the  violence  with  which  the  attack  was 
made,  cannot  but  be  considered  of  such  a  character 
as  would  have  severely  tested  the  collected  firmness 
of  the  most  able  and  experienced  troops.  This  at^ 
tack,  violent  aud  unexpected  as  it  seems  to  have  been, 
was  repelled  by  the  troops  under  the  command  of 
Governor  Harrison,  with  a  gallantry  and  good  con- 
duct worthy  of  future  imitation.  The  whole  trans- 
action, in  the  opinion  of  the  committee,  presents  to 
the  American  people  a  new  proof  that  the  dauntless 
spirit  of  om:  ancestors,  by  whom  the  war  of  the  Rev- 
olution was  so  ably  and  successfully  maintained,  has 
not  been  dimiiiished  by  njore  than  thirty  years  of  al- 
most uninterrupted  peace,  but  that  it  has  been  hand- 
ed down,  unimpaired,  to  their  posterity. 

In  estimating  the  claims  of  the  army  on  the  Gov- 
ernment of  the  United  States,  it  is  worthy  of  remark, 
that  the  nature  of  the  country,  as  well  as  of  the  ene- 
my to  be  encountered,  subjected  the  army  to  many 
extreme  hardships,  and  equal  dangers,  where  every 
thing  was  hazarded,  and  but  little  could  be  gained, 
except  the  regard  of  their  country. 

The  volunteers  and  militia  (to  whose  claims  the 
memorials  refen-ed  to  the  committee  particularly  re- 
late) were  in  actual  service  but  a  short  time,  for  which 
alone  they  are  entitled  to  pay  by  law ;  the  compensa- 
tion, therefore,  to  which  they  are  entitled,  is  not  at 
aU  commensurate  to  the  services  rendered,  and  the 
dangers  incurred.  Besides,  many  of  the  officers  and 
men  who  fell,  or  were  wounded,  in  the"  battle  of  the 
7th  November,  1811,  were  purchasers  of  the  pubUc 
lands,  for  which  they  were  indebted  to  the  United 
States ;  which  debt  falls  due  in  a  short  time,  and  the 
penalty  of  forfeiture  will  be  incurred  if  the  debt  is 
not  paid.  It  would  be  unjust  to  inflict  a  penalty  so 
severe  on  the  disconsolate  widows  and  orphans  of 
those  officers  and  soldiers  of  the  volunteers  and  mili- 
tia, who,  in  common  with  their  brother  officers  and 
soldiers  of  the  regular  troops,  fell  in  their  country's 
cause,  in  a  manner  so  distinguished,  that  nothing  was 
wanting  but  a  great  occasion,  interesting  to  the  feel- 
ings of  the  American  people,  to  have  crowned  their 
names  with  unfading  laurels. 

As  an  evidence,  therefore,  of  the  regard  due  to  the 
bravery  and  ability  displayed  by  the  troops  under  the 
command  of  Governor  Harrison,  in  the  battle  of  the 
7th  November,  1811,  as  well  as  to  relieve  the  repre- 
sentatives of  those  who  were  killed  in  the  action, 
irom  the  pecuniary  losses  incurred  in  consequence 
thereof,  the  committee  respectfully  submit  the  follow- 
ing resolutions : 

1.  Resolved,  That  one  month's  pay  ought  to  be 
allowed,  in  addition  to  the  common  allowance,  to  the 
officers,  (according  to  the  rank  wliich  tliey  held,)  the 
non-commissioned  officers  and  privates  of  the  regu- 
lars, volunteers,  and  militia,  and  to  the  legal  repre- 
sentatives of  tliose  who  were  lulled  or  have  since  died 
of  their  wounds,  composing  the  army  under  the  com- 


mand of  Gov.  Harrison,  in  the  late  campaign  on  the 
Wabash. 

2.  Resolved,  That  five  years'  half-pay  ought  to  be 
allowed  to  the  legal  representatives  of  the  officers, 
(according  to  the  rank  which  they  held,)  the  non- 
commissioned officers,  and  privates,  of  the  volunteers 
and  militia  who  were  kiUed  in  the  battle  of  the  7th 
November,  1811,  or  who  have  since  died  of  their 
wounds. 

3.  Resolved,  That  provision  ought  to  be  made  by 
law  to  place  on  the  pension  list  the  officers,  (accord- 
ing to  the  rank  which  they  held,)  the  non-commis- 
sioned officers,  and  soldiers,  of  the  volunteers  and 
militia  who  served  in  the  late  campaign  on  the 
Wabash,  under  the  command  of  Governor  Harrison, 
and  who  have  been  wounded  or  disabled  in  the  said 
campaign. 

4.  Resolved,  That  provision  ought  to  be  made  by 
law  to  pay  for  the  horses  and  other  property  of  individ- 
uals lost  in,  or  in  consequence  of,  the  said  battle. 

6.  Resolved,  That  the  further  time  of years 

ought  to  be  allowed  to  the  officers  and  soldiers  who 
were  woimded,  and  to  the  legil  representatives  of 
those  who  were  killed,  in  the  said  battle,  to  complete 
the  payments  due  or  which  may  faU  due  to  the  Unit- 
ed States  on  any  purchases  of  the  public  lands  made 
by  them  before  the  said  battle. 


TnuESDAT,  January  9. 
UrauUne  Nuns  at  New  Orleans. 

The  petition  whioli  the  Speaker  laid  before 
the  House  yesterday,  from  the  Ursuline  nuns  at 
New  Orleans,  was  enclosed  to  him  and  recom- 
mended by  Governor  Claiborne.  It  prayed  for 
an  exchange  of  the  military  hospital  for  some 
lots  which  they  hold  in  that  city  better  calcu- 
lated for  a  hospital.   After  the  petition  was  read, 

Mr.  Dawson  observed  that  he  had  received 
a  letter  from  Governor  Claiborne  relative  to  that 
petition,  and  in  confirmation  of  the  facts  there- 
in stated.  This  community  of  nuns  is  a  most 
respectable  and  useful  member  of  society,  the 
whole  of  their  temporal  cares  being  directed  to 
the  education  of  female  youth.  They  are  that 
community  which  some  years  ago  presented  a 
most  elegant  address  to  the  then  President  of 
the  United  States,  and  received  from  him  an 
equally,  elegant  answer. 

I  am  well  assured  that  the  lots  which  they 
wish  to  exchange  are  more  valuable,  and  better 
suited  for  the  erection  of  a  hospital  than  those 
on  which  the  hospital  now  stands.  I  therefore 
move  that  the  petition  and  accompanying  pa- 
pers be  referred  to  a  select  committee,  who  will 
no  doubt  converse  with  the  Secretary  of  War 
on  the  subject. 

This  was  agreed  to,  and  Mr.  Dawson,  Mr. 
Lowndes,  and  Mr.  Macon,  were  appointed  the 
committee. 


Feidat,  January  17. 
Quartermaster's  Department. 
The  bill  from  the  Senate  "  for  the  establish- 
ment of  a  Quartermaster's  Department "  came 
up  on  its  third  reading. 
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Mr.  Alston  said,  if  the  House  -would  pay  at- 
tention to  the  duty  of  the  Purveyor  of  Public 
Supplies,  and  examine  the  powers  given  to  the 
Quartermaster  General  in  this  hUl,  it  would  ap- 
pear evident  that  there  was  no  necessity  for 
both  offices,  and  it  certainly  was  not  the  wish 
of  the  House  to  erect  two  great  departments  to 
perform  the  same  duties.  He  could  perceive  no 
way  in  which  one  officer  was  to  be  a  check  up- 
on the  other.  He  liked  the  biU  as  it  came 
from  the  Senate  better  than  as  amended,  as  he 
saw  no  necessity  for  retaining  the  office  of 
Purveyor. 

Mr.  Tailmadgb  observed,  that  the  great  ob- 
ject of  this  bai,  and  the  only  one  which  made 
it  necessary,  was  to  provide  for  a  Quartermaster 
General's  Department,  instead  of  military 
agents,  as  employed  at  present.  There  never 
was  such  an  officer  in  the  staff  department  in 
the  Eevolutionary  war.  The  late  Secretary  of 
"War,  as  well  as  the  present,  were  in  favor  of  this 
change.  The  military  agents,  without  much  re- 
sponsibility, had  nearly  controlled  the  whole 
War  Department.  An  attempt  was  made  two 
years  ago  to  effect  this  change,  but  it  then 
failed.  The  office  of  Purveyor  of  Public  Sup- 
plies was  instituted  long  before  that  of  Military 
Agent.  The  duties  of  the  Quartermaster  Gene- 
ral and  Purveyor  are  very  different.  The 
former  is  a  highly  respectable  and  confidential 
officer ;  he  is  next  in  consequence  to  the  Com- 
mander-in-chief, with  whom  he  has  frequent 
communication.  Every  movement  of  the  Army 
is  first  communicated  to  him.  He  ought  to  be 
a  military  character.  It  is  his  duty  to  receive 
and  deliver  out  the  necessary  supplies  for  the 
Army,  and  to  attend  to  its  movements.  The 
duties  of  the  Purveyor  is  to  purchase,  under  the 
direction  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury,  arms, 
clothing,  hospital  stores,  and  every  other  article 
necessary  for  the  Army.  So  that  there  is  not 
the  least  similarity  between  the  two  officers ; 
one  being  the  purchasing,  the  other  the  dis- 
tributing officer.  If  the  office  of  Purveyor 
were  to  be  done  away,  the  Quartermaster  Gene- 
ral would  have  to  employ  a  deputy  or  agent  to 
make  these  purchases,  which  would  be  putting 
too  much  in  the  power  of  a  subordinate  officer, 
and  would  do  away  that  check  which  will  ex- 
ist if  the  Purveyor  be  continued,  as  the  pur- 
chaser and  distributor  of  the  supplies  would 
be  in  the  same  person.  The  Purveyor  is  also 
the  purchaser  of  goods  for  the  Indian  depart- 
ment. 

Mr.  ■Williams  rose  to  prevent  any  person 
from  falling  into  the  mistake  which  the  gentle- 
man from  North  Carolina  appeared  to  have 
done,  by  making  remarks  applicable  to  the 
printed  bill  (a  part  of  which  had  been  struck 
out  and  other  parts  amended)  instead  of  the 
biU  read  from  the  Chair.  He  deemed  it  un- 
necessary to  add  any  thing  in  reply  to  what 
had  been  so  well  said  by  the  gentleman  from 
Connecticut. 

Mr.  Alstoh  said  he  had  attended  to  the  biU 
as  read,  and  not  to  the  printed  biU ;  and  insist- 


ed that,  from  the  provisions  of  the  bill,  the 
Secretary  of  "War  might  direct  the  Purveyor  and 
Quartermaster  to  purchase  the  same  articles.  K 
the  bill  was  what  the  gentleman  from  Connec- 
ticut had  stated  it  to  be,  he  should  not  have 
objected  to  it ;  but  it  was  not. 

Mr.  QtrnJOT  had  doubts  whether  both  these 
officers  were  necessary.  There  was  no  such 
officer  as  Purveyor  of  Public  Supplies  during 
the  Eevolutionary  war.  Kit  were  found  here- 
after that  an(fther  besides  the  Quartermaster 
General  was  necessary,  he  could  be  appointed. 
There  ought  certainly  to  be  a  responsibility  at- 
tached to  the  purchase  of  supplies,  and  this 
might  be  placed  in  the  Head  of  the  War  De- 
partment or  Quartermaster  General.  He  had 
not  sufficient  light  on  the  subject,  to  say  that 
both  these  officers  are  necessary.  He  was  in 
favor  of  the  bUl  as  it  came  from  the  Senate. 

Mr.  Blotoit  said,  that  though  there  was  not  a 
Purveyor  of  Public  Supplies  during  the  Eevo- 
lutionary war,  there  was  a  Clothier,  who  did 
much  the  same  business.  If  we  are  going  to 
war,  said  Mr.  B.,  he  did  not  see  how  we  could 
do  without  a  Quartermaster  General ;  and  it 
would  be  improper  for  him  to  become  the  pur- 
chaser of  supplies,  which  it  is  the  duty  of  the 
Purveyor  to  purchase,  because,  as  had  already 
been  stated,  there  would  be  no  check  in  the 
business.  There  must  be  propriety  in  keeping 
the  offices  distinct. 

Mr.  Macon  observed,  it  was  impossible  to  go 
to  war  without  a  Quartermaster  General ;  for 
there  is  no  man  has  so  much  to  do  about  an 
army  as  this  officer.  There  was  always  more 
difficulty  in  settling  the  Quartermaster  General's 
accounts  than  any  other.  The  only  instance 
in  which  a  Quartermaster  General  has  to  pur- 
chase supplies,  is  when,  by  some  miscarriage  or 
accident,  the  supplies  from  the  Commissary  or 
Purveyor  do  not  arrive  in  season.  It  is  neces- 
sary that  such  a  power  should  be  vested  in  this 
officer,  to  be  used  on  such  extraordinary  occa- 
sions. As  had  been  stated  by  his  colleague, 
though  there  was  no  Purveyor  during  the  Ee- 
volution,  there  were  clothiers  or  agents  em- 
ployed in  different  situations,  which  answered 
the  purpose.  The  qualifications  necessary  for 
the  Quartermaster  General  and  Purveyor  are 
very  different ;  the  one  ought  to  be  a  soldier, 
the  other  a  merchant. 

The  bin  passed  by  a  large  majority. 

Naval  Establishment. 

The  House  resolved  itself  into  a  Committee 
of  the  Whole  on  the  biU  concerning  the  Naval 
Establishment. 

Mr.  Chbves,  the  Chairman  of  the  Navy  Com- 
mittee, moved  to  fill  the  blank  in  the  first  sec- 
tion of  the  bUl  with  "  four  hundred  and  eighty 
thousand  dollars,"  and  said  he  believed  it  to  be 
his  duty  at  this  time,  to  disclose  to  the  Com- 
mittee of  the  Whole  the  views  and  motives  of 
the  select  committee  in  reporting  the  bill.  Mr. 
C.  said,  I  consider  this  subject  as  one  of  the 
most  important  that  can  be  brought  before  this 
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House ;  as  a  great  question,  involTing,  to  acon- 
siderable  extent,  the  fate  of  a  species  of  national 
defence  the  most  essential  and  necessary  to  the 
interests  of  this  country.  I  know,  said  Mr.  0., 
how  many  and  how  strong  are  the  prejudices, 
how  numerous  and  how  deeply  laid  are  the 
errors  which  I  have  to  encounter  in  the  discus- 
sion of  this  question ;  errors  and  prejudices  the 
more  formidable,  as  they  come  recommended  by 
the  virtues,  and  shielded  by  the  estimable  mo- 
tives of  those  who  indulged  them.  I  have  been 
told  that  this  subject  is  unpopular,  and  it  has 
been  not  indistinctly  hinted,  that  those  who  be- 
come the  zealous  advocates  of  the  bill  will  not 
advance  by  their  exertions  the  personal  estima- 
tion in  which  they  may  be  held  by  their  polit- 
ical associates.  I  will  not  do  my  political 
friends  the  injustice  to  believe  that  these  exer- 
tions will  diminish  their  confidence ;  but,  could 
I  think  otherwise,  I  hope  I  shall  never  be  di- 
verted from  a  faithful  discharge  of  my  duty  by 
considerations  of  this  kind.  I  wish  to  lead  no 
man,  and  I  am  determined  not  to  be  blindly 
led  by  any  man.  In  acting  with  a  party,  I  do 
so,  because  I  adopt  their  leading  principles  and 
politics  as  the  best,  and  because  I  believe,  from 
the  nature  of  free  Government,  it  is  necessary 
so  to  act  to  give  eflBciency  to  the  exertions  of 
any  individual ;  but  I  do  not  feel  myself,  there- 
fore, bound  to  renounce  my  deliberate  opinions 
on  aU  the  great  interests  of  the  nation,  or  to 
take  no  independent  part  in  the  exertions  of  the 
party  to  which  I  belong.  I  sincerely  believe 
that,  if  this  infant  Naval  Establishment  be 
either  abandoned  or  put  down,  the  party  who 
now  form  the  majority  in  this  House,  and  in  the 
country,  may  run  great  risk  of  becoming  the 
minority,  not  only  within  these  walls,  but  in  the 
nation. 

It  has  been  said,  by  a  strong  and  lively  figure 
of  rhetoric,  that  this  country  is  a  great  land 
animal,  which  should  not  venture  into  the 
water.  But  if  you  look  at  its  broad  high  back, 
the  AUeghanies,  and  its  great  sides  swelling  to 
the  east  and  to  the  west,  where  do  you  find  its 
immense  limbs  terminate  ?  Not  on  some  great 
plain  which  has  been  formed  for  their  recep- 
tion, but  in  two  great  oceans,  the  Pacific  on 
the  one  side,  and  the  Atlantic  on  the  other. 
The  figure  explains  the  true  interests  of  the 
country,  in  the  inseparable  union  and  necessary 
dependence  of  agriculture  and  commerce.  The 
God  of  Nature  did  not  give  to  the  United  States 
a  coast  of  two  thousand  miles  in  extent,  not  to 
be  used.  No ;  it  was  intended  by  this  bounty 
to  make  us  a  great  commercial  people ;  and 
shall  we  ungratefully  reject  the  enjoyment  of 
his  unexampled  beneficence?  No,  it  has  not 
and  wiU  not  be  neglected.  A  great  portion  of 
our  people  exist  but  upon  the  ocean  and  its 
fruits.  It  has  been  eloquently,  and  not  less 
truly  than  eloquently,  said,  that  "  the  ocean  is 
their  farm,"  and  it  must  and  wiU  be  protected. 
But  how  is  this  protection  to  be  afforded  ?  I 
will  endeavor  to  prove  that  it  can  be  done,  and 
done  most  cheaply  and  effectually  by  a  naval 


force ;  and  if  I  succeed  in  this,  I  shall  hope  for 
the  concurrence  of  the  committee.    No  propo- 
sition appears  to  me  more  true  or  more  obvious, 
than  that  it  is  only  by  a  naval  force  that  our 
commerce  and  our  neutral  rights  on  the  ocean 
can  be  protected.     We  are  now  going  to  war 
for  the  protection  of  these  rights;  but  in  what 
way,   and  under  what  circumstances?      The 
mode  is  altogether  accidental,  and  not  founded 
on  the  permanent  relations  or  means  of  the 
country.     It  is  not  my  intention  to  condemn 
the  course  which  has  been  taken.     It  has  had 
my  hearty  concurrence,  and  my  zealous,  though 
feeble,  support.     I  hope  it  may  be  altogether 
effectual ;  and  I  believe  it  will  inflict  a  wound 
which  will  be  felt  with  poignancy.     But  it  is, 
notwithstanding,  partial  and  accidental ;  for,  if 
Great  Britain  had  not  the  Canadas  on  our  bor- 
ders, how  could  we  attack  or  resist  her,  armed 
as  we  are?     If  we  possess  ourselves  of  the 
Canadas,  and  this  we  shall  certainly  do  in  the 
event  of  war,  how  and  where  shaU  we  then 
continue  the  war  without  a  naval  force  ?     We 
shall  suffer  the  evils  of  war,  without  infiicting 
any  of  them  on  the  enemy.     We  cannot  send 
our  regulars  or  our  volunteers  on  the  ocean. 
Does  it  not  then  result,  inevitably,  as  the  dic- 
tate of  common  prudence,  that  we  should,  as 
soon  as  possible,  commence  our  naval  prepara- 
tions ?     The  Naval  Establishment  of  the  United 
States  has  been  heretofore  so  much  neglected, 
that  it  is  at  present  in  a  state  of  lamentable  de- 
pression ;  and  the  question  now  is,  whether  we 
will  suffer  it  to  go  down  entirely,  or  attempt  to 
raise  it  up  to  some  degree  of  respectability. 
Some  gentlemen  say,  "  if  you  had  asked  for  no 
more  than  the  reparation  of  the  frigates  in  or- 
dinary, we  might  have  granted  your  request." 
But,  for  mj'self,  I  would  not  thank  any  gentle- . 
man  for  this  concession.    The  select  committee 
conceived  it  to  be  their  duty  to  bring  the  ques- 
tion fully  before  the  House  in  the  shape  in 
which  they  have  exposed  it.    Not  to  ask  mere- 
ly what  it  would  do  to  assist  by  naval  co-opera- 
tion, in  the  first  efforts  of  the  contemplated 
struggle,   but    principally  what    it  would  do 
towards  establishing  and   perpetuating  a  re- 
spectable naval  force  for  the  protection  of  those 
important  rights  of  the  people,  which  are,  and 
must  continue,  exposed  upon  the  ocean.     Their 
determination  was  plainly,  candidly,  and  bold- 
ly to  speak  to  the  House,  and  tlirougli  it  to  the 
nation,  on  this  great  question,  and  leave  its  fate 
to  the  wisdom  of  the  one  and  the  good  sense  of 
the  other. 

That  a  respectable  Naval  Establishment  af- 
fords the  only  effectual  means  of  causing  pur 
commercial  rights  to  be  respected,  will,  as  a 
general  proposition,  be  denied  by  few  persons, 
if  any.  But  its  adoption  by  us  is  deemed  im- 
proper by  those  who  oppose  it,  on  the  grounds 
of  the  enormous  expense  which,  it  is  said,  the 
establishment  will  necessitate,  and  the  inability 
of  the  nation,  by  any  force  which  it  can  pro- 
vide, to  resist,  with  effect,  the  immense  naval 
power  of  Great  Britain.    Is  it  not  surprising 
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that  so  much  prejudice  should  exist  against  this 
estahlishment  on  account  of  its  expensiveness, 
when  it  is  ascertained  that,  during  the  whole 
eighteen  years  of  its  existence,  from  1794  to 
1811,  inclusive,  it  has  cost  the  Government 
only  $27,175,695  ?  I  am  afraid  I  shaU  he  te- 
dious, because  the  only  way  in  which  I  hope 
to  bring  conviction  home  to  the  minds  of  the 
House,  is  by  entering,  with  minuteness  and  pre- 
cision, into  a  dry  detaU  of  figures  and  state- 
ments ;  but  the  necessity  of  lie  case  must  be 
my  apology  for  the  course  which  I  shall  take. 
If  the  House  shall  have  full  confidence  in  my 
statements,  much  will  be  gained  to  the  argu- 
ment ;  for  it  wUl  be  diflBcult,  if  not  impossible, 
for  the  hearer  to  follow  me  through  an  exami- 
nation of  these  details,  as  the  argument  pro- 
ceeds. For  this  confidence,  therefore,  I  will 
venture  to  hope.  I  believe  the  statements  on 
which  I  rely  to  be  accurate,  as  far  as  accuracy 
is  material  to  the  discussion.  I  will  state  them 
•with  candor,  and,  when  I  have  concluded,  I 
wUl  put  them  into  the  hands  of  gentlemen  who 
may  wish  to  examine  them  for  their  own  satis- 
faction, or  to  refute  them.  '  The  average  annual 
expense  of  this  establishment,  so  much  censured 
for  its  wasteful  and  improvident  management, 
has  but  little  exceeded  $1,500,000,  which  is  not 
much  more  than  twice  the  amount  of  the  usual 
annual  appropriation  for  our  economical  Civil 
List.  It  has  been  generally  supposed  that  it 
has  been  much  more  expensive  than  the  Mili- 
tary Establishment,  but  I  wUl  show  that  this  is 
not  really  the  case.  The  expense  of  the  Mili- 
tary Establishment,  from  1791  to  1811,  inclu- 
sive, has  been  $37,541,669,  giving  an  annual 
average  of  $1,700,000,  or  $200,000  per  annum 
more  than  that  of  the  Navy.  It  thus  appears 
that,  in  the  gross  amount,  as  weU  as  in  the 
annnal  expenditure,  the  Army  has  been  more 
expensive  than  the  Navy.  Compare,  too,  the 
services  of  the  Army  with  those  of  the  Navy, 
and  it  wiU  be  found  that  those  of  the  latter 
have  been  most  useful  and  most  honorable  to 
the  nation.  I  know  of  no  service  of  this  char- 
acter which  the  Army  has  performed,  except 
the  defeat  of  the  Indians  by  General  Wayne, 
and  the  late  gallant  aflTair  on  the  Wabash.  The 
Navy,  in  the  contest  with  France  in  1798,  were 
victorious  wherever  it  encountered  an  enemy, 
and  probably  laid  the  foundation  of  the  subse- 
quent accommodation  with  that  nation.  In  the 
Mediterranean,  its  exploits  gave  a  name  to  the 
country  throughout  Europe;  humbled,  in  an 
unexampled  manner,  the  piratical  and  barbarous 
foe,  and  crowned  itself  with  a  reputation  for 
intrepidity  and  heroism,  which  had  not  been 
exceeded  by  the  exploits  of  any  nation,  and 
which  must  go  down  to  a  distant  pgsterity.  I 
mean  not,  by  this  comparison,  to  say  any  thing 
injurious  to  the  Army,  but  only  to  declare  that 
preference  to  which  I  think  the  naval  services 
of  the  country  are  entitled.  Admitting,  if  it 
be  desired,  that  the  Navy  has  heretofore  occa- 
sioned an  expense  not  warranted  by  its  force  or 
its  services ;  and  I  cannot  deny  but  that,  from 


a  variety  of  causes,  the  expense  may  have  been 
unnecessarily  great ;  an  argument  cannot  thence 
be  fairly  drawn  against  its  future  use — the  con- 
trary is  the  fair  conclusion."  Past  errors  lay  the 
foundation  of  future  improvement.  It  was  thus 
the  greatest  orator,  and  one  of  the  greatest 
statesmen  of  antiquity,  reasoned.  The  great 
Athenian  orator,  when  rousing  his  countrymen, 
by  his  impetuous  eloquence,  to  resist  the  ambi- 
tion of  Philip,  declared  that  it  was  on  their 
past  miscondi|£t  that  he  built  his  highest  hopes ; 
for,  said  he,  "were  we  thus  distressed,  in  spite 
of  every  vigorous  eflfort  which  the  honor  of  our 
State  demanded,  there  were  then  no  hope  of 
recovery."  So  may  we  reason  in  this  case ;  for 
had  these  extraordinary  expenses  been  the  re- 
sult of  good  economy,  then,  indeed,  would  their 
diminution  be  hopeless ;  but,  as  they  have  pro- 
ceeded from  a  wasteful  or  unskilful  expendi- 
ture, the  remedy  will  be  found  in  a  reform  of 
the  abuse ;  to  efiect  this  reform,  is  the  duty  of 
Congress.  But  it  has  not  only  been  less  ex- 
pensive than  the  Army,  but  it  may  be  proved, 
as  the  committee  have  declared  in  their  report, 
that  "a  naval  force  within  due  limits  and  under 
proper  regulations,  will  constitute  the  cheapest 
defence  of  the  nation."  This  will  be  partly 
proved  by  a  comparison  between  the  expense 
of  the  permanent  fortifications  of  our  maritime 
frontier  and  that  of  an  adequate  naval  defence. 
The  experience  of  modern  naval  warfare  has 
proved  that  no  fortifications  can  prevent  the 
passage  of  ships  of  war.  The  present  fortifica- 
tions of  our  maritime  frontier,  though  they  are 
more  numerous  and  better  than  they  have  been 
at  any  other  period  in  our  history,  cannot  pre- 
vent an.  inconsiderable  naval  force  from  laying 
many  of  our  towns  in  ashes.  Indeed,  it  is  be- 
lieved that  no  fortifications  which  can  be  erect- 
ed wiU  afibrd  a  complete  protection  against 
such  attacks,  while  their  expense  would  be  op- 
pressive to  the  nation.  The  city  of  New  York 
alone,  if  completely  fortified,  would  require  a 
further  expenditure  of  three  millions  of  dollars, 
and  a  garrison  of  ten  thousand  men,  and  then 
might  be  laid  in  ashes  by  four  or  five  seventy- 
fours.  But  we  have  a  coast  of  two  thousand 
miles  to  protect,  the  expense  of  which  could 
not  be  borne  by  the  nation.  A  better  defence 
would  be  furnished  by  such  a  naval  force  as 
would  give  you  a  mastery  in  the  American  seas, 
and  at  home  much  less  expense. 

The  superior  cheapness  of  naval  defence 
seems  to  me  to  be  satisfactorily  established, 
and  I  am  next  to  prove  that  the  force  proposed 
— I  mean  twelve  seventy-fours  and  twenty 
frigates — are  sufficient  to  protect  us  in  our  own 
seas,  and  defend  our  ports  and  hai-bors  against 
the  naval  power  of  Great  Britain.  The  first 
evidence  that  is  offered  in  support  of  this  pro- 
position, is  the  opinion  of  naval  men ;  and  if 
the  representations  of  any  man  may  be  relied 
upon  with  confidence,  so  far,  at  least,  as  that 
they  are  not  founded  in  deception,  I  believe 
those  of  a  sailor  may  be.  By  naval  men,  I 
have  been  assured  that  this  force  is  adequate  to 
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the  object  proposed.  It  is  impossible  for  me 
to  state  witli  accuracy,  or  in  a  manner  calcu- 
lated to  give  a  due  impression  of  them,  all  the 
reasons  which  they  offer  in  support  of  their 
opinion,  but  among  them  are  those  detailed  in 
the  report  of  the  select  committee.  Indeed, 
they  advance  the  opinion,  and  support  it  with 
reasons,  the  error  of  which,  if  they  be  errone- 
ous, I  am  unable  to  discover,  that  it  will  require 
the  enemy  to  employ  a  triple  force  to  put  him- 
self on  a  footing  of  equality  with  that  of  the 
United  States.  Their  reasons  are,  as  nearly  as 
I  can  state  them,  these :  there  must  be  station- 
ed on  our  coast,  at  any  given  time,  an  equal 
force ;  this  force  cannot  be  fitted  out,  nnless 
with  great  disadvantage  to  the  service  in  point 
of  expense,  and  in  respect  to  the  health  of  the 
crew,  for  much  more  than  three  months'  service. 
An  equal  force  must  be  put  in  requisition  and 
kept  in  readiness  to  relieve  that  on  the  station. 
But,  as  all  the  equipments  of  the  enemy  must 
be  made  in  Europe,  the  force  destined  to  relieve 
the  first  must  be  despatched  by  the  time  the 
first  may  be  supposed  to  have  arrived  on  our 
coast,  because  it  will  be  necessary,  at  a  period 
as  early  as  the  arrival  of  the  second,  for  the 
first  to  return ;  but  the  first  could  not  proceed 
to  Europe,  be  equipped,  and  return  to  relieve 
the  second  in  time ;  and  therefore  a  third  equiv- 
alent force  is  necessary,  and  thus  three  times 
the  force  of  the  United  States  must  be  employed 
by  the  enemy  to  place  himself  on  a  footing  of 
equality  with  it.  History  may  be  resorted  to, 
with  confidence,  to  prove  that  neither  Great 
Britain,  nor  any  other  nation,  has  ever  been 
able  to  station,  for  any  length  of  time,  in  dis- 
tant seas,  a  force  equal  to  that  which,  in  the 
opinion  of  naval  men,  is  suflScient  to  accomplish 
the  objects  proposed  by  the  committee — ^the 
dominion  of  the  American  seas,  and  the  defence 
of  our  ports  and  harbors.  There  is  one  fact 
which,  above  all  others,  shows  the  inability  of 
Great  Britain  to  keep  a  large  fleet  on  our  coast. 
From  the  frozen  regions  of  the  Korth  to  the 
Isthmus  of  Darien,  she  has  not  a  port  fit  for 
naval  equipment  or  repair,  except  Halifax ;  and 
if,  as  the  opponents  of  the  Navy  seem  to  think 
certain,  and  I  hope  their  opinions  may  be  real- 
ized, we  shall,  in  the  event  of  war,  deprive  her 
of  that,  she  wiU  be  without  the  means  of  re- 
pairing a  disabled  vessel  in  our  seas.  Under 
such  circumstances,  any  thing  but  temporary 
service  would  be  utterly  impracticable. 

But,  said  Mr.  0.,  on  the  subject  of  the  British 
naval  force,  there  is  great  misconception.  The 
high-sounding  number  of  a  thousand  ships  appals 
the  mind,  and  an  examination  of  its  actual  force, 
and  the  numerous  requisitions  which  are  made 
upon  it,  is  usually  rejected  as  an  idle  labor.  Let 
this  examination  be  made,  and  at  least  some 
part  of  the  terror  which  it  excites  will  vanish. 
Of  the  eight  hundred  and  thirty-three  ships 
which  Great  Britain  had  in  commission  in  1801, 
and  she  never  had  more,  it  is  believed  there 
were  only  three  hundred  and  eighty-three  that 
exceeded  the  size  and  capacity  of  the  large  pri- 


vateers that  will  probably  be  fitted  out  by  the 
citizens  of  the  United  States,  in  the  event  of 
war.  Of  this  last  number,  there  were  one  hun- 
dred and  forty-two  of  sixty-four  guns,  and 
above ;  twenty-two  between  fifty  and  sixty 
guns ;  one  hundred  and  fifty-six  between  thirty- 
two  and  forty-four;  and  sixty-three  between 
twenty  and  thirty  guns.  The  remainder  of  the 
vessels  in  commission  consisted  of  one  hundred 
and  seventy-four  sloops,  one  hundred  and  forty- 
one  gun-vessels,  and  one  hundred  and  thirty 
hired  vessels.  These  hired  vessels  are  small 
vessels,  of  from  four  to  ten  guns,  which,  it  is 
believed,  are  only  employed  for  revenue  pur- 
poses. This  review  and  enumeration,  I  have 
no  doubt,  proves  the  actual  force  of  the  navy 
of  Great  Britain,  however  great  it  really  is,  to 
be  much  inferior  to  the  impression  almost  uni- 
versally received,  from  the  high-sounding  boast 
of  her  thousand  ships.  Nor  has  the  actual  force 
of  the  British  navy  been  more  misconceived 
than  the  application  of  it.  The  common  im- 
pression is,  that  the  Government  can  direct  to 
any  given  point  almost  an  unlimited  number  of 
ships.  But  if  this  delusive  impression  be  re- 
moved, it  will  be  found  that,  notwithstanding 
the  greatness  of  the  force,  the  points  to  which 
it  must  be  destined  are  so  numerous  and  dis- 
persed as  to  put  it  all  in  requisition.  This  I 
will  prove  by  reference  to  the  distribution  of 
her  fleets  in  1801.  [Here  Mr.  0.  read  a  state- 
ment of  the  force  and  distribution  of  the  British 
fleet  at  that  time.]  From  which  of  these  sta- 
tions, said  Mr.  0.,  could  she  have  spared,  with 
safety  and  prudence,  a  portion  of  the  force  em- 
ployed? Could  she,  from  all,  have  stationed 
and  continued  in  our  seas  a  force  which  would 
have  been  equal,  under  the  disadvantages  which 
have  been  pointed  out,  to  twelve  seventy- fours 
and  twenty  frigates?  How  much  less  would 
she  have  been  able  to  have  furnished  a  force 
which  would  be  superior  to  a  naval  armament . 
whose  expense  should  equal  that  of  the  military 
preparations  of  the  present  year  ?  But  it  may 
be  said,  that  the  ships  which  Great  Britain  has 
in  ordinary  would  be  more  than  equal  to  any 
increase  which  any  circumstances  would  re- 
quire. This  might  be  true,  were  her  seamen 
unlimited  in  numbers,  and  her  pecuniary  re- 
sources inexhaustible ;  but  both  are  limited, 
and  so  must  be  her  naval  armament.  To  fit 
out  vessels  which  she  has  in  ordinary,  would 
require,  within  a  few  thousand,  all  the  seamen 
in  her  merchant  service,  and  such  an  addition 
to  her  annual  expenditure,  as  the  nation  neither 
wonld  nor  could  bear.  The  true  object  of  in- 
quiry to  ascertain  her  efficient  power  is,  what 
number  of  vessels  is  she  practically  able  to  keep 
in  commission,  and  the  answer  may  be  received 
in  a  shape  the  most  unfavorable  to  my  argu- 
ment, yet  confirmatory  of  it,  in  the  example  of 
1801,  the  year  which  I  have  selected  for  illus- 
tration, when  it  is  confidently  believed  her 
equipment  was  greater,  combining  force  and 
numbers,  than  at  any  other  period  of  her  his- 
tory. 
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But,  while  it  is*  contended  by  some  that  it 
will  not  be  in  the  power  of  the  nation  to  estab- 
lish an  effective  naval  force,  there  are  others 
who  are  opposed  to  it,  lest  we  become  too  great 
a  naval  power.  They  fear  that  our  fleets  will 
cover  the  ocean,  and  seeking  victory  on  all  the 
opposite  shores  of  the  Atlantic,  involve  the 
nation  in  oppressive  expenses,  and  in  wanton 
and  habitual  wars.  Such  objects  are  certainly 
not  contemplated  by  the  report  of  tlie  commit- 
tee ;  nor  can  such  events  possibly  happen,  as 
long  as  we  remain  a  free  people.  The  com- 
mittee have  recommended  such  a  navy  as  will 
give  to  the  United  States  an  ascendency  in  the 
American  seas,  and  protect  their  ports  and 
harbors.  The  people  will  never  bear  the  estab- 
lishment of  a  greater  force  than  these  objects 
require.  The  reasons  which  forbid  Great 
Britain,  or  any  other  European  power,  to  station 
large  fleets  on  our  seas,  will  equally  forbid 
us  to  cross  the  Atlantic,  or  go  into  distant  seas, 
for  the  purpose  of  frequent  or  habitual  wars.    ' 

But  a  navy  is  said  to  be  anti-republican,  be- 
cause it  was  opposed  by  the  Eepublicans  in 
1798.  I  apprehend,  however,  that  it  was  then 
objected  to,  not  because  it  was  anti-republican 
in  itself,  but  because  the  Eepublicans  of  that 
time  believed  it  was  to  be  employed  for  im- 
proper objects ;  because,  while  it  was  unneces- 
sary at  the  time,  it  was  of  such  a  nature  as  only 
fitted  it  for  the  time,  because  it  was  part  of  a 
system  which  embraced  unnecessary  armies  and 
unnecessary  taxes  and  loans,  to  continue  a  war 
beyond  the  just  objects  of  war —  a  war  which, 
to  use  the  language  of  the  day,  was  to  be 
waged  by  every  man,  woman,  and  child,  in  the 
nation,  to  which  we  are  opposed. 

We  are  told,  also,  that  navies  have  ruined 
every  nation  that  has  employed  them ;  and 
England,  and  Holland,  and  Venice,  and  other 
nations,  have  been  mentioned  as  examples. 
The  vast  debt  of  Great  Britain  is  declared  to 
be  among  the  pernicious  fruits  of  her  Naval 
Establishment.  This  I  deny.  Her  debt  has 
grown  out  of  her  profuse  subsidies,  and  her 
absurd  wars  on  the  land.  Though  the  ruin, 
which  is  supposed  to  threaten  England,  is  at- 
tributed to  her  navy,  it  is  obvious  that  her  navy 
alone  has  saved  and  stiU  saves  her  from  ruin. 
"Without  it  she  must,  long  since,  have  yielded 
to  the  power  of  France  her  independence  and 
her  liberties.  We  are  told  that  the  same  wealth 
which  she  has  expended  in  supporting  her 
navies  would  have  been  employed  more  profit- 
ably for  the  nation  in  the  improvement  of  its 
agriculture  and  manufactures,  and  in  the  estab- 
lishment of  canals  and  roads,  and  other  internal 
improvements.  But  experience  is  better  than 
theory.  Let  us  compare  England  with  nations 
which  have  no  navies,  or  comparatively  incon- 
siderable navies.  The  nations  of  the  Continent 
of  Europe  are  without  such  overgrown  and 
ruinous  Naval  Establishments,  but  do  you  there 
find  the  highest  improvements  in  agriculture, 
■the  most  flourishing  manufactures,  or  the  best 
roads  and  canals  ?  No,  it  is  in  this  nation,  that 
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has  been  ruined  by  her  navy,  .that  you  find  all 
these  improvements  most  perfect  and  most  ex- 
tended. I  mean  not  either  to  be  the  panegyrist 
of  England ;  but  these  truths  may  be  declared 
for  our  instruction,  without  suppressing  the 
feelings  excited  by  the  wrongs  she  has  done  us. 
England  has  not,  then,  I  conclude,  been  de- 
stroyed or  impoverished,  but  preserved  and 
enriched,  by  her  navy.  Was  Holland  ruined  by 
her  navy?  No;  surrouuded  by  the  great 
powers  of  the  continent,  with  a  population  not 
exceeding  2,000,000  of  souls,  she  protected  and 
secured  her  independence  for  more  than  a  cen- 
tury, against  her  powerful  neighbors,  by  means 
of  her  commercial  riches,  which  were  cherished 
and  defended  by  her  naval  power.  Did  Venice 
owe  her  decline,  or  fall,  to  her  navy?  While 
the  neighboring  Italian  States  were  subdued, 
year  after  year  changing  their  masters  and  their 
tyrants,  she  long  continued  to  ride  triumphant- 
ly amidst  the  storm,  independent,  and,  in  a 
great  degree,  free.  It  was  her  naval  and  com- 
mercial power  which  made  her  rich  and  great, 
and  secured  her  existence  as  a  State  so  long. 
Look  even  at  the  little  Republic  of  Genoa,  whose 
inhabitants,  but  for  its  commerce  and  its  navy, 
would  scarcely  ever  have  possessed  "  a  local  habi- 
tation," or  "a  namel"  But  I  must  have  ex- 
hausted the  patience  of  the  House,  I  will  there- 
fore conclude  the  observations  which  I  pro- 
posed a  to  make  on  the  general  merits  of  the 
question. 


Satuedat,  January  18. 
Naval  Estdblishment. 

The  House  then  resolved  itself  into  a  Com- 
mittee of  the  Whole,  on  the  Navy  bill ;  when 
Mr.  Chbves  finished  his  speech  in  favor  of  the 
bill,  as  given  in  fuU  in  preceding  pages. 

Mr.  Sbtbbet. — ^I  rise  under  a  pressure  of 
more  than  ordinary  embarrassment — prudence 
on  one  hand  bids  me  shrink  from  the  task 
which  I  am  about  to  undertake ;  whilst  on  the 
other  hand,  a  conscious  duty  impels  me  to  en- 
gage in  the  consideration  of  the  question  now 
before  the  honorable  committee.  My  friend 
from  South  Carolina  (Mr.  Cheves)  says  this 
question  is  all  important  to  this  nation ;  in 
this  I  perfectly  coincide  with  him,  and  there- 
fore cannot  rest  satisfied  with  a  mere  vote  on 
this  occasion.  Sir,  it  is  not  my  intention  to 
follow  the  gentleman  from  South  Carolina 
through  all  the  windings  of  the  labyrinth  into 
which  he  has  ventured  to  penetrate.  I  will  not 
pretend  to  chase  reason  on  the  wing. 

I  will  not  particularly  follow  the  gentleman 
in  his  comparison  of  the  Army  and  Naval  Es- 
tablishments of  the  United  States.  He  has 
stated  to  us  that  the  Army  has  cost  this  nation 
much  more  than  the  Navy ;  he  concludes  we 
ought  to  be  equally  liberal  in  our  appropriations 
for  both  these  purposes.  Sir,  I  perceive  no 
reason  in  this  assertion.  Some  gentlemen  on 
the  other  side  of  the  House  may  say,  that  we 
have  been  lavish  in  our  appropriations  for  an 
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army ;  even  admitting  that  in  this  respect  we 
have  been  liberal  to  extravagance,  it  surely  can- 
not be  inferred  that  we  should  make  ourselves 
doubly  guilty  of  this  charge.  I  will  agree  to 
make  appropriations  for  the  establishing  a  navy 
for  the  United  States.  The  gentleman  from 
South  Carolina  has  told  us,  that  when  the  war 
which  we  are  about  to  wage,  shall  be  over,  our 
Army  will  leave  us.  Sir,  I  am  happy  to  hear 
that  on  such  an  event  the  military  will  be 
readily  disbanded — a  dread  of  the  contrary  gave 
much  uneasiness  to  many  a  few  days  since — this 
is  just  what  we  wish  should  take  place.  On 
the  other  hand,  said  he,  "  your  proud  Navy," 
will  remain.  It  is  for  this,  with  many  other 
reasons,  why  I  am  opposed  to  a  navy.  I  wish 
he  could  have  proved  to  us,  that  with  the  end 
cli  the  war  the  Navy  would  also  leave  us ;  per- 
haps I  should  then  agree  with  him  in  favor  of 
its  establishment:  though  the  "proud  Navy" 
win  remain  with  us,  he  has  neglected  to  tell  us 
at  what  rate  of  expense. 

Sir,  the  gentleman  from  South  Carolina  says 
many  oppose  a  navy,  because  they  deem  it  an 
anti-republican  institution.  On  this  head,  I 
shall  remark  but  little :  I  will  only  nsk  if  it  is 
to  remain  with  us  in  times  of  peace  with  its 
numerous  train  of  oflBcers,  may  it  not  become  a 
powerful  engine  in  the  hands  of  an  ambitious 
Executive  ? 

Sir,  it  was  thought  proper  to  make  the  fore- 
going remarks  as  preliminary  to  the  subject. 
The  question  of  a  Naval  Establishment  for  the 
United  States  more  especially  concerns  those 
who  inhabit  commercial  districts.  As  one  of 
these  I  am  much  interested.  Many  persons  main- 
tain, that  a  naval  system  of  defence  is  indis- 
pensably necessary  to  a  nation,  whose  seaboard 
extends  more  than  1,600  miles,  with  a  shipping 
interest  amounting  to  1,300,000  tons — in  this 
respect,  ranking  the  second  of  modern  nations. 
The  argument  is  as  specious  as  it  is  plausible ; 
it  is  liable  to  many,  and  in  my  opinion,  to  insu- 
perable objections.  The  proposition  before  us 
will  be  considered  as  leading  to  a  permanent 
Naval  Establishment.  This  course  is  warrant- 
ed by  the  report  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy 
as  well  as  by  the  mode  which  was  pursued  by 
my  friend  from  South  Carolina.  I  shall  not 
hesitate  to  declare  my  decided  opposition  to 
such  an  establishment,  and  will  proceed  to  state 
the  objections  whereon  my  opinion  is  ground- 
ed. Sir,  I  deem  it  inexpedient  to  commence  a 
permanent  Naval  Establishment  at  this  time. 
"We  are  quite  unprepared  for  it — we  are  in  want 
of  all  the  necessary  materials ;  though  we  have 
been  told  that  our  forests  abound  in  all  the 
necessary  timber,  it  was  said  little  of  this 
material  was  to  be  found  in  our  dockyards. 
The  gentleman  from  South  Carolina  has  told 
us,  that  a  sufficiency  of  seasoned  timber,  to 
build  four  seventy-fours,  was  now  on  hand,  and 
that  the  proper  authority  deemed  it  advisable 
to  be  used  for  frigates.  Sir,  this  timber  is  a 
portion  of  that  which  was  purchased  some 
years  since,  for  the  purpose  of  building  six 


seventy-fours.  It  now  appears,  that  of  this 
timber  as  much  as  was  sufficient  for  two  of 
these  vessels,  has  been  employed  to  build 
smaller  vessels  or  gunboats,  I  presume.  This  is 
all  a  piece  with  our  pretended  economy.  This 
mode  of  proceeding  will  not  answer,  sir.  We 
are  in  the  wrong  from  the  commencement  of 
our  Navy.  I  do  not  wish  it  to  be  understood 
that  I  have  decided  a  navy  wUl  never  be  a  prop- 
er mode  of  defence  for  this  nation — but  when- 
ever it  shall  be  determined  on,  we  should  begia 
right ;  this  can  only  be  done  by  following  those 
nations  who  have  had  most  experience  on  the 
subject.  Our  first  step  should  be  to  store  away 
the  proper  timber.  This  should  be  done  in 
times  when  we  can  best  afford  it — in  times 
when  our  market  is  glutted — ^in  times  when 
labor  can  be  commanded  at  fair  prices — at 
a  period  when  we  enjoy  peace,  and  surely  not 
when  we  are  about  to  engage  in  a  war.  "We 
have  heretofore  paid  the  highest  price  for  every 
article ;  we  have  given  double  wages  for  labor ; 
and  instances  might  be  mentioned,  when  the 
workmen  were  transported  in  stage  coaches,  at 
an  enormous  expense,  from  our  large  seaport 
towns  to  the  navy  yard  of  this  city.  Contracts 
for  timber  were  made  in  haste  and  at  a  very  ad- 
vanced price.  As  soon  as  it  was  obtained,,it 
was  put  together,  and  in  a  few  months  we  saw  it 
floating  in  the  form  of  a  ship  of  war — rotten 
ships,  I  may  say,  sir,  for  I  believe  without  excep- 
tion in  the  frigates  which  were  built  by  the 
United  States,  the  more  important  parts  decayed 
and  were  rotten  in  two,  three,  or  four  years. 
In  many  instances  the  expense  for  repairs  was 
equal  to  the  original  cost.  A  single  frigate,  the 
Constitution,  has  cost  for  repairs,  from  October, 
1802,  to  March,  1809,  the  enormous  sum  of 
$302,582  21,  or  upwards  of  $43,000  per  annum 
for  seven  years  in  succession. 

Let  us  view  this  subject  in  a  more  extended 
sense — I  mean  as  regards  our  commerce  general- 
ly— we  shall  stUl  have  cause  to  entertaia  the 
opinion  which  we  first  adopted.  We  cannot 
protect  our  commerce  on  the  ocean.  Our  ships 
have  vexed  every  sea — we  trade  to  all  parts  of 
the  world ;  of  course,  to  protect  our  commerce, 
our  ships  of  war  must  abandon  our  coasts  and 
encounter  all  the  force  of  the  enemy  or  those 
of  Europe.  The  ports  we  have  in  view  are 
European.  If  your  frigates,  for  convenience  and 
safety,  are  to  cruise  only  on  your  coasts,  what 
will  be  the  fate  of  the  millions  which  are  em- 
barked beyond  the  Cape  of  Good  Hope  ?  By 
this  management  surely  you  cannot  afford  it 
protection.  France,  Spain,  and  Holland,  when 
combined  and  backed  by  an  armed  neutrality  in 
the  north  of  Europe,  could  not  secure  their 
commerce.  The  fleets  of  Great  Britain  now 
sail  triumphant  over  every  wave  of  the  deep. 
The  Eussians  have  a  navy  far  superior  to  that 
which  it  is  proposed  we  shall  establish,  and 
they  cannot  protect  their  trade  in  the  confined 
limits  of  the  Baltic.  They  count  fifty  or  sixty 
sail-of-the-line,  besides  many  frigates  and  small- - 
er  vessels. 
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Sir,  the  expenses  which  are  incurred  by  a  Naval 
Establishment,  far  exceed  the  profits  which  arise 
from  the  commerce  which  it  is  intended  to  pro- 
tect. Thispropositionis  warranted  by  theexperi- 
enoe  of  Great  Britain,  the  most  commercial  na- 
tion of  modern  times.  In  the  year  1798,  the  total 
imports  and  exports  of  Great  Britain  amounted 
to  £94,952,000.  For  the  same  year  the  expendi- 
ture for  her  navy  amounted  to  £13,654,013,  or 
about  one-seventh  of  the  total  imports  and  ex- 
ports, or  fourteen  per  cent,  on  the  total  capital 
employed  in  commerce.  What  regular  trade 
can  yield  such  profits  on  the  outward  and  in- 
ward cargoes  ?  To  me  this  is  a  secret.  In  the 
year  1799  Mr.  Pitt  computed  the  profits  on  the 
commerce  of  Great  Britain  at  £12,000,000,  or 
one  and  a  half  millions  less  than  the  expenses 
for  her  navy  the  preceding  year ! 

Sir,  the  expenses  which  are  necessarily  con- 
nected with  a  Naval  Establishment,  constitute 
a  very  serious  objection  to  it.    At  this  time,  the 
annual  expenditures  for  the  British  navy  amount 
to  nearly  £17,000,000,  or  $80,0000,000.    Every 
succeeding  year  brings  with  it  an  increase  of 
expenditures.     This  has  been  the  result  year 
after  year  since  the  commencement  of  the  insti- 
tution.   Our  prospects  will  be  the  more  evident 
when  we  take  a  view  of  the  expenses  which 
have  been  already  incurred  for  the  infantile 
establishment  of  our  country ;  we  shall  be  led 
to  the  same  conclusions.      The  American  navy 
was  commenced  in  the  year  1794,  and  by  the 
end  of  the  year  1811,  the  expenditures  amounted 
to  $27,456,979 — a  sum  much  greater  than  the 
one-half  of  the  public  debt  on  the  1st  of  Janu- 
ary, 1812.     This  would  have  been  much  better 
applied,  had  it  been  placed  with  the  Commis- 
sioners of  the  Sinking  Fund.    I  will  ask  the 
gentleman  from  South  Carolina,  what  has  the 
nation  benefited  for  this  enormous  expenditure  ? 
What  would  have  been  the  amount  expended, 
had  this  engine  been  Herculean,  with  Admirals 
of  the  Bed,  White  and  Blue  squadrons,  with  nu- 
merous dock  and  navy-yards,  placemen,  &c.  ? 
For  we  shall  gradually  advance  to  aU  this,  if 
we  do  not  stop  short  at  this  time.    For  the 
benefits  of  such  appendages,  I  will  refer  you  to 
a  statement  made  to  this  House,  the  last  session, 
concerning   the  navy-yards  belonging  to  the 
United  States ;  especially  to  the  details  of  the 
expenditures  of  that  connected  with  this  city. 
The  document  I  refer  to,  was  laid  before  tlus 
House  on  the  25thFebruary,  1811.    It  will  in- 
form yon,  sir,  that  the  value  of  the  work  done 
from  the  1st  of  January  to  the  31st  of  Decem- 
ber, 1810,  was  $73,947  52.    The  commandant 
confesses,  in  his  returns  made  to  the  Secretary, 
that  this  work,  in  many  instances,  is  rated 
twenty  per  cent,  above  the  prices  paid  in  other 
places.     The  salaries  in  this  same  yard,  for"  the 
same  year,  (1810,)  amounted  to  $95,637  64J^. 
So  that  the  pay  for  the  salaries  and  the  wages 
at  this  navy-yard,  exceeded  the  value  of  the 
articles  manufactured,   even  when  rated  far 
above  the  fair  prices,  in  amount  $21,790  12| ! 
This  establishment  is  under  the  immediate  eye 


of  the  Government ;  we  might  suppose  every 
attention  was  paid  to  economy ;  if  so,  who  will, 
desire  farther  proofs  of  the  aJdvantages  of  a 
navy! 

Sir,  I  further  object  to  a  navy,  because  it  will 
be  the  means  of  exciting  many  wars,  which, 
without  the  establishment,  may  be  honorably 
avoided.  It  is  said,  nations  are  involved  in 
war,  in  proportion  to  the  extent  of  their  navies; 
and  some  assjrrt  (Brougham)  that  a  perpetual 
war  is  one  of  the  two  modes  which  are  neces- 
sary to  support  a  powerful  naval  establishment 
Sir,  a  naval  establishment  wiE  create  a  new 
and  a  dangerous  interest  in  our  country.  Noth- 
ing is  more  common  than  to  be  told,  that 
such  are  the  wishes  of  the  naval  interest  of 
Great  Britain,  and  that  this  or  that  war  must 
be  entered  into  to  gratify  them.  For  my  part, 
sir,  I  shall  be  very  sorry  indeed,  if  ever  the 
period  arrives  in  the  United  States,  when 
any  particular  interest  or  community  shall 
direct  the  Government,  whether  it  be  naval, 
agricultural,  manufacturing,  or  commercial — 
the  general  welfare  should  be  the  sole  great 
ruling  principle  in  the  National  Councils. 

Sir,  I  am  deterred,  when  I  consider  the  fate 
of  all  those  nations  who  at  different  periods 
have  been  famous  for  their  navies.  The  naval 
strength  of  the  Hanseatic  League  was  such, 
two  centuries  past,  as  to  excite  terror  on  the 
part  of  England.  These,  sir,  distant  free  cities, 
are  now  the  appendages  of  mighty  France,  and 
have  no  political  existence.  Who  has  not  heard 
of  the  once  formidable  fleets  of  Venice  and 
Genoa  ?  At  one  time  England  was  indebted  to 
the  latter  for  ofllcers  to  command  her  ships  of 
war — alas !  these  republics  are  now  consigned 
to  oblivion.  Denmark  was  at  one  time  the 
mistress  of  the  ocean;  by  means  of  her  fleets 
she  often  invaded  England,  and  held  her  in  a 
state  of  subjection.  The  Danes  heretofore 
burned  London,  Paris,  and  other  great  cities — 
they  are  now  controlled  by  France,  and  they 
have  had  their  Copenhagen  defeat.  Holland, 
with  her  Van  Tromps,  and  De  Euyters,  occu- 
pied the  British  Channel  at  pleasure;  this 
power  defeated  the  navies  of  England  and 
France.  Where  is  Holland  now?  Incorporated 
as  a  part  of  the  French  empire.  Spain  boasted 
her  invincible  armadas ;  Elizabeth  of  England, 
by  nature  haughty,  proud,  and  ambitious, 
trembled  at  the  very  mention  of  them,  until 
they  were  dispersed  and  destroyed  by  storms 
at  sea ;  Spain  is  now  the  vassal  of  France.  Not 
very  long  since  the  navy  of  France  sailed  tri- 
umphant along  the  British  coast,  looked  into 
Portsmouth  harbor,  and  taunted  British  spirit. 
I  ask  you,  sir,  where  is  the  strength  of  which 
these  nations  formerly  boasted?  All  are  in- 
operative, and  dread  the  gigantic  power  of 
the  British  navy — they  are  in  part  sick  in  dry 
docks,  or  are  blockaded  in  their  ports. 

Mr.  Chairman,  Great  Britain,  though  at  this 
time  triumphant  in  every  sea,  if  she  persists  in 
her  expensive  naval  establishment,  with  her 
present  debt  of  £800,000,000,  which  was  chiefly 
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created  for  her  navy — Great  Britain,  sir,  I  say, 
with  all  this,  must  sink  under  the  heavy  pres- 
sure. She  will  hereafter  derive  very  little  satis- 
faction from  her  brilliant  victories  on  the  1st 
of  June  off  Cape  St.  Vincent,  Oamperdown, 
Aboukir,  and  Trafalgar. 

Shall  I  be  pardoned,  sir,  when  I  fear  our  ves- 
sels will  only  tend  to  swell  the  present  cata- 
logue of  the  British  navy  2  Of  the  1,042  ves- 
sels which  she  possessed  in  July,  1811,  one 
hundred  and  nine  were  captured  from  the 
French,  forty-six  from  the  Danes,  twenty-five 
from  the  Spaniards,  twenty-four  from  the 
^utoh,  and  three  from  the  Italians ;  making  a 
total  of  two  hundred  and  seven  captured  ships, 
or  one-fifth  of  her  whole  navy. 

Small  ships  are  proper  for  the  service  of  the 
United  States — by  their  agency  we  shall  be  able 
to  annoy  the  convoys  of  an  enemy.  The  pri- 
vateers which  were  fitted  out  in  every  port 
dm-ing  our  Revolutionary  war,  destroyed  much 
of  the  British  commerce,  even  in  the  British 
and  Irish  Channels,  whilst  the  frigates  which 
were  buUt  by  the  Government  did  little  or 
nothing — but  two  of  them  remained  at  the  con- 
clusion of  the  contest.  The  enemy  wiU  not 
watch  your  small  vessels;  they  may  enter  all 
your  small  inlets,  where  heavy  vessels  cannot 
venture  to  approach  them ;  and,  at  the  conclu- 
sion of  the  war,  they  may  be  sold  for  the  mer- 
chant service.  I  shall  not  follow  the  gentleman 
in  his  remarks  on  the  bill  before  the  commit- 
tee; I  shall  vote  against  it,  though  it  is  my 
present  intention  to  appropriate  the  sums  re- 
quisite for  the  repairing  and  equipping  our 
present  ships  of  war.  I  will  go  no  further.  I 
tell  you,  sir,  naval  victories  in  the  end  would 
prove  fatal  to  the  United  States ;  the  conse- 
quences which  have  uniformly  followed  in  other 
countries  must  take  place  here.  If  the  United 
States  shall  determine  to  augment  their  navy, 
so  as  to  rival  those  of  Europe,  the  public  debt 
wiU  become  permanent ;  direct  taxes  will  be 
perpetual;  the  paupers  of  the  country  will 
be  increased ;  the  nation  will  be  bankrupt ;  and, 
I  fear,  the  tragedy  will  end  in  a  revolution. 

Mr.  MoKee  rose,  with  deference,  to  perform 
a  duty  which  he  owed  to  his  constituents,  by 
delivering  his  sentiments  on  the  very  important 
subject  before  the  conunittee,  though  he  con- 
fessed himself  very  inadequate  to  do  justice  to 
it.  He  deemed  the  question  of  great  magni- 
tude; as  he  feared,  if  we  were  to  proceed 
to  build  up  a  large  naval  establishment,  it 
would  affect  the  destinies  of  this  nation  to 
the  latest  posterity. 

The  gentleman  from  South  Carolina  has  said, 
that  he  has  great  prejudices  to  encounter.  Mr. 
MoKeb  would  have  thought  that  the  deliberate 
opinion  of  a  majority  of  Congress,  expressed 
upon  more  than  one  occasion,  was  entitled  to  a 
more  respectful  term  than  pr^udices.  Those 
decisions  proceeded  from  the  honest  convictions 
of  some  of  the  best  friends  of  the  country. 

Mr.  MoK.  denied  this  doctrine,  that  "  it  is 
demonstrably  clear  that  this  nation  is  inevitably 


destined  to  be  a  naval  power ;"  and  he  believed 
that,  if  the  attempt  were  made  to  make  it  such, 
it  would  prove  the  destruction  of  our  happy 
constitution.  He  would  proceed  to  show  on 
what  ground  he  supported  the  opinion  that  the 
maintenance  of  a  permanent  naval  establish- 
ment would  prove  ruinous  to  this  country. 
For  this  purpose,  he  should  be  under  the  ne- 
cessity of  submitting  some  calculations  to  the 
House ;  for,  though  he  had  heard  a  course  of 
this  kind  condemned,  as  fit  only  for  the  count- 
ing-house of  the  merchant,  he  considered  it  as 
the  most  conducive  to  correct  legislation.  It  is 
certainly  a  matter  of  just  calculation,  when  we 
are  called  upon  to  establish  a  permanent  navy, 
to  show  that  such  an  institution  would  cost 
more  than  any  advantages  to  be  derived  from  it 
would  compensate. 

[Hero  the  Speaker  went  into  detailed  statements, 
taken  from  the  anthentic  reports  of  the  Navy  Depart- 
ment, showing  the  enormous  expense  of  building  our 
ships,  and  the  enormous  expense  of  repairs ;  the  great 
expense  of  manning  and  equipping  them,  and  the 
pay  of  officers  idle  at  home  while  the  ship  was  rotting 
which  cost  so  much,  and  which,  at  the  time  it  was 
built,  it  was  morally  certain  would  have  nothing  to 
do  until  it  rotted.] 

Mr.  McK.  had  said,  this  nation  was  not  des- 
tined, under  the  present  constitution,  to  be  a 
great  naval  power ;  and  he  maintained  that  the 
statements  which  he  had  exhibited — and  which 
he  believed,  for  the  purposes  of  argument, 
would  be  found  substantially  correct,  when 
tested  by  experience — went  conclusively  to 
show  that  the  expenses  of  the  naval  establish- 
ment of  ten  frigates  and  twelve  seventy-four 
gun  ships,  now  proposed  to  be  built,  could  not 
be  supported  without  permanent  internal  taxes, 
and  a  constant  increase  of  the  public  debt  and 
annual  expenditure.  And  if  the  system  was 
gone  into,  to  the  extent  contemplated  by  the 
gentleman  from  South  Carolina,  (Mr.  OHEVES,)of 
building  forty  frigates  and  twenty-flve  seventy- 
four  gunships,  which  he  admitted  would  be -ne- 
cessary to  relieve  the  naval  establishment  from 
comparative  inefficiency,  the  annual  expenses  of 
the  Government  with  such  a  system  (as  already 
shown)  would  be  more  than  $25,000,000,  which 
would  rapidly  increase  the  public  burdens,  and 
entail  on  this  country  that  fatal  system  which 
has  almost  ruined  the  British  Empire. 

The  gentleman  from  South  Carolina  (Mr. 
Oheves)  takes  it  for  granted  that  our  commerce 
can  be  effectually  protected  by  a  navy ;  and  as- 
suming this  fact,  he  proceeds  to  show  that 
every  portion  of  the  American  people  are 
equally  interested  in  the  building  a  navy,  be- 
cause all  are  more  or  less  interested  in  protect- 
ing commerce. 

But,  the  fact  is,  that  navies  have  never  been 
considered  as  adequate  to  the  complete  protec- 
tion of  commerce.    Look,  said  he,  at  the  situa- 
tion of  the  Old  "World,  in  times,  to  them,  more      » 
prosperous  than  the  present  I    What  is  the  fact  ? 
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Holland,  with  idmost  no  navy,  possessed  an  ex- 
tensive and  profitable  commerce;  and  Spain, 
about  the  same  period,  with  a  large  and  power- 
ful fleet,  had  no  commerce. 

Bnt  the  situation  of  Europe  is,  in  all  respects, 
different  from  ours.  The  Governments  of  Eu- 
rope are  surrounded  by  rival  powers,  who  are 
mostly  engaged  in  war  with  each  other,  while 
we  are  happily  far  removed  from  them  all,  and 
have  no  neighbors  to  annoy  us.  Therefore, 
arguments  drawn  from  the  Old  World  are 
wholly  inapplicable  to  this  coimtry,  because 
their  situation  and  form  of  Government  are  alto- 
gether xmlike  ours.  And  when  we  turn  our  eyes 
from  foreign  Governments  to  our  own,  we  find 
that  no  people  since  Adam  were  ever  more 
prosperous  or  more  happy  than  the  American 
people  have  been  for  the  eight  or  ten  years 
previous  to  the  year  1808.  Private  fortunes 
have' been  accumulated  with  unequalled  ease 
and  rapidity ;  commerce  has  prospered  beyond 
example ;  agriculture  has  floiuished  ;  and  the 
revenue  abundant,  beyond  the  wants  of  the 
Government.  And  did  this  state  of  prosperity 
exist  at  a  time  when  your  commerce  was  pro- 
tected by  vessels  of  war  ?  No ;  but  at  a  time 
when  your  navy  was  out  of  use ;  and  in  propor- 
tion to  the  increase  of  your  naval  expenditure, 
in  the  same  proportion  has  your  commerce  de- 
creased. The  protection  of  commerce  is  the  only 
ostensible  object  for  which  navies  are  created, 
while  power  and  conquest  are  the  main  objects. 
Show  me,  said  Mr.  McK.,  a  nation  possessed  of 
a  large  navy,  and  I  will  show  you  a  nation  al- 
ways at  war.  When  has  England  been  at 
peace  with  aE  the  world,  since  she  became  a 
great  naval  power  ?  Such  instances  in  British 
history  were  so  rare,  and  of  such  short  dura- 
tion, (if  they  existed  at  all,)  that  he  could  not 
answer  the  question ;  and  he  believed  it  would 
be  difficult  for  the  ingenuity  of  the  gentleman 
from  South  Carolina  (Mr.  Chbves)  to  answer 
it.  It  is  true,  that  England,  the  greatest  naval 
power  in  the  world,  is  also  the  most  commer- 
cial ;  and  it  was  not  to  be  doubted  that  her 
commerce  received  aid  from  her  na.vy,  though 
it  owed  its  extent  principally  to  the  industry 
and  consequent  wealth  of  the  nation.  But 
England  has  other  and  far  more  important  ob- 
jects to  effect  by  her  navy  than  that  of  protect- 
ing commerce.  Her  insular  eitnation  renders 
it  necessary  for  her  protection,  and  she  keeps 
it  up  for  the  purposes  of  war  and  dominion. 
England  would  destroy  her  navy  to-morrow,  if 
the  protection  of  commerce  was  her  only  ob- 
ject ;  because  it  cannot  be  denied  that  the  ex- 
pense of  keeping  up  her  navy  exceeds  the 
profits  of  that  commerce  which  it  is  said  to 
protect.  Navies,  therefore,  must  be  considered 
as  instruments  of  power,  rather  than  as  the 
means  of  protectmg  commerce.  They  are  the 
vile  ofifepring  of  those  nations  where  the  power 
and  grandeur  of  the  Government  is  every  thing, 
and  the  people  are  nothing  but  slaves ! 

Mr.  McK.  having  stated  that  a  navy  was  an 
instrument  of  power,  rather  than  a  means  of 


protecting  commerce,  in  order  to  show  that  this 
opinion  was  not  a  mere  vagary  of  his  own  im- 
agination, but  the  deliberate  opinion  of  some  of 
the  wisest  men  of  this  country,  most  solemnly 
pronounced,  he  would  beg  leave  to  read  a  docu- 
ment, which  he  hoped  wonld  have  weight  with 
some  gentlemen  of  the  committee.  It  is  taken 
from  the  celebrated  instructions  of  the  Virginia 
Legislature,  of  1801,  to  their  Senators  in  Con- 
gress, and  is  said  to  have  come  from  the  pen  of 
the  present  Chief  Magistrate  of  the  United 
States ;  and  he  believed  he  could  venture  to  say, 
that  no  Legislature  ever  possessed  more  talents 
than  were  drawn  together  into  the  Virginia  As- 
sembly on  that  occasion.  After  having  noticed 
other  subjects,  in  speaking  of  the  navy,  they  say : 

"  With  respect  to  the  Navy,  it  may  be  proper  to 
remind  yon,  that,  whatever  may  he  the  proposed  ob- 
ject of  its  establishment,  or  whatever  may  be  the 
prospect  of  temporary  advantages  resulting  there- 
from, it  is  demonstrated  by  the  experience  of  all  na- 
tions who  have  ventured  far  into  naval  policy,  that 
such  prospect  is  nltimately  delusive  ;  and  that  a  navy 
has  ever,  in  practice,  been  known  more  as  an  instru- 
ment of  power,  a  source  of  eKpense,  and  an  occasion 
of  collisions  and  wars  with  other  nations,  than  as  an 
instrument  of  defence,  of  economy,  or  of  protection  to 
commerce.  Nor  is  there  any  nation,  in  the  judg- 
ment of  the  General  Assembly,  to  whose  circumstan- 
ces this  remark  is  more  applicable  than  to  the  United 
States." 

These  opinions  may,  now,  however,  be  con- 
sidered as  old-fashioned ;  but  being  himself  an 
old-fashioned  man,  he  confessed  he  was  more 
pleased  with  them  than  with  the  new  political 
doctrines  preached  by  the  gentleman  from  South 
Carolina,  (Mr.  Chkves)  to  the  House  and  the 
nation.  It  might,  however,  possibly  be  the 
fact,  that  he  (Mr.  McK.)  was  wrong,  and  only 
indulged  sncient  pr^vdiceg,  and  the  gentleman 
from  South  Carolina  right ;  and  if  such  were 
the  case,  he  could  only  say,  in  his  own  defence, 
that,  under  the  influence  of  those  old  doctrines, 
the  American  people  had  enjoyed  a  state  of 
prosperity  and  happiness  unparalleled  in  the 
history  of  man — a  state  of  prosperity  which  he 
feared  he  would  never  see  equalled.  He  look- 
ed back  on  those  days  of  happy  prosperity  with 
the  same  feelings  of  mournful  regret  with  which 
he  looked  back  to  the  days  of  his  youth,  fearing 
that  they,  like  the  days  of  his  youth,  would 
never  again  return — especially  if  the  N"avy 
mania  should  prevail. 

Establish  a  navy,  said  Mr.  McK.  and  this 
country  may  bid  farewell  to  peace ;  because  you 
thereby  organize  a  class  of  society  who  are  in- 
terested in  creating  and  keepiug  up  wars  and 
contention.  OfBcers  in  the  Navy  and  Army 
are  mere  cyphers  in  society  in  times  of  peace, 
and  are  only  respectable  in  time  of  war,  when 
wealth  and  fame  may  await  their  exertions. 
They  are,  therefore,  interested  in  keeping  up  a 
state  of  war;  and  being  invested  with  the 
management  of  an  instrument  of  war,  it  is  to  be 
expected  that  it  will  be  used  in  some  degree  to 
answer  their  own  ptirposes  ?    No  man  who  will 
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reflect  for  a  moment,  but  must  be  satisfled  that 
the  disgraceful  and  lawless  conduct  of  the  Brit- 
ish naval  ofiScers  on  our  coast  originated  in  a 
desire  on  their  part  to  bring  on  a  war  with  this 
country,  in  which  they  looked  forward  to  large 
dividends  of  prize  money ;  and  these  acts  were 
contrary  to  the  wish  and  expectation  of  Great 
Britain ;  in  one  instance  the  act  was  disavowed ; 
and  it  may  be  asked  why  were  the  officers  not 
punished  who  acted  contrary  to  the  wishes  of 
the  Government  ?  The  answer  is  obvious ;  be- 
cause the  influence  of  the  Navy  in  England  is  so 
predominant  that  the  Government  are  afraid  to 
touch  the  subject,  and  the  consequence  is,  that 
the  Government  are  compelled  to  bear  the 
odium  of  acts  which  they  disapprove ;  and  the 
same  cause  which  has  produced  this  effect  in 
England,  if  permitted  to  operate,  will  produce 
a  similar  eflfect  in  this  country. 

Our  little  Navy  has  already  contributed  much 
towards  the  irritation  which  exists  between 
this  country  and  England ;  and  under  any  other 
President  than  Mr.  Jefferson,  it  would  have 
brought  on  a  war  in  1807.  And  what  real 
benefit  has  resulted  from  it  to  the  Government  ? 
Has  a  picaroon  or  a  buccaneer  ever  been  chas- 
tised by  them  ?  If  they  have,  he  had  no  recol- 
lection of  the  case ;  he  had  seen  indeed  para- 
graphs in  the  newspapers  mentioning  that  the 
frigate  President,  or  some  one  of  the  vessels, 
had  sailed  from  the  navy-yard  to  Norfolk,  from 
thence  to  New  York,  and  finally  arrived  safe  at 
Boston ;  but  for  what  purpose  he  was  totally 
ignorant,  unless,  indeed,  it  was  to  sail  back 
again,  and  furnish  the  materials  for  a  new  arti- 
cle for  the  newspapers ;  and  for  these  eminent 
services,  the  American  people  have  already  paid 
about  $30,000,000. 


Tttesdat,  January  21. 
Na/Bol  Establishment. 

The  House  again  resolved  itself  into  a  Com- 
mittee of  the  Whole  on  the  bill  concerning  the 
Naval  Establishment. 

Mr.  Johnson  said :  I  db  not  know,  sir,  why  I 
should  regret  the  discussion  of  any  subject  in 
this  place,  when  I  recollect  that  each  member 
is  under  the  same  obligations  of  duty  and  re- 
sponsibility. It  has  been  said  that  no  member 
would  be  thanked  for  his  vote  in  favor  of  this 
bill — and,  fearless  of  censure,  I  shall  oppose 
this  attempt  to  lay  the  foundation,  and  to 
pledge  the  property  of  the  people  for  naval 
systems,  as  ruinous  to  the  finances  of  the  coun' 
try,  as  it  will  be  destructive  to  the  peace  of  the 
nation.  After  every  effort  in  my  power,  I  could 
not  suppress  the  sensation  of  sorrow,  that  Con- 
gress should  be  distracted  with  a  subject  that 
would  justly  excite  alarm  throughout  the  na- 
tion, even  in  the  hours  of  profound  tranquillity. 
I  have  looked  to  the  Treasury  reports,  and  I  see 
a  national  debt  of  about  fifty  millions  of  dollars. 
I  look  to  the  aggressions  of  England,  and  I  find 
we  have  been  driven  to  the  necessity  of  creating 
a  great  and  expensive  military  force  to  avenge 


our  wrongs  and  to  expel  the  enemy  from  her 
North  American  colonies.     I  look  to  the  argu- 
ments of  the  advocates  of  this  pernicious  system, 
and  they  acknowledge  that  we  are  driven  to  the 
brink  of  a  war  that  will  require  loans  and  taxes, 
and  end  in  a  new  debt  of  at  least  fifty  millions 
of  dollars — and  under  these  circumstances,  when 
we  are  upon  the  heels  of  a  second  revolution, 
when  the  people  are  likely  to  be  most  pressed 
for  the  ways  and  means  to  carry  on  the  war 
with  vigor  and  certain  success,  the  ruinous  sys- 
tem of  a  great  navy  is  pressed  upon  us.     Upon 
the  return  of  a  second  peace,  when  the  British 
possessions  shall  be  incorporated  into  the  Union, 
and  our  army  disbanded — when  commerce  shall 
be  restored,  and  a  surplus  of  revenue  in  the 
Treasury — after  meeting  the  demands  of  the 
Government,  with  more  propriety  might  the 
question  be  presented  for  consideration.    I  be- 
lieve, sir,  since    the  political  reformation   in 
1801,  the  question  of  building  a  navy  had  never 
been  before  presented  directly  to  the  considera- 
tion of  Congress.     When  Itr.  Jefferson,  that 
iUnstrions  character,  presided  over  the  destinies 
of  the  United  States,  why  was  not  this  navy- 
building  proposed  ?    Then  we  had  a  revenue  of 
fifteen  millions  of  dollars  annually,  and  a  sur- 
plus in  the  Treasury.     No,  sir,  such  a  system 
had  been  put  down  too  recently — the  struggles 
against  a  navy  in  '98-9  were  not  forgotten.    I 
deny  the  capacity  of  the  United  States  to  main- 
tain a  navy  without  oppression  to  the  great 
mass  of  the  community  in  the  persons  of  tax- 
gatherers  ;  and  if  a  great  navy  could  be  main- 
tained, it  would  be  more  than  useless — ^it  would 
be  dangerous  to  the  peace  and  tranquillity  of  this 
nation.    I  was  in  favor  of  repairing  and  putting 
into  service  the  whole  of  our  naval  force,  con- 
sisting of  one  hundred  and  sixty-two  gunboats 
and  upwards  of  fifteen  frigates  and  smaller  war 
vessels ;  because  this  naval  force,  united  with  our 
fortifications,  would  give  security  to  our  coasts 
and  harbors,  protect  our  coasting  trade,  and 
would  be  important  in  the  present  crisis  to  co- 
operate with  privateers  and  individual  enter- 
prise against  the  commerce  and  plunder  of 
Great  Britain.    But  this  is  not  the  object  of  the 
bill.     It  contemplates  and  embraces  a  navy  to 
protect  our  commerce  in  distant  seas  as  well  as 
at  home,   and  which  cannot  cost    less    than 
twenty  or  thirty  millions  to  accomplish ;  and, 
when  built,  would  entail  upon  the  Government 
of  the  United  States  the  annual  expense  of  fif- 
teen millions  of  dollars,*  equal  to  the  amount  of 
our  whole  revenue  in  the  most  prosperous  years 
of  commerce  under  the  administration  of  Mr. 
Jefferson,  and  double  the  amount  of  onr  present 
financial  income.     It  is  the  system,  as  well  as 
the  expense,  that  I  object  to ;  and  while  I  am 
ready  as  any  man  to  keep  a  small  naval  force, 
to  be  confined  to  the  protection  of  our  maritime 


*  The  annual  expense  of  our  navy  already  (1856)  costs 
fifteen  miUious  of  dollars  per  annum  ;  and  yet  all  that  we 
have  got  is  only  the  beginning— the  mere  commencement,  if 
naval  power  is  intended. 
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frontiers,  as  well  as  I  am  to  keep  up  a  small 
land  force,  to  protect  our  territorial  frontiers, 
I  wUl  not  vote  one  cent  for  a  system  of  naval 
force  -which  is  destined  to  keep  foreign  nations 
in  check  in  distant  seas,  and  destined  to  entail 
upon  this  happy  Government  perpetual  taxes 
and  a  perpetually-increasing  national  debt.  The 
people  will  not  support  such  a  Naval  Establish- 
ment— they  have  the  corrective  in  their  hands ; 
and  build  this  fleet  of  twenty  seventy-fours  and 
forty  frigates,  and  the  people  will  in  their  turn 
put  them  down.  But,  sir,  we  are  told  that  we 
are  a  commercial  people,  and  that  you  cannot  re- 
strain a  spirit  of  enterprise  in  our  citizens  which 
is  limited  only  by  the  polar  snows  to  the  North 
and  the  icy  mountains  to  the  South.  No  person 
has  attempted  to  damp  that  gallant  spirit,  that 
mercantile  enterprise — such  adventurous  voy- 
ages have  been  fostered  and  cherished  by  every 
means  in  the  power  of  the  Government.  But, 
sir,  has  this  unparalleled  enterprise,  this  gallant 
spirit,  been  carried  on  by  a  navy?  Such  a  thing 
has  never  been  thought  of,  which  proves  that 
this  question  of  a  navy  has  no  connection  with 
this  commercial  enterprise ;  and  the  existence 
of  one  without  the  other,  is  positive  proof  of 
the  fact.  But  it  is  also  said,  that  agriculture 
and  commerce  are  twin  sisters,  and  the  learned 
gentleman  from  New  York  (Mr.  Mitohill) 
wUl  not  allow  a  more  distant  connection.  I 
have  no  objection  to  such  a  union,  and  I  did 
expect  that  it  would  have  been  demonstrated 
what  was  the  real  relationship  between  these 
twin  sisters  and  a  permanent  navy ;  whether  it 
is  that  of  cousin-german,  brother  or  husband. 
As  these  subjects  have  not  been  identified,  I 
must  be  permitted  to  say  that  there  is  no  con- 
nection— unless  under  the  disguise  of  protection, 
the  navy  would  be  the  destroyer  both  of  com- 
merce and  agriculture — by  taxes  upon  the  one 
and  constant  war  upon  the  theatre  of  the  other. 
The  advocates  of  a  navy  need  not  expect  to 
cover  the  deformity  and  danger  of  the  system 
by  telling  the  people  they  are  friends,  to  the  pro- 
tection of  commerce — and  that  those  who  oppose 
it  are  ready  to  relinquish  our  rights  upon  the 
ocean.  No,  sir,  this  will  not  do.  They  wiU 
ask  if  our  commerce,  as  great  as  it  has  been, 
was  ever  protected  by  a  navy.  They  will  look 
at  the  expenditure  of  the  public  money — they 
will  see  twenty-nine  mUlions  of  dollars  expend- 
ed upon  our  present  Naval  Establishment ;  and 
though  they  may  not  complain  of  that  prodigal 
waste  of  public  money  upon  so  small  a  naval 
force,  they  wiU  look  to  the  effects  produced  by 
this  power,  and  they  will  refuse  to  augment  it, 
until,  indeed,  the  Peace  Establishment  shall  re- 
quire augmentation.  The  people  will  look  to 
tile  votes  of  this  House,  and  they  will  see  the 
opposers  of  a  navy  willing  at  this  moment  to 
avenge  the  depredation  upon  our  commerce  and 
neutral  rights  by  actual  hostility.  I  am  not 
prepared  to  give  up  our  rights,  whether  upon 
the  ocean  or  upon  land,  whether  commercial  or 
personal ;  but  I  may  differ  in  the  means  of  aveng- 
ing these  wrongs,  and  vindicating  those  rights, 


and  I  shall  ever  differ  from  those  who  wish  a 
navy  to  ride  triumphant  in  distant  seas,  and, 
under  a  pretext  of  protection  to  commerce,  doom 
the  nation  to  galling  burdens  too  intolerable  to 
be  borne.  But  we  are  told,  sir,  that  this  ques- 
tion partakes  of  the  character  of  a  self-evident 
proposition.  Indeed,  sir,  and  in  what  respect  is 
it  entitled  to  this  definition  of  self-evident  ?  Un- 
less, indeed,  from  every  consideration,of  history, 
experience  and  reason,  it  is  evident  that  a  navy 
is  an  engine  o4 power  and  ambition,  calculated 
to  embroil  a  nation  in  quarrels  and  wai's,  and  to 
fix  permanent  wretchedness  upon  the  industrious 
class  of  the  people.  When  we  look  to  the  de- 
legation from  each  State,  we  find  a  difference  in 
sentiment  upon  this  subject,  whether  lying  on 
the  seaboard  or  distant  from  it. 

The  chairman  of  the  Naval  Committee  has 
attempted  to  make  us  believe  that  a  navy  is  the 
anchor  of  our  hopes,  and  I  dare  venture  to  say, 
his  eloquent  colleague  (Mr.  Williams)  will  in 
due  time  denounce  it  as  the  most  abominable 
system — always  employed  in  the  fell  purposes 
of  outrage,  plunder,  war,  and  death.  The  same 
division  of  sentiment  exists  in  Massachusetts  as 
to  this  destructive  and  expensive  establishment. 
And,  sir,  let  me  not  omit  to  mention,  the  senti- 
ments of  the  Eepublicans  of  '98-9  were  not 
only  entitled  to  the  love  and  confidence  of  the 
people,  but  worthy  of  our  imitation.  Nor  will 
I  omit  the  resolutions  of  the  Virginia  Legisla- 
ture in  opposition  to  a  navy,  when  they  re- 
monstrated against  measm-es  which  they  con- 
sidered ruinous  to  the  freedom  of  the  United 
States — nor  is  my  respect  for  those  opinions 
lessened,  although  many  Eepublicans  in  Con- 
gress at  this  time,  and  men  of  talents,  have 
become  great  advocates  for  a  navy,  and  I  will 
put  it  to  the  people  whose  opinions  are  entitled 
to  their  approbation,  whether  a  navy  beyond 
the  peace  establishment  is  ruinous,  or  the  rock 
of  our  safety. 

Leaving  the  division  of  sentiment  in  our 
country,  let  us  advert  to  ancient  and  modem 
history,  and  search  for  examples  upon  this  im- 
portant subject.  And  here,  sir,  I  will  take  this 
position,  and  defy  history  for  an  example,  that 
no  great  naval  power  ever  confined  their  naval 
strength  to  the  legitimate  object  of  protecting 
commerce  in  distant  seas.  I  will  refer  to  Tyre 
and  Sidon,  Crete  and  Rhodes,  to  Athens  and  to 
Carthage.  No  sooner  had  these  nations  ceased 
to  confine  their  naval  strength  to  their  maritime 
defence  at  home,  to  the  protection  of  their  sea- 
coast,  than  they  were  engaged  in  plunder, 
piracy,  depredations  upon  other  nations,  or  in- 
volved in  wars,  which  certainly  accelerated,  if 
it  did  not  produce,  the  downfall  and  destruction 
of  those  governments.  Peace  and  tranquillity 
is  not  the  natural  state  of  a  great  naval  power. 
A  disregard  of  public  law,  sacred  treaties,  and 
bloodshed,  would  suit  it  better ;  and  it  has  been 
and  ever  will  be,  the  consequences  of  such  force. 
These  nations  furnish  another  example  and  in- 
structive lesson  to  the  present  generation — that 
while  thgir  commerce  and  naVy  furnished  a 
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small  part  of  the  people  with  the  luxuries  of 
every  country  at  that  time  known,  the  great 
mass  of  citizens  at  home  were  miserable  and 
oppressed.   Their  rights  neglected,  their  burdens 
increased,  and  their  happiness  destroyed,  while 
their  fleets  and  external  grandeur  carried  aston- 
ishment and  terror  to  distant  nations.     When  a 
nation  puts  forth  her  strength  upon  the  ocean, 
the  interior  of  the  country  will  be  neglected 
and  oppressed  with  contributions.      Aiicient 
history  does  not  furnish  a  solitary  instance  of 
any  permanent  good,  or  long  continuance  of 
peace  arising  from  a  great  naval  supremacy; 
such  overgrown  power,  such  unnatural  strength, 
must  feed  upon  plunder,  at  home  and  abroad. 
When  we  come  to  modern  nations  we  have 
proof  before  us  of  the  positions  I  have  taken. 
We  have  been  told  of  Holland,  as  a  people  ex- 
isting in  a  most  flourishing  state  of  prosperous 
commerce  without  a  navy  to  protect  it,  and  we 
have  been  told  of  Spain  as  a  naval  power  with- 
out commerce  to  protect.    But  leaving  these 
examples,   let  us  look  at  France  and  Great 
Britain;   we  here  have  examples  before  our 
eyes ;  we  need  no  history ;  the  facts  are  before  us. 
Admit  that  Great  Britain,  with  her  thousand 
vessels,  could  protect  her  lawful  commerce,  let 
me  ask,  if  her  navy  has  ever  been  confined  to 
that  object ;  whether  it  is  confined  to  that  object 
at  this  time ;  whether  her  navy  has  not  fattened 
upon  the  spoils  of  Europe,  Asia,  Africa,  and 
America,  and  the  commerce  of  neutral  nations, 
making  war  equally  upon  friends  and  enemies. 
Her  navy,  triumphant  in  every  sea,  is  employed 
in  a  system  of  plunder  against  the  world,  and, 
notwithstanding  this  supremacy,   we  see  her 
citizens  groaning  under  a  national  debt  of  eight 
hundred  millions  of  pounds  sterling,  more  than 
all  the  nations  of  the  universe  could  pay.     We 
see  her  upon  the  precipice  of  bankruptcy — we 
see  her  people,  her  numerous  subjects,  loaded 
vrith  taxes,  that  would  astonish  any  man  who 
did  not  know  the  fact — notwithstanding  this, 
the  public  debt  is  daily  increasing,  and  it  is  now 
acknowledged  by  all  the  world  that  she  is  fight- 
ing for  her  existence — victorious  at  sea  and  safe 
at  home  from  invasion,  and  still  her  very  exist- 
ence is  at  stake.    Sir,  I  never  wish  to  see  the 
liberties  of  my  country  afloat  upon  the  oceati 
and  staked  upon  the  strength  of  a  navy.    Look 
at  France,  separated  from  her  enemy  by  a  nar- 
row channel,  without  vessels  to  meet  the  fleets 
of  England  on  the  water,  and  still  she  is  unable 
to  burn  the  seaport  towns  of  France  or  invade 
the_  French  territories,  or  in  any  way  to  make 
an  impression  upon  her.    Populous  and  power- 
ful upon  land,  nothing  but  the  imperial  despot- 
ism that  exists  throughout  that  vast  empire, 
prevents  the  country  from  being  the  most  en- 
viable residence  upon  the  globe,  except  our  own 
favored  land.    Let  not  the   Congress  of  the 
United  States  therefore   stake  their  existence 
upon  navies,  let  us  not  withdraw  the  protecting 
hand  of  Government  from  the  soil ;  let  us  not 
increase  the  burdens  of  the  people,  and  weigh 
them  down  with  a  public  debt  to  support  exter- 


nal grandeur.  Do  not  by  this  system  destroy 
the  afiections  and  attachments  of  the  solid  and 
honest  part  of  the  community,  who  support  the 
government  of  the  country. 

Sir,  the  report  of  the  Naval  Committee  has 
assumed  principles  as  erroneous  as  they  are  novel 
— that  the  protection  of  maritime  commerce 
was,  above  all  other  objects,  the  flrst  and  the 
greatest  consideration  which  laid  the  founda- 
tion for  the  present  constitution.  There  is  noth' 
ing  to  warrant  such  a  position ;  and  no  reason 
does  exist  why  our  commercial  rights  should 
have  been  better  secured  than  the  other  various 
rights  and  interests  embraced  by  that  charter 
of  our  independence.  In  the  specific  grants  of 
powers,  Congress  has  the  authority  to  regulate 
commerce  with  foreign  nations,  with  the  several 
States,  and  with  the  Indian  tribes ;  not  giving 
preference  in  language  to  foreign  over  State  and 
domestic  commerce.  I  will  admit,  sir,  that  our 
commercial  rights  formed  one  of  the  primary 
considerations — ^not  more  primary  than  the 
rights  of  agriculture  and  manufactures,  nor  the 
rights  of  property,  the  rights  of  persons,  pro- 
tection from  foreign  invasion  and  aggression,  or 
from  internal  foes.  Tlhese  rights  were  equally 
important,  and  not  less  the  considerations  which 
strengthened  the  bonds  of  the  Union.  And  if 
any  consideration  had  a  preference,  it  arose 
from  considerations  of  peace  and  war. 

When  I  look  into  the  preamble  of  the  consti- 
tution, which  to  be  sure  is  no  specific  grant  of 
power,  but  is  an  interpretation  of  the  objects 
of  that  great  charter  of  our  Union,  I  find  it 
was  to  establish  justice,  insure  domestic  tran- 
quillity, provide  for  the  common  defence  and 
general  welfare,  and  to  secure  the  blessings  of 
liberty,  that  the  constitution  was  adopted ;  and 
although  maritime  commerce  has  only  a  co- 
equal right  with  aU  others,  still,  the  greatest 
means  and  resources  of  the  Government  have 
been  directed  to  its  protection.  And  stiU  it 
would  seem,  if  we  do  not  ruin  the  nation  by 
the  establishment  of  a  navy,  we  wish  to  make 
encroachments  upon  commerce,  to  damp  the 
commercial  spirit.  And  this  we  are  told  in  the 
face  of  facts  which  appear  upon  record,  and  in 
the  face  of  every  expensive  war  measure  now 
taken  and  adopted.  Sir,  in  a  colonial  state,  it 
was  a  duty  upon  tea  that  was  the  immediate 
cause  of  a  war,  which  was  bloody  indeed,  and 
continued  upwards  of  seven  years;  a  conflict 
which  has  no  parallel  in  history  as  to  its  be- 
ginning and  termination.  And  at  this  moment, 
violations  of  our  neutral  rights  upon  the  ocean 
is  a  primary  cause  why  we  are  about  to  wage  a 
second  war  with  Great  Britain ;  and  still  we 
are  gravely  told  that  we  are  unwilling  to  pro- 
tect commerce,  and  that  we  are  ready  to  aban- 
don it,  because  we  will  not  vote  away  the  sub- 
stance of  the  people  upon  a  system  of  policy 
which  must  ruin  the  nation  if  not  crushed  in 
its  infancy.  The  constitution  says.  Congress 
shall  have  the  power  to  provide  and  maintain 
a  navy.  And  this  has  been  read.  So  has  it 
authorized  Congress  to  raise  and  support  armies, 
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to  lay  and  collect  taxes,  and  declare  war ;  but 
the  constitution  does  not  fix  the  limit  of  these 
powers,  and  all  are  liable  to  abuse.  And  the 
convention  did  not  suppose  that  any  Congress 
would  so  far  abuse  these  powers  as  to  keep 
either  a  standing  army  in  time  of  peace,  which 
must  endanger  the  liberties  of  the  people,  or  a 
permanent  navy,  that  would  involve  us  in  con- 
tinual wars  with  other  nations,  and  permanent 
taxes  upon  the  people.  A  reasonable  peace 
establishment  to  protect  our  maritime  and  ter- 
ritorial frontier,  consistent  with  strict  economy, 
must  have  been  contemplated ;  and  this  force, 
naval  and  military,  we  have  maintained ;  and 
we  are  as  secure  as  a  nation  can  expect  to 
be  from  savages  or  a  maritime  foe.  There 
would  be  as  much  reason  why  we  should  keep 
in  pay  five  hundred  thousand  regular  troops  in 
time  of  peace,  as  your  twenty  vessels  of  seventy- 
four  guns  and  your  forty  frigates,  in  addition  to 
our  present  naval  force.  In  every  point  of 
view,  therefore,  a  permanent  navy  is  as  injuri- 
ous to  the  country  as  a  standing  army.  One 
will  endanger  your  liberties  by  conquest,  and 
the  other  by  wars  with  foreign  nations. 

But  I  am  asked,  how  will  you  contend  with 
a  maritime  nation,  without  a  navy?  Sir,  that 
question  is  as  easily  answered  as  the  first.  I 
will  ask,  how  we  succeeded  in  the  Eevolutionary 
war  ?  We  were  without  any  security  upon  our 
seacoast,  and  still  we  succeeded.  But  to  be 
more  specific — I  would  grant  letters  of  marque 
and  reprisal,  and  authorize  privateering.  Give 
scope  to  individual  enterprise,  to  destroy  the 
commerce  of  the  enemy — which  can  be  done 
efiectuaUy.  I  would  fortify  our  seaport  towns ; 
station  our  gunboats  and  frigates  along  our 
coast,  to  protect  us  at  home.  And  in  this  way 
I  would  in  war  avenge  the  infractions  of  our 
neutral  rights. 

Mr.  Lowndes. — Mr.  Speaker,  in  one  opinion 
expressed  by  the  honorable  gentleman  last  up, 
(Mr.  Johnson,)  I  can  concur.  The  constitution 
was  not  formed  for  the  exclusive  protection  of 
commerce,  but  for  the  defence  of  all  the  inter- 
ests of  the  United  States.  These  are  to  be  pro- 
tected by  the  whole  force  of  the  nation.  If  he 
had  adhered  throughout  his  speech  to  this 
opinion,  the  question  would  have  been  narrow- 
ed to  the  inquiry,  by  what  means  shall  com- 
merce be  protected  ?  He  has  asserted  the  ade- 
quacy to  this  purpose  of  the  naval  force  which 
we  now  possess.  This  is,  indeed,  a  different 
view  of  the  subject  from  that  which  was  taken 
by  his  honorable  colleague.  "We  were  told  but 
yesterday,  that  the  undivided  exertions  of  the 
United  States  could  not  give  them  a  navy  large 
enough  to  be  useful.  To-day  the  five  frigates 
which  we  have  in  commission  are  thought  suf- 
ficient if  properly  employed,  to  redress  all  our 
injuries.  The  death  of  Pierce  might  have  been 
revenged,  and  the  disgrace  of  the  Chesapeake 
obliterated,  if  these  five  frigates  had  been  sent 
a  cruising.  We  did  not  want  force,  but  spirit 
to  employ  it.  Can  it  be  necessary  gravely  to 
answer  these  assertions  ?    May  I  not  trust  their 


confutation  to  that  general  knowledge  of  the 
subject  which  every  member  of  the  House  pos- 
sesses? Must  we  inquire  what  number  of 
British  vessels  have  been  lately  stationed  near 
our  coast,  or  what  greater  number  it  is  in  the 
power  of  England  to  station  there  ? 

But,  although  the  honorable  gentleman  from 
Kentucky  is  determined  to  defend  commerce 
by  some  method  which  he  will  not  fuUy  dis- 
close, his  arguments  like  those  of  my  honor- 
able friend  from  Pennsylvania,  appeared  design- 
ed to  show  that  commerce  was  not  worth  de- 
fending. After  the  full  discussion  of  this  sub- 
ject, produced  by  the  report  of  the  Committee 
of  Foreign  Eelations,  and  the  debates  at  every 
stage  of  the  bill  for  raising  an  additional  army, 
the  House  might  have  supposed  that  this  question 
was  at  last  dismissed.  I  hope,  however,  to  be 
excused  for  remarking  that  both  these  gentle- 
men have  considered  the  profits  of  commerce 
as  confined  to  the  merchant.  They  have  for- 
gotten that  commerce  implies  a  change  of  com- 
modities, in  which  the  merchant  is  only  an  in- 
termediate agent.  He  derives,  indeed,  a  profit 
from  the  transaction — but  so  must  tlje  seller 
and  the  buyer,  the  grower  and  the  consumer, 
or  they  would  not  engage  in  it.  So  must  all 
those  who  are  supported  by  their  own  industry 
in  commercial  cities — the  clerk,  the  artisan,  the 
common  laborer.  But  my  honorable  friend 
from  Pennsylvania  says  that  Mr.  Pitt  estimated 
the  profits  of  commerce  in  England  at  only 
twelve  millions  for  a  year,  in  which  the  naval 
expense  was  fourteen  or  sixteen  millions.  I 
suppose  this  estimate  to  have  been  made  in  re- 
lation to  the  income  tax,  and  it  obviously  must 
have  referred  only  to  the  profits  of  merchants. 
The  profits  of  merchants  may  be  computed,  but 
no  sober  financier  would  attempt  to  compute 
the  entire  profits  of  commerce.  If  it  be  de- 
sirable to  form,  not,  indeed,  an  estimate,  but 
some  conception  of  its  importance,  let  my 
honorable  friend  compute  the  value  of  New 
York,  where  a  few  square  feet  of  land  are  an 
estate,  and  then  compare  it  with  the  value  of 
the  same  extent  of  ground  for  the  purposes  of 
the  plough.  But,  is  it  in  this  nation,  and  at 
this  time,  that  it  can  be  supposed  that  the  prof- 
its of  commerce  are  confined  to  the  merchant  ? 
Your  trade  was,  a  few  years  ago,  unrestrained 
and  flourishing — did  it  not  enrich  the  most  dis- 
tant pai-ts  of  your  country  ?  It  has  since  been 
plundered  and  confined.  Does  not  the  industry 
of  the  country  languish  ?  Is  not  the  income  of 
every  man  impaired?  If  commerce  were  de- 
stroyed, the  mercantile  class,  indeed,  could  ex- 
ist no  longer ;  but  the  merchant,  the  rich  capi- 
talist, at  least,  would  individually  sufifer  less 
than  any  other  part  of  the  community,  because, 
while  their  property  would  become  unproduc- 
tive, the  value  of  money  would  rise  rather  than 
fall. 

The  value  of  commerce,  then,  has  been 
strangely  misunderstood  by  these  gentlemen, 
who  suppose  that  they  have  calculated  it  so 
very  accurately.     But  whatever  may  be  its 
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value,  you  have  already  determined  to  defend 
it.  Considerations  of  expense  are  not,  indeed, 
to  be  neglected.  We  must  employ,  in  the  pros- 
ecution of  the  war,  the  cheapest  and  most 
efficacious  instruments  of  hostility  which  we 
can  obtain.  But  the  arguments  of  the  honor- 
able gentlemen  on  the  other  side,  are  almost  aU 
of  them  directed  against  the  war  rather  than 
the  navy.  It  would  be  absurd,  say  they,  to 
protect  commerce  by  a  navy,  which  should  cost 
more  than  that  commerce  is  worth.  It  must  yet 
be  more  absurd,  then,  to  protect  it  by  an  army 
which  costs  much  more  than  the  navy.  In  the 
comparison  of  the  expenses  and  of  the  efficiency 
of  an  army  and  navy,  instituted  by  my  colleague, 
there  is  nothing  invidious.  The  army  is 
acknowledged  to  be  necessary.  It  has  had  our 
votes.  But,  from  the  acknowledged  propriety 
of  raising  the  army,  was  fairly  inferred  tie  pro- 
priety of  employing  a  navy,  if  it  should  he 
proved  to  he  less  expensive  in  proportion  to  its 
probable  efficacy.  War,  and  all  its  operations 
and  all  its  instruments,  must  be  expensive.  It 
is  difficult  to  determine  upon  the  expediency  of 
employing  any  of  these  instruments,  except  by 
comparing  it  with  some  other.  To  compute  the 
result  of  this  comparison,  the  honorable  gentle- 
men on  the  other  side  must  show,  not  that  it  is 
more  expensive  to  maintain  a  navy  than  to  be 
without  one — not  that  it  is  more  expensive  to 
go  to  war  than  to  remain  at  peace,  (these  pro- 
positions they,  perhaps,  have  proved,)  but  that 
the  objects  proposed  to  be  attained  by  the  navy 
may  be  better  or  more  cheaply  attained  in  some 
other  way.  My  honorable  friend  from  Pennsyl- 
vania, then,  in  detennining  not  to  foUow  my 
colleague  in  the  investigation  of  the  compara- 
tive expense  of  different  kinds  of  force,  must 
have  determined  to  avoid  the  best,  and,  indeed, 
the  only  method  of  examination  from  which  a 
just  conclusion  could  be  deduced. 

The  honorable  gentleman  from  Kentucky, 
however,  who  spoke  yesterday,  offered  objec- 
tions to  a  navy,  which,  if  they  were  weU  found- 
ed, would  supersede  all  further  reasoning  and 
calculation.  He  opposes  a  navy  now — ^he  will 
oppose  it  for  ever.  It  would  produce  no  pos- 
sible good  and  all  possible  evil.  It  would  in- 
fallibly destroy  the  constitution.  Will  the 
honorable  gentleman  teU  us  why?  how?  He 
sees  the  danger  clearly?  Will  he  explain  it? 
An  ambitious  General  might  corrupt  his  army, 
and  seize  the  Capitol — but  will  an  Admiral  re- 
duce us  to  subjection  by  bringing  his  ships  up 
the  Potomac  ?  The  strongest  recommendation 
of  a  navy  in  free  Governments  has  hitherto 
been  supposed  to  he  that  it  was  capable  of  de- 
fending but  not  of  enslaving  its  country.  The 
honorable  gentleman  has  discovered  that  this  is 
a  vulgar  error.  A  navy  is  really  much  more 
dangerous  than  an  army  to  public  liberty.  He 
voted  for  the  army  and  expressed  no  fears  for 
the  constitution.  But  a  navy  would  infallibly 
terminate  in  aristocracy  and  monarchy.  All 
this  may  be  very  true.  But  are  we  nnreason- 
able  in  expecting,  before  we  give  up  the  old 


opinion,  to  hear  some  argument  in  favor  of  the 
new  one?  The  honorable  gentleman  has  as- 
serted his  propositions  very  distinctly.  We 
complain  only  that  he  has  not  proved  them. 

Yet  there  is  a  view  in  which  this  question  of 
a  navy  is,  indeed,  closely  connected  with  the 
constitution.  That  constitution  was  formed  bj 
the  union  of  independent  States,  that  the 
strength  of  the  whole  might  be  employed  for 
the  protection  of  every  part.  The  States  were 
not  ignorant  of  the  value  of  those  rights  which 
they  surrendered  to  the  General  Government, 
but  they  expected  a  compensation  for  their  re- 
linquishment in  the  increased  power  which 
would  be  employed  for  their  defence.  Suppose 
this  expectation  disappointed — suppose  the 
harbor  of  New  York  blockaded  by  two  seventy- 
fours  ?  The  commerce  of  that  city,  which  ex- 
ists only  by  commerce,  destroyed?  The  pro- 
tection of  the  General  Government  claimed  ? 
Your  whole  navy  could  not  drive  these  English 
seventy-fours  from  their  station.  Would  the 
brave  and  enterprising  people  of  New  York 
consent  to  see  their  capital  emptied  of  its  in- 
habitants, and  their  whole  country  beggared  by 
so  contemptible  a  force  ?  Their  own  exertions 
would  raise  a  fleet  which  would  drive  off  the 
enemy  and  restore  their  city  to  its  owners. 
But,  When  a  single  State  shall  find  herself  able 
to  raise  a  greater  fleet  than  the  General  Gov- 
ernment can  or  will  employ  for  her  defence, 
can  it  be  expected  that  she  shall  consider  that 
Government  as  essential  to  her  safety — as  en- 
titled to  her  obedience  ?  I  repeat  that  the  Fede- 
ral Constitution  was  instituted  by  the  States, 
that  the  strength  of  the  whole  might  be  com- 
bined for  the  protection  of  any  part  which 
should  be  attacked.  But  what  is  the  nature  of 
the  defence  which  one  of  our  large  States  may 
be  supposed  interested  to  obtain  from  the  Gene- 
ral Government  ?  Is  it  a  land  force  ?  We  can 
scarcely  expect  an  attack  on  land,  to  repel 
which  the  militia  of  New  Y'ork  or  Massachusetts 
would  be  unequal.  Were  either  of  these  States 
attacked,  the  General  Government  would  protect 
her  by  ordering  out  her  own  militia.  To  render 
the  Union  permanent,  you  must  render  it  the 
interest  of  all  the  States,  the  large  as  well  as 
the  small,  to  maintain  it ;  you  must  show  them 
that  it  will  provide,  not  an  army  which  they 
can  have  without  it,  but  what  without  it  they 
cannot  have — an  adequate  navy. 

The  honorable  gentleman  who  anticipates  the 
destruction  of  the  constitution,  unless  we  shall 
neglect  one  of  the  great  interests  which  it  was 
intended  to  protect,  considers  the  English 
Orders  in  Council  as  leaving  our  institutions 
firm  and  untouched.  Eegulations,  the  effect  of 
which  is  to  give  to  a  foreign  power  the  com- 
plete disposition  of  the  property  of  a  large  class 
of  onr  people,  are  it  seems  in  their  political  re- 
sult innocent.  Although  every  citizen  who  has 
property  on  the  ocean  become  dependent  on 
the  English  Ministry,  become  their  subject,  our 
liberty  and  independence  are  (we  are  told)  un- 
impaired.   But  let  a  navy  be  raised — let  the 
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Government  which  expects  obedience  provide 
protection,  and  the  constitution  perishes ! 

But  we  have  been  referred  particularly  by 
my  honorable  friend  from  Pennsylvania  to  the 
experience  of  the  world,  as  having  already  de- 
cided the  question  which  we  are  now  discuss- 
ing. It  seems  that  Venice-  and  Genoa,  and 
every  other  naval  power  which  can  he  named, 
have  all  furnished  abundant  proof  of  the  ruin- 
ous effects  which  such  a  force  is  calculated  to 
produce.  Sir,  the  assertion  is  new.  I  do  not 
pretend  to  an  intimate  acquaintance  witii  the 
histories  of  those  nations,  but  I  have  hitherto 
believed  that  the  first  great  shock  which  the 
power  of  Venice  received,  was  given  by  the 
League  of  Cambray — a  league  formed  to  repress 
her  ambition,  not  of  maritime,  but  of  territo- 
rial aggrandizement.  But,  whilst  Venice  has 
lost  her  independence,  after  maintaining  it  for 
five  or  six  centuries,  may  I  ask  my  honorable 
friend  whether  the  States  of  Italy,  which  were 
never  oppressed  by  fleets,  had  enjoyed  a  longer 
term  of  prosperity  and  freedom  ?  As  to  Genoa 
— ^her  naval  power,  her  independence  and  glory, 
rose  and  sunk  with  the  same  man — Do'ria.  But 
Holland,  says  the  gentleman  from  Kentucky, 
affords  an  example  of  a  nation,  whose  com- 
merce flourished  greatly  before  it  had  a  navy, 
and  decayed  whUe  her  navy  continued  power- 
ful. If  there  ever  were  a  people,  whose  naval 
power  has  been  employed  to  protect  and  al- 
most to  create  their  commerce,  it  is  the  Dutch. 
They  fought  their  way  at  the  same  time  to 
trade  in  the  East  Indies  and  America,  and  to 
national  independeoce  in  Europe.  The  decay 
of  their  trade  is  to  be  attributed  to  the  develop- 
ment of  the  resources  of  other  nations ;  to  the 
navigation  act  of  England;  and  the  similar 
measures  adopted  by  other  powers.  As  to 
France — the  period  of  her  greatest  financial 
prosperity  probably  coincided  with  that  of  her 
greatest  naval  power;  both  were  due  to  the 
administration  of  Colbert.  But  the  evils  of 
a  navy  (gentlemen  teU  us)  haye  been  con- 
centrated in  the  case  of  England.  With  all 
her  fleets  she  is  destined  soon  to  lose  her  inde- 
pendence. The  expense  of  those  fleets  has 
crushed  the  industry  of  her  subjects,  and  must 
soon  reduce  her  to  national  bankruptcy.  Let 
us  suppose  that  these  gentlemen,  who  have  been 
so  much  mistaken  in  regard  to  the  past,  may  be 
more  accurate  in  their  narrative  of  the  future. 
StiU  England  will  have  owed  to  her  fleets  her 
redemption  from  invasion  for  ages  past.  While 
every  other  considerable  nation  of  Europe  has 
been  bankrupt  over  and  over  again,  she  is  not 
yet  banlirupt.  WhUe  nearly  every  other  Gov- 
ernment of  Europe  has  been  overset,  hers  yet 
rides  out  the  storm.  Should  England  fall  to- 
morrow, it  should  seem  impossible  to  deny  that 
her  navy  will  have  prolonged  her  independence 
for  at  least  two  centuries. 

My  honorable  colleague  has  calculated  the 
expense  of  building  and  maintaining  a  navy  of 
12  ships-of-the-line  and  20  frigates,  and  has  ex- 
plained the  principles  on  which  his  calculations 


have  been  founded.  The  estimate  of  the  gen- 
tleman from  Peimsylvania  can  hardly  be  con- 
sidered, after  the  error  which  has  been  remark- 
ed, as  impugning  those  calculations.  I  have 
not  myself  attempted  to  estimate  the  probable 
expense  of  maintaining  12  ships-of-the-line  and 
20  frigates  with  any  precision,  but  I  cannot 
doubt  the  fairness  of  the  rule  which  deduces  it 
from  the  expense  of  such  a  force  to  England. 
This  is  the  rule  which  I  understood  my  col- 
league to  hai!^  employed.  It  has  not  been  dis- 
puted in  debate ;  it  has  been  in  conversation. 
Many  gentlemen  have  objected  to  an  estimate 
of  the  expenses  of  a  navy  during  war,  in  which 
(as  they  suppose)  no  aUowance  is  made  for  the 
peculiar  expenses  which  war  involves.  To 
have  all  our  ships  safe  at  the  end  of  the  con- 
test is  observed  to  be  rather  a  sanguine  expec- 
tation. But  if  the  rate  of  expense  in  the  esti- 
mate of  my  colleague  were  deduced  from  the 
rate  of  English  expense  during  war,  these  ob- 
jections must  be  altogether  groundless.  Now, 
it  was  deduced  from  the  expense  which  is 
found  sufficient  to  maintain  the  English  Navy 
in  a  state  of  unimpaired  strength  during  war. 
The  English  expense,  from  which  it  was  in- 
ferred, included  the  charge  of  docks  and  navy- 
yards,  of  the  repair  of  old  ships  and  of  the 
building  of  new  ones.  It  included  pensions  to 
their  officers,  and  even  the  support  of  the  pris- 
oners taken  from  their  enemies.  I  have  on  my 
table  a  detailed  account  of  the  English  naval 
expenditure  for  a  year  of  the  last  war.  The 
whole  amount  was  about  twelve  millions  and  a 
half,  and  of  this  sum  fuUy  four  millions  and  a 
half  were  applied  to  what  may  be  considered 
the  contingent  expenses  of  the  navy.  Now,  is 
there  any  reason  to  suppose  that  the  contin- 
gent expenses  of  our  navy  would  be  greater  in 
proportion  to  its  force  than  this  ?  And  if  not 
greater,  has  not  an  allowance  been  made  for 
the  capture  of  some  of  our  ships,  or,  in  other 
words,  for  the  building  of  new  ones  ?  It  is 
true,  that  from  the  superiority  of  English 
sailors  to  their  present  enemies,  England  loses 
httle  by  capture,  and,  it  may  be  supposed,  that 
from  the  greater  frequency  and  severity  of  our 
conflicts  when  we  shall  be  engaged  in  war 
against  her,  our  contingent  expenses  may  be 
greater  in  proportion  to  the  number  of  our 
ships  then  hers.  But  there  are  many  expenses 
to  which  she  is  necessarily  subject,  from  which 
we  shall  be  exempt.  I  will  instance  that  re- 
sulting from  blockading  squadrons,  and  that 
from  repairs  in  colonial  and  foreign  ports. 
These  can  appear  inconsiderable  to  no  man  who 
has  given  his  attention  in  any  degree  to  the 
subject.  Naval  men  I  believe  would  not  con- 
tradict me,  if  I  were  to  state  the  expense  of  a 
ship  employed  in  a  strict  blockade,  and  parti- 
cularly during  the  winter  months,  as  fully 
double  that  of  a  ship  engaged  in  ordinary  ser- 
vice. In  fact,  England  finds  the  expense  too 
great  for  her  finances,  and  has  been  obliged,  in 
some  measure,  to  give  up  the  practice.  The 
other  article  of  expenditure  to  which  I  have 
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referred,  I  shall  not  attempt  to  estimate  with 
any  precision.  It  must,  however,  be  obvious 
to  every  man,  that  the  ships  of  war  of  England 
must  frequently  be  repaired  and  refitted  in  dis- 
tant countries.  In  these  the  most  scrupulous 
fidelity  and  economy  on  the  part  of  her  officers 
cannot  prevent  the  expense  from  being  fre- 
quently extravagant.  The  most  salutary  regu- 
lations and  most  provident  instructions  on  the 
part  of  the  Administration  at  home  cannot  pre- 
vent her  ofiScers  from  being  sometimes  careless 
and  fraudulent.  I  recollect  an  instance  of  the 
enoiTQOus  expense  involved  in  the  distant  ser- 
vices required  fi'om  the  British  Navy,  which  I 
cannot  pretend  to  state  with  accuracy,  but  in 
which  I  hope  not  to  be  substantially  wrong. 
Sir  Home  Popham  (a  distinguished  officer  in 
the  English  Navy)  had  under  his  command  in 
the  last  war  two  or  three  frigates  in  the  East 
Indies.  They  had  left  England  in  good  condi- 
tion, and  their  repairs  for  two  or  three  years, 
and  the  supply  of  the  difierent  articles  of  equip- 
ment which  they  occasionally  required,  exceed- 
ed, I  believe,  the  prime  cost  of  the  vessels 
themselves.  These  two  items  of  expenditure, 
blockading  squadrons,  and  repairs  in  distant 
countries,  (to  neither  of  which  an  American 
Navy  would  be  liable,)  will  be  acknowledged, 
I  think,  to  justify  the  conclusion,  that  the  con- 
tingent expenses  of  the  English  Navy  must  be 
as  great  in  proportion  to  its  force  as  ours  would 
be  in  war — and  therefore  that  the  rule  em- 
ployed in  the  calculations  of  my  colleague  was 
correct. 

But  our  resources  for  the  equipment  of  a 
navy  appear  to  the  honorable  gentlemen  on  the 
other  side,  as  deficient  in  respect  to  men  and 
money.  Sailors  in  this  country  cannot  be  ob- 
tained in  sufficient  numbers  without  impress- 
ment. It  is  not  necessary,  sir,  to  inquire 
whether  for  the  defence  of  their  peculiar  rights 
the  services  of  a  marine  militia  may  not  be  re- 
quired. There  is  no  reason  to  doubt  our  being 
able  to  procure  the  voluntary  services  of  our 
seamen.  If  we  shall  at  any  time  be  engaged  in 
a  war  (like  that  with  France  in  1798)  which  shall 
leave  the  greater  part  of  our  trade  unaffected, 
the  wages  of  sailors  will,  indeed,  be  high,  but 
the  number  required  will  be  small  and  the  Gov- 
ernment can  afford  high  wages.  In  a  war  of  a 
different  character — agaiust  a  nation  powerful 
at  sea — your  sailors  will  be  thrown  out  of  em- 
ployment and  their  wages  will  be  necessarily 
low.  But  gentlemen  object  to  this  reasoning 
on  the  supposition  that  in  such  a  case  our 
sailors  would  all  engage  in  privateers.  The 
notion  that  in  any  war  there  will  be  a  demand 
in  this  country  for  more  than  thirty  thousand 
Failors  for  privateers  is  surely  an  extravagant 
one.  _  But  it  has  been  shown  by  my  colleague 
that  in  a  war  which  should  diminish  our  trade 
by  one-half,  (and  a  war  requiring  any  great 
naval  exertion  would  necessarily  do  this,) 
thirty  or  forty  thousand  seamen  may  be  em- 
ployed in  privateers,  and  a  sufficient  number 
would  remain  for  your  public  ships.    But  are 


not  your  privateers  as  much  a  part  of  the  na- 
val force  of  the  nation  as  your  ships  of  war  ? 
It  has  been  said,  indeed,  that  they  are  the  more 
useful  part.  Now,  if  the  Government  should 
believe  (what  neither  sober  reflection  nor  the 
experience  of  other  nations  can  permit  it  to 
doubt)  that  this  part  of  your  force  cannot  be  in 
any  great  degree  serviceable  unless  supported 
by  a  fleet — then  surely  a  limitation  to  its  ex- 
tent, which  would  be  necessary  even  to  the  in- 
terest of  its  owners,  cannot  fairly  be  objected 
to.  The  law  just  passed  for  raising  twenty-five 
thousand  men,  provides,  I  think,  for  only  one 
regiment  of  cavalry.  Now,  it  is  very  possible 
that  a  much  larger  proportion  of  the  twenty- 
five  thousand  men  that  can  be  accommodated 
in  this  regiment,  may  choose  to  go  to  Canada 
on  horseback.  They  must  be  disappointed,  and 
either  not  go  into  the  army  at  all,  or  go  into 
the  service  which  they  least  desire.  No  man 
has  hitherto  denounced  the  act  as  on  this  ac- 
count tyrannical  and  oppressive.  Yet  this  case 
seems  to  me  a  true  parallel  to  the  other.  In 
the  naval,  as  in  the  military  service,  the  in- 
terest of  the  country  requires  the  employment 
of  different  sorts  of  force ;  and  the  object  may 
be  attained  with  equal  fairness  in  both  services 
by  limiting  the  amount  of  the  favorite  force. 

Mr.  Law  said :  Being  in  favor  of  the  bill  now 
under  consideration,  I  beg  leave  to  express  my 
sentiments,  and  state  the  reasons  in  support  of 
my  opinion ;  and  the  only  pledge  I  shall  offer 
to  the  House,  for  their  attention,  is,  that  I  shall 
not  occupy  much  of  their  time. 

This  bill,  sir,  embraces  two  objects — one  re- 
lates to  the  repairs  and  equipment  of  the  ships 
of  the  United  States  now  out  of  service — the 
other  contemplates  the  building  of  ten  addi- 
tional frigates,  and  laying  the  foundation  of  a 
new  Naval  Establishment.  The  view  which  I 
entertain  of  this  subject,  does  not  arise  from  its 
connection  with  that  system  which  grows  out  of 
what  is  called  the  present  crisis,  or  putting  the 
nation  in  armor  for  war,  as  reported  by  the 
Committee  of  Foreign  Relations ;  hut  from  a 
conviction,  that,  as  an  abstract  question  or 
matter  of  general  policy,  I  deem  it  for  the  in- 
terest and  security  of  the  United  States,  to  be- 
gin the  establishment  of  a  Navy,  to  be  per- 
petuated and  extended  hereafter — and,  because 
I  believe  it  may  be  accomplished,  to  the  extent 
at  present  proposed,  from  the  ordinary  means 
we  ought  to  possess,  without  adding  any  new 
burdens  on  the  citizens.  In  order  to  decide 
whether  it  is  for  the  interest  of  the  United 
States  we  must  examine  and  see  how  it  is  con- 
nected with  the  great  and  essential  interest  of 
the  country.  The  basis  of  our  national  wealth 
is  agriculture ;  the  real  substance  of  the  nation 
is  drawn  from  the  earth.  This  arises  from  the 
great  and  extensive  territory  which  we  possess, 
thinly  settled,  low  in  price,  of  an  excellent  soil, 
capable,  from  its  fertility  and  variety  of  climes,  of 
affording  produce  of  every  kind,  in  the  greatest 
abundance.  The  surplus  of  all  is  wanted  in 
other  countries,  where  nature  has  been  less 
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bountiful ;  and  it  must  be  a  great  while  before 
the  labor  of  our  citizens  can  be  diverted  exten- 
sively into  other  channels — ^I  mean  manufac- 
tures. This  is  a  condition  in  which  we  ought 
to  rejoice  for  the  causes,  which  bind  us  in  this 
necessity,  are  those  which  tend  to  preserve  the 
morals,  the  happiness,  and  the  independence  of 
the  nation.  And  until  our  lands  are  taken  up, 
and  population  becomes  redundant,  the  basis  of 
our  national  wealth  must  be  the  farming  in- 
terest. But,  sir,  in  a  country  so  blessed  by  na- 
ture ;  where  the  inhabitants  have  the  greatest 
stimulus  to  industry,  the  fruits  of  their  labor 
secured  by  just  and  equal  laws ;  where  the 
property  cannot  be  taken  from  the  owner  with- 
out his  consent,  there  will  be  a  vast  surplus, 
beyond  what  the  consumption  of  the  country 
requires.  Hence,  commerce  springs  up  as  the 
daughter  and  handmaid  of  agriculture.  With- 
out commerce,  agriculture  would  languish. 
With  it,  wealth  is  consolidated,  and  industry 
promoted.  It  dififuses  its  benign  influence,  dis- 
coverable in  the  splendid  and  delightfiil  im- 
provements, which  rejoice  the  eye  of  the  trav- 
eller, throughout  the  country.  And  it  is  as  un- 
natural for  the  farming  interest  to  oppress  the 
commercial,  as  it  is  for  the  parent  to  abandon 
its  offepring.  They  mutually  cherish  and  sup- 
port each  other;  and,  by  natural  sympathy, 
must  be  affected  by  the  checks  and  disorders 
which  each  may  receive.  But  commerce  must 
be  protected.  It  cannot  protect  itself  against 
force.  Being  carried  on  abroad  on  the  ocean, 
(for  I  am  speaking  of  foreign  commerce,)  it  is 
subject  to  annoyance,  interruption,  and  hazard. 
We  must  pass  the  common  highway  of  nations 
to  get  to  a  market ;  and  in  this  route,  the  weak 
and  defenceless  must,  and  always  will  be  the 
sport  and  prey  of  the  strong  and  violent,  whom 
they  meet  in  the  way.  From  the  wretched 
state  of  those  nations  with  whom  we  have  in- 
tercourse, we,  from  weakness,  must  fall  victims 
to  their  violence.  This  is  an  evil  which  we 
shall  always  experience  as  a  neutral,  coming  in 
collision  with  belligerents.  Shall  we  then 
abandon  commerce,  or  shall  we  strive  to  sup- 
port it  ?  It  will  be  for  the  interest  of  the  coun- 
try to  support  it,  if  possible ;  for  if  we  abandon 
it,  the  evil  will  recoil  on  the  agricultural  part, 
who,  no  longer  than  foreign  commerce  is  sup- 
ported, can  find  a  vent  for  their  surplus ;  and 
without  a  vent  for  the  surplus,  a  bare  com- 
petency might  be  endangered.  Internal  com- 
merce would  always  faU,  for  that,  being  but 
a  stream  from  foreign  commerce,  must  dry 
when  the  fountain  from  whence  it  issues  faUs. 
Enterprise  ceases,  and  languor  and  poverty 
ensue.  It  is  then  for  the  interest  of  the  nation 
to  cherish  commerce.  But  how  can  this  be 
done  ?  Will  a  navy  have  this  effect?  I  think 
it  will.  Indeed,  if  the  little  navy  which  was 
commenced  some  years  ago,  had  been  supported 
and  increased  as  it  might  have  been  without 
any  difficulty,  we  might,  and  in  all  probability 
should,  have  avoided  our  present  calamities. 
We  are  now  the  defenceless  prey  of  both  France 


and  England ;  deprived  of  the  common  rights 
of  nations  and  citizens  of  the  world.  Will  it 
then  be  asked,  shall  we  not  go  to  war  and  fight 
our  way?  I  have  already  recorded  my  nega- 
tive on  the  seversd  questions  preparatory  to 
that  step,  and  I  am  decidedly  against  going  to 
war.  We  have  not  the  means  necessary,  and 
unsuccessful  resistance  wUl  only  make  our  con- 
dition worse.  I  verily  believe,  if  this  nation 
had  fostered  our  infant  navy,  from  the  time  it 
was  commenaed,  and  had  not,  by  a  strange  in- 
fatuation, abandoned  and  neglected  it,  it  would 
now  have  been  too  important  to  be  despised, 
by  either  France  or  England.  Onr  prosperity 
would  have  continued.  Our  strength  would 
have  been  dreaded,  and  our  friendship  courted 
by  both  nations.  While  they  have  been  con- 
tending for  the  mastery,  we,  with  such  naval 
force  as  we  ought  to  have  had,  and  a  strict 
course  of  neutrality,  might  have  pursued  a  law- 
ful and  gainful  trade.  We  might  have  had  a 
perpetual  revenue  of  sixteen  millions,  instead  of 
the  pittance  now  received  at  the  Treasury.  I  be- 
lieve, that  with  the  navy  we  might  have  had,  and 
a  correct  strict  neutral  course,  there  would  have 
been  neither  Berlin  and  Milan  Decrees,  nor  Or- 
ders in  Council,  to  annoy  our  lawful  commerce. 
.  Mr.  Roberts  observed,  that  there  appeared 
to  be  a  disposition  in  the  committee  to  take  the 
question  on  the  filling  the  blank  in  the  first  sec- 
tion without  further  debate.  As  he  could  not 
vote  for  appropriating  $480,000  for  the  repair 
of  the  vessels  of  war  unfit  for  service,  it  would 
perhaps  be  the  most  proper  time  to  submit  his 
opinions.  I  have  not,  Mr.  Chairman,  said  he 
been  a  listless  hearer  of  the  very  ingenious  ar- 
guments advanced  by  gentlemen  in  favor  of  the 
report.  He  had,  however,  been  so  unfortunate 
as  to  be  more  confirmed  in  his  inclination  to 
vote  against  the  bill,  firom  attentively  weighing 
these  arguments.  The  select  committee  in  their 
report  (for  they  had  reported  specially  as  well 
as  by  bill)  have  said,  with  oracular  confidence, 
that  this  country  is  inevitably  destined  to  be- 
come a  naval  power.  He  had  not,  with  them, 
become  a  fatalist.  Though  he  was  disposed  to 
claim  a  high  destiny  for  his  country,  he  did  not 
believe  that  destiny  was  yet  immutably  fixed. 
He,  howevej,  beheved  the  question  now  to  be 
decided  must  have  an  influence  on  that  destiny, 
that  might  at  an  early  day,  if  decided  affirma- 
tively, obliterate  our  happy  civil  institutions ; 
if  negatively,  preserve  them  long  the  best  bless- 
ings of  posterity.  Gentlemen  who  have  ad- 
vocated a  naval  establishment,  have  chosen  to 
consider  this  biU  and  report  as  the  ftirtherance 
of  a  system  already  in  existence,  and  that,  how- 
ever short  of  their  wishes  the  committee  may  be 
disposed  to  go,  they  stand  prepared  to  view 
whatever  might  be  done  to  augment  the  naval 
force  as  an  evidence  of  assent  to  their  system, 
Mr.  E.  said  at  one  time  he  had  inclined  to  vote 
for  the  appropriation  of  a  sum  to  equip  such  of 
the  vessels  now  out  of  service  as  might  be  found 
worthy  of  refittal.  But  on  discovering  it  would 
be  considered  as  an  acknowledgment  that  a 
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navy  was  proper  in  the  sense  it  had  been 
brought  into  view  by  the  committee,  and  doubt- 
ing, on  better  consideration,  whether  there  was 
not  great  likelihood  the  money  would  be  worse 
applied  in  repairing  old,  than  in  building  new 
vessels,  and  feeling  a  conviction  that  if  these 
vessels  should  be  deemed  worthy  of  repair,  they 
could  not  be  brought  into  action  in  that  exigence 
of  war  when  they  could  be  useful,  as  in  that 
case  land  defence  must  be  resorted  to,  and  the 
consequent  expense  incurred,  he  should  feel  it 
his  duty  to  vote  against  this  appropriation. 

It  has  been  observed  that  the  constitution 
has  invested  Congress  with  power  to  regulate 
commerce,  to  provide  and  maintain  a  navy,  &c. 
There  is  nothing,  said  Mr.  E.,  imperative  in  this. 
It  was  necessary  in  a  general  grant  of  powers 
to  insert  many  items  to  be  left  to  the  sound  dis- 
cretion of  Congress,  to  use  or  not  to  use.    Soon 
after  the  Government  came  into  operation,  it 
became  a  favorite  object  with  one  set  of  poli- 
ticians to  form  a  navy.     On  the  occasion  of  our 
commerce  being  depredated  upon  by  the  Bar- 
bary  corsairs,  the  question  first  came  up.    It 
became  a  matter  of  deliberation  whether  a  peace 
should  be  purchased  of  them  with  money  and 
presents ;  whether  some  European  power  should 
be  subsidized  to  keep  a  few  frigates  on  that 
station,  or  whether  a  naval  force  should  be 
equipped  for  the  purpose  (as  alleged)  of  enabUng 
the  President  to  negotiate  to  better  effect.     The 
party  with  whom  I  have  always  found  it  my 
duty  to  act,  said  Mr.  E.,  opposed,  on  that  oc- 
casion,  the  commencement  of  a  navy  system, 
when  it  was  invited  under   circumstances  so 
specious.    They  were,  however,  in  the  minority. 
The  ships  of  war  were  voted — with  what  effect 
on  the  Algerines,  he  did  not  stop  to  inquire.   If 
this  opposition  to  the  commencement  of  a  Kaval 
Establishment  was  wrong  in  the  minority,  their 
successors  ought  not  to  foUow  them ;  but  if  it 
should  be  found  that  they  were  right,   the 
ground  ought  never  to  be  quitted.     The  ques- 
tion of  increasing  the  navy  was  again  discussed 
in  the  celebrated  times  of  '98-9.    The  collisions 
with  France  had  raised  the  war  fever  very  high. 
A  navy  was  vociferously  contended  for  as  the 
most  efficient  means  of  defence.      It  was  when 
things  were  in  this  state,  that  the  President,  in 
his  reply  to  the  Marine  Society  of  Boston,  who 
had  with  much  fervor  tendered  him  their  ap- 
probation of  his  measures,  hoped  to  see  the 
wooden  walls  of  America  considered  as  her 
best  defence.     Because  Athens,  when  she  was 
invaded  by  the  hosts  of  Xerxes,  had  chosen  to 
interpret  the  oracle  that  promised  her  safety  in 
wooden  walls,  rationally,  America  must  take 
the  same  course,  however  dissimilarly  situated. 
The  people  of  Attica,  inhabiting  a  circumscrib- 
ed territory,  found  safety  in  their  fleet,  and  they 
could  have  found  it  nowhere  else.      But  such 
cannot  be  the  case  with  America.      Even  the 
hosts  of  Xerxes  could  not  make  it  necessary  for 
the  American  people  to  quit  their  territory — 
the  figure  would  not  hold.      On  this  occasion, 
too,  the  Republican  party  consistently  opposed 


a  navy;  strange  blindness  and  obstinacy,  if 
they  were  not  sustained  by  reason  as  well  as 
principle.  On  this  occasion,  the  supporters  of 
a  navy  system  were  a  majority  in  council.  Eor 
a  moment  they  succeeded  with  their  measures. 
But  the  public  councils  were  soon  filled  by  the 
people  with  men  of  other  minds,  and  the  ques- 
tion was  put  to  rest. 

Gentlemen  have  considered  this  subject  on  its 
general  principles  and  remote  consequences.  In 
this  point  of  view,  said  Mr.  E.,  it  presents  a 
wide  field  for  reflection.     The  Chairman  (Mr. 
Cheves)  has  complained  he  has  had  to  meet 
this  subject  encumbered  with  much  error  and 
many  prejudices ;  among  which  is  the  idea  that 
a  naval  system  is  prejudicial  to  civil  liberty. 
The  opposers  of  a  navy,  with  an  air  of  no  small 
triumph,  are  called  upon  to  show  how  a  system 
of  maritime  power  would  endanger  the  freedom 
of  our  country.    It  has  been  said,  a  military 
chieftain,  by  an  easy  transition,  may  become  a 
civil  ruler,  and  that  the  commander  of  an  army 
has  often  become  a  despot,  whUe  no  such  event 
could    happen   from  a  naval   commander,  aa 
such  an  office  gave  no  power  on  terrafirma.  If 
we  look  a  little  deeper  into  the  subject,  we  shall 
find  we  have  as  much  to  fear,  and  even  more, 
from  a  naval  than  a  military  power.      The  lat- 
ter can  only  be  kept  in  time  of  war,  and  for 
comparatively  but  short  periods ;  at  a  time  too, 
when  the  public  spirit  is  awakened  and  ready 
to  oppose  encroachment     The  chair  of  rule  may 
possibly  be  gained  by  a  military  chief;  but  an 
attempt  on  the  public  liberty  has  a  much  greater 
chance  to  faU.    Evils  of  this  sort  can  only  take 
place  on  very  rare  contingency ;  but  the  ruin  of 
the  pnbhc  liberty  can  hardly  fail  to  be  a  conse- 
quence of  the  establishment  of  a  naval  power. 
History  proves  to  us  that  maritime  power  has 
always  excited  national  ambition  to  a  spirit  of 
conquest  and  plunder.      A  naval  power  will 
seek  colonies  and  ports  in  distant  places.      The 
chance,  nay,  the  certainty,  of  collisions  with 
other  nations,  is  multiplied,  and  a  corruption  of 
morals  is  produced,  that  cannot  fail  to  make 
the  first  Government  on  earth  a  tyranny,  by  a 
course  of  events  that  the  patriot  can  neither 
prevent  nor  divert  to  other  consequences.      A 
short  time  after  Athens  had  found  safety  in  her 
wooden  walls,  one  of  her  stateanen  proposed 
she  should  burn  the  fleets  of  her  neighbors, 
that  she  might  thereby  be  rendered  mistress  of 
Greece.      This  project  the  virtue  of  the  people 
resisted ;  but  that  virtue  soon  gave  way  in  the 
expedition  to  the  Cyclades,  where  her  navy 
committed  acts  of  violence  that  must  indelibly 
fix  the  stain  of  the  blackest  perfldy  and  cruelty 
on  the  Athenian  character.      What  could  be  a 
more  unprovoked  act  of  aggression  than  her 
crusade  against  Syracuse,  a  crime  that  visited 
her  with  a  declension  of  power  from  which  she 
never  recovered  ?    For  a  nation  to  believe  her 
destinies  fixed,  is  in  a  great  measure  to  fix  them. 
Nothing,  perhaps,  contributed  more  to  make 
Eonie  the  mistress  of  the  world,  than  the  oracles 
that  promised  it.     Her  heroes  and  statesmen 
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were  stimulated  thereby  to  fnlfll  her  destiny. 
The  maritime  supremacy  of  Britain  is,  perhaps, 
owing  as  much  to  the  belief  that  she  is  the 
destined  Queen  of  the  waters,  as  to  any  other 
cause.  Though  such  operations  be  calculated 
to  bring  about  astonishing  effects,  how  unfortu- 
nate is  it  when  a  nation's  eyes  are  thus  directed 
to  improper  attainments — it  becomes  a  source 
of  incalculable  evil.  Athens  and  Rome  were 
the  victims  of  such  a  policy,  as  Britain  is  at 
this  time.  I  fervently  hope,  said  Mr.  E.,  for  a 
better  destiny  for  our  beloved  country.  Eome 
and  Carthage  were  both  great  maritime  powers ; 
it  was  not  in  Lybia  and  Italy  they  begun  to  con- 
tend for  superiority,  but  in  Sicily  and  Iberia. 
The  conflicts  thence  arising  brought  terror  to 
the  gates  of  Rome,  and  laid  Cartlmge  in  ashes. 
The  abuse  of  maritime  power  in  both  those 
States  changed  the  free  features  of  the  govern- 
ment, and  left  a  dreary  despotism  in  their  stead. 
A  naval  victory  secured  to  the  second  Osesar 
the  rule  of  the  mistress  of  the  world.  In  later 
times,  we  have  been  told,  said  Mr.  E.,  the  de- 
clension of  maritime  States  has  been  due  to 
other  causes  than  their  Naval  Establishments. 
In  some  instances  it  may  have  been  so.  When 
the  strength  and  power  of  a  State  has  arisen 
entirely  from  the  profits  of  commerce,  when 
that  commerce  has  taken  another  course,  the 
transitory  splendor  it  has  built  up  has  vanished. 
Venice  was  an  example  of  this.  The  commerce 
of  the  East  caused  her  to  rise  out  of  the  cir- 
cumscribed and  marshy  Islands  at  the  bottom 
of  the  Adriatic,  the  proud  Mistress  of  the 
Waves.  When  the  Cape  of  Good  Hope  had 
been  doubled  by  the  Portuguese,  her  commercial 
advantages  failed.  She  sunk  from  the  conquer- 
or of  the  Eastern  Empire,  to  a  mere  city  of 
Italy  and  Portugal ;  a  narrow  territory,  by  the 
same  commerce,  assumed  the  first  rank  among 
the  nations  of  the  world.  A  naval  power  may 
serve  sometimes  to  extend  commerce  to  wider 
limits;  but  it  can  by  no  means  control  it  with 
certainty  to  channels  through  which  nature,  and 
often  the  policy  of  other  nations,  bid  it  to  flow. 
What  is  the  state  of  British  commerce  at  this 
time  ?  The  rupture  of  the  peace  of  Amiens  did 
not  arise  from  Britain  having  received  injuries 
from  France  after  the  cessation  of  hostilities. 
The  new  war  was  a  commercial  one.  The 
British  Cabinet  saw,  in  a  state  of  peace,  France 
would  not  be  unmindful  of  her  commercial  inter- 
ests. The  intelligence,  the  entei-prise,  and 
population,  and  the  resources  of  France,  all  in- 
dicated that  she  would  at  least  divide  success- 
fully the  profits  of  commerce  with  her  rival. 
The  naval  power  of  Britain  giving  her  the  com- 
mand of  the  sea,  she  could  oppose  only  with 
effect  the  growing  commerce  of  her  neighbor 
in  a  state  of  war.  This  step  of  British  policy 
imposed  on  the  ruler  of  France  the  necessity  of 
changing  the  channels  of  commerce.  In  this 
way  he  has  aimed  a  blow  at  the  vitals  of  her 
strength,  which  her  tremendous  naval  power 
neither  enables  her  to  avert  nor  lessen  its  force. 
Her  marine  puts  the  trident  into  her  hands,  but 


she  can  no  longer  shake  the  earth.  Her  monop- 
olizing spirit  has  sealed  the  Continent  of  Eu- 
rope against  her,  and  interdicted  her  commerce 
with  America,  She  has  reduced  the  ocean 
almost  to  a  desert ;  and  she  seems  hastening  to 
that  destiny  which  has  generally  attended  her 
predecessors  in  naval  power  through  her  ambi- 
tion to  rule  the  waves. 

Gentlemen  propose  to  protect  commerce  on 
this  side  the  Gulf  Stream,  yet  admit  if  our  ves- 
sels are  despoited  on  the  Indian  Ocean,  we  must 
apply  retaliation  in  the  West  Indies.  The  Gulf 
Stream  hmitation  is  at  once  given  up ;  a  new 
expedition  to  the  Cyclades  is  in  that  case  to  take 
place.  Begin  your  conquest  in  the  West  Indies, 
and  you  must  increase  your  navy  to  acquire 
and  defend  them.  It  is  at  once  an  admission 
that  naval  power  must  be  used  more  for  ambi- 
tion than  the  protection  of  commerce  and  our 
territorial  waters.  But,  what  is  worse,  as  you 
acquire  colonies  and  ships  you  must  create  ar- 
mies. The  hands  of  the  Executive,  restricted 
and  elective  as  it  is,  in  the  United  States,  be- 
came thence  armed  with  a  sceptre  formidable 
indeed,  and  the  more  so  as  it  acquires  this 
strength  without  producing  the  shock  to  public 
feeling  which  the  seizure  of  power  by  a  mili- 
tary leader  will  always  excite.  It  has  been 
said,  (said  Mr.  E.,)  that  the  existence  of  Great 
Britain  hung  upon  her  navy  in  the  contest  in 
which  she  is  now  engaged.  If  her  fate  hangs 
suspended  by  her  naval  power,  she  owes  her 
peril  to  that  source.  Without  her  maritime 
strength,  would  she  have  aspired  to  balance  the 
scales  of  power  on  the  Continent  ?  Would  she 
have  become  a  party  to  the  infamous  conspiracy 
of  Pilnitz  ?  Would  she  have  wantonly  plotted 
the  dismemberment  of  France?  Would  she 
have  broken  the  peace  of  Amiens  whence  her 
present  dangers  arise?    Certainly  not. 

On  the  article  of  cost,  said  Mr.  E.,  it  is  of  little 
importance  whether  the  army  or  navy  of  Great 
Britain  is  most  burdensome  on  her  finances, 
though  it  has  been  dwelt  upon  with  particular 
emphasis,  nor  whether  an  army  be  more  expen- 
sive in  every  case,  than  a  navy.  Armies  are  a 
necessary  consequence  of  navies.  Has  not  the 
British  army  increased  with  equal  pace  with 
her  navy  ? 

The  humane  mind,  said  Mr.  E.,  cannot  con- 
template without  pain,  that  from  naval  power 
have  flown  the  most  copious  streams  of  human 
misery.  The  plunder  of  half  the  world,  with 
immense  advantages  in  addition,  has  not  sus- 
tained the  British  navy.  A  debt  has  been  ac- 
cumulated that  almost  baflBes  the  power  of 
figures  to  estimate.  But  debt,  and  a  prospect 
of  Government  insolvency  at  home,  are  of  much 
less  account  than  the  wrongs  this  navy  has 
wrought  on  the  society  of  nations.  And  yet  it 
is  this  Government  that  is  held  up  to  Eepublican 
America  as  a  model  for  imitation. 

Need  I  remmd  yon,  said  Mr.  E.,  of  the  mil- 
lions of  victims  sacrificed  to  commercial  cupid- 
ity on  the  plains  of  Hindostan,  by  means  of  this 
navy  ?     A  population,  thrice  as  great  as  that  of 
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the  British  Isles,  has  been  exterminated  in  this 
devoted  region,  within  comparatively  but  a  few- 
years,  by  mercantile  rapacity.  Colonel  Dowe 
informs  us,  that  the  wealth  of  one  of  the  cities 
of  this  wretched  country  had  whetted  the 
avarice  of  Olive  and  his  associates,  and  that  an 
offer  was  made  to  the  Government  to  pay  the 
public  debt  for  permission  to  sack  it.  It  was 
too  gross  an  act  of  infamy  to  assent  to,  and  the 
adventurers  obtained  their  end  by  other  means. 
A  famine  and  pestilence  was  substituted  for  the 
bayonet,  and  the  spoils  of  the  devoted  city 
glutted  the  hands  of  rapine.  In  this  exploit,  a 
shoe-black  divided  his  £200,000.  Need  I  re- 
mind you,  said  Mr.  E.,  that  the  population  of 
Africa  has  been  drained,  to  groan  out  a  wretch- 
ed existence  in  the  West  India  colonies,  to  prop 
up  this  naval  and  commercial  power,  or  that  the 
remotest  corners  of  every  sea  have  been  visited 
with  the  scourge  of  blood  and  desolation  for  the 
same  purpose?  On  general  principles,  does  not 
past  experience  afford  sufficient  warning  to 
these  States  to  avoid  those  shoals  on  which  so 
many  nations  have  been  wrecked  ? 

Mr.  Chairman,  under  no  view  which  I  have 
been  able  to  take  of  this  subject,  considering  it 
either  as  the  furtherance  of  a  system  of  naval 
power,  to  be  expanded  with  the  growing 
strength  of  the  Union  to  gigantic  size,  or  that  it 
is  a  proper  time  for  providing  a  temporary  in- 
crease of  naval  force,  can  I  agree,  said  Mr.  K., 
to  the  bill  on  your  table. 

When  Mr.  Eobebts  had  concluded,  the  com- 
mittee rose,  and  had  leave  to  sit  again. 


Wednesday,  January  22. 

Another  member,  to  wit,  William  M.  Eioh- 
AEDSON,  from  Massachusetts,  appeared,  pro- 
duced his  credentials,  was  qualified,  and  took 
his  seat. 

Na/oal  Establishment. 

The  House  again  went  into  a  Committee  of 
the  Whole  on  the  biU  concerning  the  Navy.  The 
question  on  filling  up  the  blank  in  the  section 
which  provides  for  repairing  the  vessels  on  hand, 
with  four  hundred  and  eighty  thousand  dollars, 
was  carried  by  a  large  majority. 

The  next  section  provides  for  the  building  of 
additional  frigates. 

Mr.  Clay  (the  Speaker)  rose  to  present  his 
views  on  the  bill  before  the  committee.  He 
said  that  as  he  did  not  precisely  agree  in  opin- 
ion with  any  gentleman  who  had  spoken,  he 
should  take  lie  liberty  of  detaining  the  commit- 
tee a  few  moments  while  he  offered  to  their  at- 
tion  some  observations.  He  was  highly  grati- 
fied with  the  temper  and  ability  with  which  the 
discussion  had  been  hitherto  conducted.  It  was 
honorable  to  the  House,  and,  he  trusted,  would 
continue  to  be  manifested  on  many  future  occa- 
sions. 

On  this  interesting  topic  a  diversity  of  opin- 
ion has  existed  almost  ever  since  the  adoption 
of  the  present  Government.    On  the  one  hand 


there  appeared  to  him  to  have  been  attempts 
made  to  precipitate  the  nation  into  all  the  evils 
of  naval  extravagance,  which  had  been  produc- 
tive of  so  much  mischief  in  other  countries ; 
and,  on  the  other,  strongly  feeling  this  mischief, 
there  has  existed  an  unreasonable  prejudice 
against  providing  such  a  competent  naval  pro- 
tection for  our  commercial  and  maritime  rights 
as  is  demanded  by  their  importance,  and  as 
the  increased  resources  of  the  country  amply 
justify 

The  attention  of  Congress  has  been  invited  to 
this  subject  by  the  President  in  his  Message  de- 
livered at  the  opening  of  the  session.  Indeed, 
had  it  been  wholly  neglected  by  the  Chief  Ma- 
gistrate, from  the  critical  situation  of  the  coun- 
try, and  nature  of  the  rights  proposed  to  be  vin- 
dicated, it  must  have  pressed  itself  upon  our 
attention.  But,  said  Mr.  C,  the  President,  in 
his  Message,  observes*:  "  Your  attention  will,  of 
course,  be  drawn  to  such  provisions  on  the  sub- 
ject of  our  naval  force  as  may  be  required  for 
the  service  to  which  it  is  best  adapted.  I  sub- 
mit to  Congress  the  seasonableness  also  of  an 
authority  to  augment  the  stock  of  such  mate- 
rials as  are  imperishable  in  their  nature,  or  may 
not  at  once  be  attainable."  The  President,  by 
this  recommendation,  clearly  intimates  an  opin- 
ion that  the  naval  force  of  this  country  is  capa- 
ble of  producing  some  effect ;  and  the  propriety 
of  laying  up  imperishable  materials  was  no  doubt 
suggested  for  the  purpose  of  making  additions 
to  the  navy,  as  convenience  and  exigencies 
might  direct. 

It  appeared  to  Mr.  0.  a  little  extraordinary 
that  so  much,  as  it  seemed  to  him,  unreasonable 
jealousy  should  exist  against  the  Naval  Estab- 
lishment. If,  said  he,  we  look  back  to  the 
period  of  the  formation  of  the  constitution,  it 
will  be  found  that  no  such  jealousy  was  tlien  ex- 
cited. In  placing  the  physical  force  of  the  na- 
tion at  the  disposal  of  Congress,  the  Convention 
manifested  much  greater  apprehension  of  abuse 
in  the  power  given  to  raise  armies  than  in  that 
to  provide  a  navy.  In  reference  to  the  Navy, 
Congress  is  put  under  no  restrictions ;  but  with 
respect  to  the  Army — ^that  description  of  force 
which  has  been  so  often  employed  to  subvert 
the  liberties  of  mankind — ^they  are  subjected  to 
limitations,  designed  to  prevent  the  abuse  of 
this  dangerous  power.  But  it  was  not  his  in- 
tention to  detain  the  committee  by  a  discussion 
on  the  comparative  utility  and  safety  of  these 
two  kinds  offeree.  He  would,  however,  be  in- 
dulged in  saying,  that  he  thought  gentlemen 
had  wholly  failed  in  maintaining  the  position 
they  had  assumed,  that  the  fall  of  maritime 
powers  was  attributable  to  their  navies.  They 
have  told  you,  indeed,  that  Carthage,  Genoa, 
Venice,  and  other  nations,  had  navies,  and,  not- 
withstanding, were  finally  destroyed.  But  have 
they  shown,  by  a  train  of  argument,  that  their 
overthrow  was,  in  any  degree,  ascribable  to 
their  maritime  greatness  ?  Have  they  attempted 
even  to  show  that  there  exists  in  the  nature  of 
this  power  a  necessary  tendency  to  destroy  the 
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nation  using  it?  Assertion  is  substituted  for 
argument;  inferences  not  authorized  by  his- 
torical facts  are  arbitrarily  drawn;  things 
wholly  unconnected  with  each  other  are  asso- 
ciated together — a  very  logical  mode  of  reason- 
ing! In  the  same  way  he  could  demonstrate 
how  idle  and  absurd  our  attachments  are  to 
freedom  itself.  He  might  say,  for  example, 
that  Greece  and  Rome  had  forms  of  free  gov- 
ernment, and  that  they  no  longer  exist;  and  de- 
ducing their  fall  from  their  devotion  to  liberty, 
the  conclusion  in  favor  of  despotism  would  very 
satisfactorily  follow !  He  demanded  what  there 
is  in  the  nature  and  construction  of  maritime 
power  to  excite  the  fears  that  have  been  in- 
dulged ?  Do  gentlemen  really  apprehend  that 
a  body  of  seamen  will  abandon  their  proper 
element,  and,  placing  themselves  under  an  aspir- 
ing chief,  wiU  erect  a  throne  to  his  ambition  ? 
WlU  they  deign  to  listen  to  the  voice  of  history, 
and  learn  how  chimerical  are  their  apprehen- 
sions? 

But  the  source  of  alarm  is  in  ourselves.  Gen- 
tlemen fear  that  if  we  provide  a  marine  it  will 
produce  collisions  with  foreign  nations — plunge 
us  into  war,  and  ultimately  overturn  the  consti- 
tution of  the  country.  Sir,  if  you  wish  to  avoid 
foreign  collision  you  had  better  abandon  the 
ocean ;  surrender  all  your  commerce ;  give  up  all 
your  prosperity.  It  is  the  thing  protected,  not 
the  instrument  of  protection,  that  involves  you 
in  war.  Commerce  engenders  collision,  collision 
war,  and  war,  the  argument  supposes,  leads  to 
despotism.  Would  the  counsels  be  deemed  wise, 
of  that  statesman  who  should  recommend  that 
the  nation  should  be  unarmed — ^that  the  art  of 
war,  the  martial  spirit,  and  martial  exercises, 
should  be  pi'ohibited — -and  that  the  great  body 
of  the  people  should  be  taught  that  national 
happiness  was  to  be  found  in  perpetual  peace 
alone  ?  No,  sir.  And  yet  every  argument  in 
favor  of  a  power  of  protection  on  land  applies, 
in  some  degree,  to  a  power  of  protection  on  the 
sea.  Undoubtedly  a  commerce  void  of  naval 
protection  is  more  exposed  to  rapacity  than  a 
guarded  commerce ;  and  if  we  wish  to  invite  the 
continuance  of  the  old,  or  enaction  of  new  un- 
just edicts,  let  us  refrain  from  all  exertion  upon 
that  element  where  they  operate,  and  where,  in 
the  end,  they  must  be  resisted. 

For  his  part,  Mr.  0.  said,  he  did  not  allow 
himself  to  be  alanned  by  those  apprehensions 
of  maritime  power  which  appeared  to  agitate 
other  gentlemen.  In  the  nature  of  our  Govern- 
ment he  beheld  abundant  security  against  abuse. 
He  would  be  unwilling  to  tax  the  land  to  sup- 
port the  rights  of  the  sea,  and  was  for  drawing 
from  the  sea  itself  the  resourogs  with  which  its 
violated  freedom  should  at  aU  times  be  vindi- 
cated. Whilst  this  principle  is  adhered  to,  there 
will  be  no  danger  of  running  into  the  folly  and 
extravagance  which  so  much  alarms  gentlemen ; 
and  whenever  it  is  abandoned — whenever  Con- 
gress shall  lay  burdensome  taxes  to  augment 
the  Navy  beyond  what  may  be  authorized  by 
the  increased  wealth,  and  demanded  by  the  exi- 
VoL.  IV— 32 


gencies  of  the  country,  the  people  will  interpose, 
and,  removing  their  unworthy  representatives, 
apply  the  appropriate  corrective.  Mr.  0.  could 
not,  then,  see  any  just  ground  of  dread  in  the 
nature  of  naval  power.  It  was,  on  the  contrary, 
free  from  the  evils  attendant  upon  standing 
armies.  And,  the  genius  of  our  institutions — 
the  great  representative  principle,  in  the  prac- 
tical enjoyment  of  which  we  are  so  eminently  dis- 
tinguished— aifoKled  the  best  guarantee  against 
the  ambition  ana  wasteful  extravagance  of  Gov- 
ernment. 

What  maritime  strength  is  it  expedient  to 
provide  for  the  United  States?  In  considering 
this  subject,  three  different  degrees  of  naval 
power  present  themselves.  In  the  first  place, 
such  a  force  as  would  be  capable  of  contending 
with  that  which  any  other  nation  is  able  to  bring 
on  the  ocean — a  force  that,  boldly  scouring  every 
sea,  would  challenge  to  combat  the  fleets  of 
other  powers,  however  great.  He  admitted  it 
was  impossible  at  this  time,  perhaps  it  never 
would  be  desirable  for  this  country  to  establish 
so  extensive  a  Navy.  Indeed,  he  should  con- 
sider it  as  madness  in  the  extreme  in  this  Gov- 
ernment to  attempt  to  provide  a  Navy  capable 
to  cope  with  the  fleets  of  Great  Britain,  wherever 
they  might  be  met. 

The  next  species  of  naval  power  to  which  he 
would  advert,  is  that  which,  without  adventur- 
ing into  distant  seas,  and  keeping  generally  in 
our  own  harbors,  and  on  our  coasts,  would  be 
competent  to  beat  off  any  squadron  which  might 
be  attempted  to  be  permanently  stationed  in 
our  waters.  His  friends  from  South  Carolina 
(Messrs.  Cheves  and  Lowitoes)  had  satisfac- 
torily shown  that,  to  effect  this  object,  a  force 
equivalent  only  to  one-third  of  that  which  the 
maintenance  of  such  squadron  must  require 
would  be  suflcient.  That  if,  for  example,  Eng- 
land should  determine  to  station  pernianently 
upon  our  coast  a  squadron  of  twelve  ships-of-the- 
line,  it  would  require  for  this  service  thirty-six 
ships-of-the  line,  one-third  in  port  repairing,  one- 
third  on  the  passage,  and  one-third  on  the  sta- 
tion. But  that  is  a  force  which  it  has  been  shown 
that  even  England,  with  her  boasted  Navy,  could 
not  spare  for  the  American  service  whilst  she  is 
engaged  in  the  present  contest.  Mr.  0.  said  he 
was  desirous  of  seeing  such  a  force  as  he  had 
described,.that  is,  about  twelve  ships-of-the-hne 
and  fifteen  or  twenty  frigates,  provided  for  the 
United  States ;  hut,  he  admitted  that  it  was  un- 
attainable in  the  present  situation  of  the  finances 
of  the  country.  He  contended,  however,  that 
it  was  such  as  Congress  ought  to  set  about  pro- 
viding, and  he  hoped,  in  less  than  ten  years,  to 
see  it  actually  established.  He  was  far  from  sur- 
veying the  vast  maritime  power  of  Great  Britain 
with  the  desponding  eye  with  which  other  gentle- 
men beheld  it.  He  could  not  allow  himselif  to  be 
discouraged  at  the  prospect  even  of  her  thousand 
ships.  This  country  only  required  resolution, 
and  a  proper  exertion  of  its  immense  resources, 
to  command  respect,  and  to  vindicate  every  es- 
sential right.     When  we  consider  our  remote- 
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ness  from  Europe,  the  expense,  diiBoulty,  and 
perils,  to  which  any  squadron  would  be  ex- 
posed, stationed  off  our  coasts,  he  entertained 
no  doubt  that  the  force  to  which  he  referred 
would  insure  the  command  of  our  own  seas. 
Such  a  force  would  avail  itself  of  our  extensive 
seaboard  and  numerous  harbors,  everywhere 
affording  asylums  to  which  it  could  retire  for 
safety  from  a  superior  ileet,  or  from  which  it 
could  issue  for  the  purpose  of  annoyance.  To 
the  opinion  of  his  colleague,  (Mr.  MoKee,)  who 
appeared  to  think  that  it  was  in  vain  for  us  to 
make  any  struggle  on  the  ocean,  he  would  op- 
pose the  sentiments  of  his  distinguished  con- 
nexion, the  heroic  Daviess,  who  fell  in  the  bat- 
tle of  Tippecanoe. 

[Here  Mr.  0.  read  certain  parts  of  a  work 
written  by  Colonel  Daviess,  in  which  the  author 
attempts  to  show  that,  as  the  aggressions  upon 
our  commerce  were  not  committed  by  fleets, 
but  by  single  vessels,  they  could  in  the  same 
manner  be  best  retaliated ;  that  a  force  of  about 
twenty  or  thirty  frigates  would  be  capable  of 
inflicting  great  injury  oh  English  commerce  by 
picking  up  stragglers,  cutting  off  convoys,  and 
seizing  upon  every  moment  of  supineness ;  and 
that  such  a  force,  with  our  seaports  and  harbors 
well  fortified,  and  aided  by  privateers,  would  be 
really  formidable,  and  would  annoy  the  British 
navy  and  commerce,  as  the  French  army  was 
assailed  in  Egypt,  the  Persian  army  in  Scythia, 
and  the  Eoman  army  in  Parthia.]* 

The  third  description  of  force  worthy  of  con- 
sideration is,  that  which  would  be  able  \a  pre- 
vent any  single  vessel,  of  whatever  metal,  from 
endangering  our  whole  coasting  trade,  blocking 
up  our  harbors,  or  laying  under  contribution  our 
cities;  a  force  competent  to  punish  the  insolence 
of  the  commander  of  any  single  ship,  and  to  pre- 
serve in  our  own  jurisdiction  the  inviolability  of 
our  peace  and  our  laws.  A  force  of  this  kind  is 
entirely  ivithin  the  compass  of  our  means  at  this 
time.  Is  there  a  reflecting  man  in  the  nation 
who  would  not  charge  Congress  with  a  culpable 
neglect  of  its  duty,  if,  for  the  want  of  siich  a 
force,  a  single  ship  were  to  bombard  one  of  our 
cities  ?  Would  not  every  honorable  member  of 
this  committee  inflict  on  himself  the  bitterest 
reproaches,  if,  by  failing  to  make  an  inconsider- 
able addition  to  our  gallant  little  Navy,  a  single 
British  vessel  should  place  New  York  under 
contribution?  Yes,  sir,  when  the  city  is  in 
flames,  its  wretched  inhabitants  begin  to  repent 
of  their  neglect  in  not  providing  engines  and 
water  buckets.  If,  said  Mr.  C,  we  are  not  able 
to  meet  the  wolves  of  the  forest,  shall  we  put 
up  with  the  barking  of  every  petty  fox  that 
trips  across  our  way  ?  Because  we  cannot  guard 
against  every  possible  danger,  shall  we  provide 

*  The  events  of  the  war  of  1812,  and  the  erenta  of  111  the 
wars  of  the  French  Eevolntion,  Justify  these  opinions  ex- 
pressed by  Colonel  DaTioss.  These  events  prove  that 
cruisers  and  privateers,  to  cut  up  commerce,  and  not  fleets 
to  flght  battles,  are  the  true  American  means  of  naval  war- 
fare. 


against  none  ?  He  hoped  not.  He  had  hardly 
expected  that  the  instructing  but  humiliating 
lesson  was  so  soon  to  be  forgotten  which  was 
taught  us  in  the  murder  of  Pierce ;  the  attack 
on  the  Chesapeake;  and  the  insult  offered  in  the 
harbor  of  Charleston,  which  the  brave  old  fel- 
low that  commanded  the  fort  in  vain  endeavored 
to  chastise. 

It  was  a  rule  with  Mr.  C,  when  acting  either 
in  a  public  or  private  character,  to  attempt 
nothing  more  than  what  there  existed  a  pros- 
pect of  accomplishing.  He  was,  therefore,  not 
in  favor  of  entering  into  any  mad  projects  on 
this  subject ;  but  for  deliberately  and  resolutely 
pursuing  what  he  believed  to  be  within  the 
power  of  Government.  Gentlemen  refer  to  the 
period  of  1798,  and  we  are  reminded  of  the 
principles  maintained  by  the  opposition  at  that 
time.  He  had  no  doubt  of  the  correctness  of 
that  opposition.  The  naval  schemes  of  that 
day  were  premature,  not  warranted  by  the  re- 
sources of  the  country,  and  were  contemplated 
for  an  unnecessary  war  into  which  the  nation 
was  about  to  be  plunged.  He  always  admired 
and  approved  the  zeal  and  ability  with  which 
that  opposition  was  conducted  by  the  distin- 
guished gentleman  now  at  the  "head  of  the 
Treasury.  But  the  state  of  things  is  totally  al- 
tered. What  was  folly  in  1798  may  be  wisdom 
now.  At  that  time,  we  had  a  revenue  only  of 
about  six  millions.  Our  revenue  now,  upon  a 
supposition  that  commerce  is  restored,  is  about 
sixteen  millions.  The  population  of  the  coun- 
try, too,  is  greatly  increased — nearly  doubled — 
and  the  wealth  of  the  nation  is,  perhaps,  tripled. 
While  our  ability  to  construct  a  navy  is  thus  en- 
hanced, the  necessity  for  maritime  proteclion  is 
proportionately  augmented.  Independent  of 
the  extension  of  our  commerce,  since  the  year 
1798,  we  have  had  an  addition  of  more  than 
five  hundred  miles  to  our  coast,  from  the  bay  of 
Perdido  to  the  mouth  of  the  Sabine — a  weak  and 
defenceless  accession,  requiring,  more  than  any 
other  part  of  our  maritime  frontier,  the  protect- 
ing arm  of  Government. 


Fmday,  January  24. 
Naval  EstabHskment. 

The  blank  in  the  section  for  providing  a  dock 
yard,  was  filled  with  one  hundred  thousand 
dollars. 

Mr.  Rhea  moved  so  to  amend  the  bill  as  to 
fix  the  dock  yard  in  the  navy-yard  at  Washing- 
ton City ;  but  this  motion  was  negatived  by  a 
large  majority. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  Cheves,  the  words  "  cen- 
tral and,"  were  struck  out,  so  as  to  leave  the 
site  of  the  dock  yard  to  be  determined  by  the 
Executive. 

The  committee  having  gone  through  the  bill, 
rose  and  reported  it  to  the  House  with  the 
amendments.  The  House  took  up  the  bill,  and 
on  the  question  of  filling  up  the  blank  for  re- 
pairing the  vessels  on  hand  with  "four  hundred 
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and  eighty  thousand  dollars,"  it  was  carried — 
yeas  90,  nays  23. 

The  question  was  next  put  upon  agreeing  to 
the  report  of  the  committee  to  strike  out  the 
second  section  of  the  bill,  which  contemplated 
the  building,  of  new  frigates ;  when 

Mr.  "Williams  rose  and  spoke  at  considerable 
length.  He  said  the  time  was  very  inauspicious 
for  commencing  an  undertaking  of  such  magni- 
tude as  the  building  a  navy,  which  could  be  of 
no  use  in  the  approaching  contest.  He  doubted 
the  policy  of  engaging  in  the  business  at  all ; 
for  navies,  he  said,  had  deceived  the  hopes  of 
every  country  which  had  relied  upon  them ;  that 
we  could  never  expect  to  be  able  to  meet  Great 
Britain  on  the  ocean;  that  we  had  fought 
through  the  Revolution  without  a  navy ;  for  in 
that  contest,  a  single  privateer  had  done  mpre 
than  the  few  ships  of  war  which  were  in  pos- 
session of  the  old  Congress ;  that  except  we  are 
able  to  build  and  equip  a  navy  equal  to  meet 
the  British  at  sea,  we  were  better  without  one, 
as  our  ships  would  probably  fall  a  prey  to 
their  superior  force ;  that  his  greatest  objection 
against  a  navy  was,  that  it  must  be  kept  up  in 
time  of  peace  as  well  as  in  war ;  that  when  the 
gentlemen  spoke  of  a  navy  as  cheaper  than  an 
army,  they  could  not  mean  to  say  that  if  we 
had  a  navy  the  army  could  be  dispensed  with — 
they  could  not,  for  instance,  take  possession  of 
Canada  by  a  navy ;  that  the  building  of  a  navy 
would  burden  the  people  with  oppressive  taxes ; 
that  such  an  establishment  would  serve  only  to 
increase  Executive  patronage;  that  with  re- 
spect to  commerce,  the  people  were  willing  to 
give  it  all  the  protection  in  their  power,  but 
they  could  not  provide  a  navy  for  that  purpose. 


Satuedat  January  25. 
Na/oal  Establishment. 
Mr.  QtmroT. — Mr.  Speaker,  I  rise  to  address 
you,  on  this  occasion,  with  no  affected  diffi- 
dence, and  with  many  doubts  concerning  the 
expediency  of  taking  any  part  in  this  debate. 
On  the  one  hand,  the  subject  has  been  discussed 
with  a  zeal,  industry,  and  talent,  which  leave 
but  little  scope  for  novelty,  either  in  topic  or 
illustration.  On  the  other  hand,  arguments 
from  this  side  of  the  House,  in  favor  of  tjhis 
question,  are  received  with  so  natural  a  jeal- 
ousy, that  I  know  not  whether  more  may  not 
be  lost  than  gained  by  so  nnpropitious  a  sup- 
port. Indeed,  sir,  if  this  subject  had  been  dis- 
cussed on  narrow  or  temporary  or  party  princi- 
ples, I  should  have  been  silent.  On  such  ground, 
I  could  not  condescend  to  debate — ^I  could  not 
hope  to  influence.  But,  the  scale  of  discussion  has 
been  enlarged  and  liberal — ^relative  rather  to 
the  general  system,  than  to  the  particular  exi- 
gency. In  almost  every  respect,  it  has  been 
honorable  to  the  House,  and  aospicious  to  the 
prospects  of  the  nation.  In  such  a  state  of  feel- 
ing and  sentiment,  I  could  not  refrain  from  in- 
dulging the  hope  that  suggestions,  even  from 
80  favorite  a  quarter,  would  be  received  with 


candor — perhaps  with  attention.  And,  when  I 
consider  the  deep  interest  which  the  State  from 
which  I  have  the  honor  to  he  a  Representative 
has,  according  to  my  apprehension,  in  the  event, 
I  cannot  permit  the  opportunity  entirely  to  pass, 
without  bringing  my  small  tribute  of  reflection 
to  the  general  stock  of  the  House. 

The  object  I  shall  chiefly  attempt  to  enforce, 
is,  the  necessity  and  duty  of  a  systematic  pro 
tection  of  ogr  maritime  rights,  by  maritime 
means.  I  would  call  the  thoughtful  and  intelli- 
gent men  of  this  House  and  nation  to  the  con- 
templation of  the  essential  connection  between 
a  naval  force,  proportionate  to  the  circumstan- 
ces of  our  seacoast,  the  extent  of  our  commerce, 
and  the  inherent  enterprise  of  our  people;  I 
say,  sir,  I  would  call  them  to  the  contemplation 
of  the  essential  connection  between  such  a  na- 
val force  and  the  safety,  prosperity,  and  exist- 
ence, of  our  Union.  In  the  course  of  my  obser- 
vations, and  as  a  subsidiary  argument,  I  shall 
also  attempt  to  show  the  connection  between 
the  adoption  of  the  principl6_  of  a  systematic 
maintenance  of  our  maritime  rights,  by  mari- 
time means,  and  relief  from  our  present  national 
embarrassments. 

I  confess  to  you,  Mr.  Speaker,  I  never  can  look 
— ^indeed,  in  my  opinion,  no  American  states- 
man ought  ever  to  look — on  any  question  touch- 
ing the  vital  interests  of  this  nation,  or  of  any 
of  its  component  parts,  without  keeping  at  all 
times  in  distinct  view  the  nature  of  our  political 
association,  and  the  character  of  the  independ- 
ent sovereignties  which  compose  it.  Aiaong 
States,  the  only  sure  and  permanent  bond  of 
union  is  interest.  And  the  vital  interests  of 
States,  although  they  may  be  sometimes  ob- 
scured, can  never,  for  a  very  long  time,  be  misap- 
prehended. The  natural  protection  which  the 
essential  interests  of  the  great  component  parts 
of  our  pohtical  association  require  will  be  soon- 
er or  later  understood  by  the  States  concerned 
in  those  interests.  If  a  protection,  upon  sys- 
tem, be  not  provided,  it  is  impossible  that  dis- 
content should  not  result.  And  need  I  teU 
statesmen,  that,  when  great  local  discontent  is 
combined  in  those  sections  with  great  physical 
power,  and  with  acknowledged  portions  of  sover- 
eignty, the  inbred  ties  of  nature  wiU  be  too 
strong  for  the  artificial  ties  of  parchment  com- 
pact. Hence  it  results  that  the  essential  inter- 
ests of  the  great  component  parts  of  our  associ- 
ation ought  to  ba  the  polar  lights  of  all  our 
statesmen — ^by  them  they  should  guide  their 
course.  According  to  the  bearings  and  varia- 
tions of  those  lights,  should  the  statesmen  of 
such  a  country  adjust  their  policy — always  bear- 
ing in  mind  two  assurances,  as  fundamental 
principles  of  action,  which  the  nature  of  things 
teaches,  that,  although  temporary  circumstan- 
ces— party  spirit,  local  rivalries,  personal  jeal- 
ousies, suggestions  of  subordiaate  interests — 
may  weaken,  or  even  destroy,  for  a  time,  the  in- 
flaence  of  the  leading  and  permanent  interests  of 
any  great  section  of  the  country,  yet  those  in- 
terests must  ultimately  and  necessarily  predom- 
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inate,  and  swallow  up  all  these  local,  and  tem- 
porary, and  personal,  and  subordinate  considera- 
tions ;  in  other  words,  the  minor  interests  will 
soon  begin  to  realize  the  essential  connection 
which  exists  between  their  prosperity  and  the 
prosperity  of  those  great  interests  which,  in 
such  sections  of  the  country,  nature  has  made 
predominant ;  and  that  no  political  connection 
among  free  States  can  be  lasting,  or  ought  to 
be,  which  systematically  oppresses,  or  systemat- 
ically refuses  to  protect,  the  vital  interests  of 
any  of  the  sovereignties  which  compose  it. 

I  have  recurred  to  these  general  considera- 
tions, to  introduce  and  elucidate  this  principle, 
which  is  the  basis  of  my  argument,  that,  as  it  is 
the  incumbent  duty  of  every  nation  to  protect 
its  essential  interests,  so  it  is  the  most  impressive 
and  critical  duty  of  a  nation,  composed  of  a 
voluntary  association  of  vast,  powerful,  and  in- 
dependent States,  to  protect  the  essential  inter- 
ests of  all  its  great  component  parts.  And  I 
add,  that  this  protection  must  not  be  formal  or 
fictitious,  but  that  it  must  be  proportionate  to 
the  greatness  of  those  interests,  and  of  a  nature 
to  give  content  to  the  States  concerned  in  their 
protection. 

In  reference  to  this  principle,  the  course  of 
my  reflections  will  be  guided  by  two  general  in- 
quiries— the  nature  of  the  interest  to  be  pro- 
tected, and  the  nature  of  'the  protection  to  be 
extended.  In  pursuing  these  inquiries,  I  shall 
touch  very  slightly,  if  at  all,  on  the  abstract 
duty  of  protection,  which  is  the  very  end  of  all 
political  associations,  and,  without  the  attain- 
ment of  which,  they  are  burdens  and  no  bless- 
ings. But  I  shall  keep  it  mainly  in  my  purpose 
to  establish  the  connection  between  a  naval 
force  and  commercial  prosperity;  and  to  show 
the  nature  of  the  necessity,  and  the  degree  of 
our  capacity,  to  give  to  our  maritime  rights  a 
maritime  protection. 

In  contemplating  the  nature  of  the  interest 
to  be  protected,  three  prominent  features  strike 
the  eye,  and  direct  the  course  of  reflection,  viz : 
its  locality,  its  greatness,  and  its  permanency.    ' 

The  locality  of  any  great  interest,  in  an  asso- 
ciation of  States  such  as  compofee  this  Union, 
wiU  be  a  circumstance  of  primary  importance, 
in  the  estimation  of  every  wise  statesman. 
When  a  great  interest  is  equjiUy  diifused  over 
the  whole  mass,  it  may  be  neglected  or  oppress- 
ed or  even  abandoned,  with  less  hazard  of  in- 
ternal dissension.  The  equality  of  the  pressure 
lightens  the  burden.  The  common  nature  of 
the  interest  removes  the  causes  of  jealousy.  A 
concern  equally  affecting  the  happiness  of  every 
part  of  the  nation,  it  is  natural  to  suppose,  is 
equally  dear  to  all,  and  equally  understood  by 
all.  Hence  results  acquiescence  in  any  artificial 
or  political  embarrassment  of  it.  Sectional 
fears  and  suspicions,  in  such  case,  have  no  food 
for  support,  and  no  stimulant  for  activity.  But 
it  is  far  otherwise  when  a  great  interest  is,  from 
its  nature,  either  wholly,  or  in  a  very  great 
proportion,  local.  In  relation  to  such  a  local  in- 
terest, it  is  impossible  that  jealousies  and  suspi- 


cions should  not  arise,  whenever  it  is  obstructed 
by  any  artificial  or  political  embarrassment; 
and  it  is  also  impossible  that  they  should  not  be, 
in  a  greater  or  less  degree,  just.  It  is  true,  of 
the  wisest  and  the  best  and  the  most  thoughtful 
of  our  species,  that  they  are  so  constituted  as 
not  deeply  to  realize  the  importance  of  interests 
which  affect  them  not  at  all,  or  very  remotely. 
Every  local  circle  of  States,  as  'well  as  of  indi- 
viduals, has  a  set  of  interests,  in  the  prosperity 
of  which,  the  happiness  of  the  section  to  which 
they  belong  is  identified ;  in  relation  to  which 
interests,  the  hopes  and  the  fears,  the  reason- 
ings and  the  schemes,  of  the  inhabitants  of  such 
sections  are  necessarOy  fashioned  and  conducted. 
It  is  morally  impossible  that  those  concerned 
in  such  sectional  interests,  should  not  look  with 
some  degree  of  jealousy  on  schemes  adopted  in 
relation  to  those  interests,  and  prosecuted  by 
men,  a  majority  of  whom  have  a  very  remote 
or  very  small  stake  in  them.  And  this  jealousy 
must  rise  to  an  extreme  height,  when  the  course 
of  measures  adopted,  whether  they  have  rela- 
tion to  the  management  or  the  protection  of 
such  interests,  wholly  contravene  the  opinions 
and  the  practical  experience  of  the  persons  im- 
mediately concerned  in  them.  This  course  of 
reflection  has  a  tendency  to  illustrate  tliis  idea 
— ^that,  as  in  every  political  association  it  is  of 
primary  importance  that  the  great  interests  of 
each  local  section  should  be  skilfully  and  hon- 
estly managed  and  pi-otected,  so,  in  selecting 
the  mode  and  means  of  management  and  pro- 
tection, an  especial  regard  should  be  had  to  the 
content  and  rational  satisfaction  of  those  most 
deeply  concerned  in  such  sectional  interests. 
Theories  and  speculations  of  the  closet,  how- 
ever abundant  in  a  show  of  wisdom,  are  never 
to  be  admitted  to  take  the  place  of  those  princi- 
ples of  conduct  in  which  experience  has  shown 
the  prosperity  and  safety  of  such  interests  to 
consist.  Practical  knowledge,  and  that  sagacity 
which  results  frojn  long  attention  to  great  in- 
terests, never  fail  to  inspire  a  just  self-confidence 
in  relation  to  those  interests — a  confidence  not 
to  be  browbeaten  by  authority,  nor  circumvent- 
ed by  any  general  reasoning.  And,  in  a  national 
point  of  view,  it  is  scarcely  of  more  importance 
that  the  course  adopted  should  be  wise,  than 
that  content  and  rational  satisfaction  should  be 
given. 

On  this  topic  of  locality,  I  shall  confine  my- 
self to  one  or  two  very  plain  statements.  It 
seems  suflBcient  to  observe,  that  commerce  is, 
from  the  nature  of  things,  the  leading  interest 
of  more  than  one-half,  and  that  it  is  the  pre- 
dominant interest  of  more  than  one-third,  of 
the  people  of  the  United  States.  The  States 
north  of  the  Potomac  contain  nearly  four  mil- 
lions of  souls ;  and  surely  it  needs  no  proof  to 
convince  the  most  casual  observer,  that  the 
proportion  which  the  commercial  interest  bears 
to  the  other  interests  of  that  great  section  of 
the  Union,  is  such  as  entitles  it  to  the  denomi- 
nation of  leading  interest.  The  States  north  of 
the  Hudson  contain  nearly  two  and  a  half  mil- 
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lions  of  souls ;  and  surely  there  is  as  little  need 
of  proof  to  stow  that  the  proportion  the  com- 
mercial interest  bears  to  the  other  interests  of 
that  Northern  section  of  the  Union,  is  such  as 
entitles  it  there  to  the  denomination  of  predom- 
inating interest.  In  all  the  country  between 
the  Potomac  and  the  Hudson  the  interest  of 
commerce  is  so  great,  in  proportion  to  the  oth- 
er interests,  that  its  emban-assment  clogs  and 
weakens  the  energy  of  every  other  description 
of  industry.  Yet,  the  agricultural  and  manu- 
facturing interests  of  this  section  are  of  a  nature 
and  a  magnitude,  both  in  respect  of  the  staples 
of  the  one  and  the  objects  of  the  other,  as  to 
render  them,  in  a  very  considerable  degree,  in- 
dependent of  the  commercial.  And,  although 
they  feel  the  effect  of  the  obstruction  of  com- 
merce, the  feeling  may  be  borne  for  a  long  time, 
without  much  individual  suffering,  or  any  gen- 
eral distress.  But,  in  the  country  north  of  the 
Hudson,  the  proportion  and  connection  of  these 
great  interests  are  different.  Both  agriculture 
and  manufactui-es  have  there  grown  up  in  more 
intimate  relation  to  commerce.  The  industry 
of  that  section  has  its  shape  and  energy  from 
commercial  prosperity.  To  the  construction, 
the  supply,  and  the  support  of  navigation,  its 
manufactures  have  a  direct  or  indirect  refer- 
ence ;  and  it  is  not  very  different  with  its  agri- 
culture. A  country  divided  into  small  farms, 
among  a  population  great  compared  with  its 
extent,  requires  quick  circulation  and  easy  pro- 
cesses in  the  exchange  of  its  commodities.  This 
can  only  be  obtained  by  an  active  and  prosper- 
ous commerce. 

But,  perhaps,  the  greatness  of  this  interest, 
and  our  pecuniary  ability  to  protect  it,  may  he 
made  more  strikingly  apparent  by  a  comparison 
of  our  commerce  with  that  of  Britain,  in  the 
single  particular  of  export.  I  state,  then,  as  a 
fact,  of  which  any  man  may  satisfy  himself  by 
a  reference  to  McPherson's  Annals  of  Com- 
merce, where  the  tables  of  British  export  may 
be  found,  that,  taking  the  nine  years  prior  to 
the  war  of  our  Revolution — from  iTeS  to  1774 
inclusive — the  total  average  export  of  Great 
Britain  was  £16,000,000  sterling ;  equal  to 
$71,000,000— an  amount  less,  by  $10,000,000, 
than  the  present  total  average  export  of  the 
United  States.  And  again,  taking  the  nine 
years  beginning  with  1789,  and  ending  with 
1797,  inclusive,  the  total  annual  average  export 
of  Great  Britain  was  £24,000,000  sterling- 
equal  to  $106,000,000— which  is  less,  by  $2,000,- 
000,  than  the  total  export  of  the  United  States 
in  1807.  It  is  true,  that  this  is  the  official  value 
of  the  British  export,  and  that  the  real  value  is 
somewhat  higher — perhaps  thirty  per  cent. 
This  circumstance,  although  it  in  a  degree  di- 
minishes the  approximation  of  the  American  to 
the  British  commerce,  in  point  of  amount  does 
not  materially  affect  the  argument.  Upon  the 
basis  of  her  commerce,  Great  Britain  maintains 
a  maritime  force  of  800  or  1,000  vessels  of  war. 
And  will  it  be  seriously  contended,  that,  upon 
the  basis  of  a  commerce  like  ours,  thus  treading 


upon  the  heels  of  British  greatness,  we  are  ab- 
solutely without  the  abihty  of  maintaining  the 
security  of  our  seaboard,  the  safety  of  our  cities, 
and  the  unobstructed  course  of  our  coasting 
trade? 

By  recurring  to  the  permanency  of  this  inter- 
est, the  folly  and  madness  of  this  negligence  and 
misplaced  meanness — ^for  it  does  not  deserve  the 
name  of  economy — wiU  be  still  more  distinctly 
exhibited.  If  this  commerce  were  the  mush- 
room growth*  of  a  night — if  it  had  its  vigor 
from  the  temporary  excitement  and  the  accu- 
mulated nuti'iment  which  warring  elements  in 
Europe  had  swept  from  the  places  of  their 
natural  deposit — then,  indeed,  ther§  might  be 
some  excuse  for  a  temporizing  policy  touching 
so  transitory  an  interest.  But  commerce  in  the 
Eastern  States  is  of  no  foreign  growth,  and  of 
no  adventitious  seed ;  its  root  is  of  a  fibre  which 
almost  two  centuries  have  nourished;  and  the 
perpetuity  of  its  destiny  is  written  in  legible 
characters,  as  well  in  the  nature  of  the  country, 
as  in  the  disposition  of  its  inhabitants.  Indeed, 
sir,  look  along  your  whole  coast,  from  Passa- 
maquoddy  to  Capes  Henry  and  Charles,  and 
behold  the  deep  and  far-winding  creeks  and 
inlets,  the  noble  basins,  the  projecting  head- 
lands, the  majestic  rivers;  and  those  sounds 
and  bays,  which  ai-e  more  like  inland  seas,  than 
any  thing  called  by  those  names  in  other  quar- 
ters of  the  globe !  Can  any  man  do  this,  and 
not  realize  that  the  destiny  of  the  people  inhab- 
iting such  a  country  is  essentially  maritime? 
Can  any  man  do  this,  without  being  impressed 
by  the  conviction,  that,  although  the  poor  pro- 
jects of  politicians  may  embarrass,  for  a  time, 
the  dispositions  growing  out  of  the  condition  of 
such  a  country,  yet  that  nature  wiU  be  too 
strong  for  cobweb  regulations,  and  will  vindi- 
cate her  rights  with  certain  effect — perhaps 
with  awful  perils  ?  No  nation  ever  did  or  ever 
ought  to  resist  such  allurements  and  invitations 
to  a  particular  mode  of  industry.  The  purposes 
of  Providence  relative  to  the  destination  of  men 
are  to  be  gathered  from  the  circumstances  in 
which  his  beneficence  has  placed  them ;  and  to 
refuse  to  make  use  of  the  means  of  prosperity 
which  his  goodness  has  put  into  our  hands, 
what  is  it  but  spurning  at  his  bounty,  and  re- 
jecting the  blessings  which  his  infinite  wisdom 
has  designated  for  us,  by  the  very  nature  of  his 
allotments  ?  The  employments  of  industry,  con- 
nected with  navigation  and  commercial  enter- 
prise, are  precious  to  the  people  of  that  quarter 
of  the  comitry,  by  ancient  prejudice,  not  less 
than  recent  profit.  The  occupation  is  rendered 
dear  and  venerable,  by  all  the  cherished  associ- 
ations of  our  infancy,  and  all  the  sage  and  pru- 
dential maxims  of  our  ancestors.  And,  as  to 
the  lessons  of  encouragement  derived  from  re- 
cent experience,  what  nation,  within  a  similar 
period,  ever  received  so  many  that  were  sweet 
and  salutary?  What  nation,  in  so  short  a  time, 
ever  before  ascended  to  such  a  height  of  com- 
mercial greatness  ? 
Having  concluded  what  I  intended  to  sug- 
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gest,  in  relation  to  the  nature  of  the  interest  to 
be  protected,  I  proceed  to  consider  the  nature 
of  the  protection  which  it  is  our  duty  to  extend. 
And  here,  Mr.  Spealter,  I  am  necessitated  to 
make  an  observation  which  is  so  simple  and  so 
obvious,  that  were  it  not  for  the  arguments 
urged  against  the  principle  of  maritime  protec- 
tion, I  should  have  deemed  the  mere  mention 
of  it  to  require  an  apology.  The  remark  is 
this :  that  rights,  in  their  nature  local,  can  only 
be  maintained  where  they  exist,  and  not  where 
they  do  not  exist.  If  you  had  a  field  to  defend 
in  Georgia,  it  would  be  very  strange  to  put  up 
a  fence  in  Massachusetts.  And  yet,  how  does 
this  differ  fi-om  invading  Canada,  for  the  purpose 
of  defending  our  maritime  rights  ?  I  beg  not 
to  be  understood,  Mr.  Speaker,  by  this  remark, 
as  intending  to  chill  tbe  ardor  for  the  Canada 
expedition.  It  is  very  true,  that,  to  possess 
ourselves  of  the  Canadas,  and  Nova  Scotia,  and 
their  dependencies,  it  would  cost  these  United 
States,  at  .the  least  estimate,  $50,000,000;  and 
that  Great  Britain's  national  pride,  and  her 
pledge  of  protection  to  the  people  of  that  coun- 
try, being  put  out  of  the  question,  she  would 
sell  you  the  whole  territory  for  half  the  money. 
I  make  no  objection,  however,  on  this  account. 
On  the  contrary,  for  the  purposes  of  the  present 
argument,  I  may  admit  that  pecuniary  calcula- 
tion ought  to  be  put  out  of  the  field,  when  spirit 
is  to  be  shown,  or  honor  vindicated.  I  only 
design  to  inquire  how  our  maritime  rights  aa-e 
protected  by  such  invasion.  Suppose  that  in 
every  land-project  you  are  successful — suppose 
both  the  Canadas,  Quebec,  Halifax,  every  thing 
to  the  North  pole,  yours  by  fair  conquest — are 
your  rights  on  the  ocean,  therefore,  secure? 
Does  your  flag  float  afterwards  in  honor  ?  Are 
your  seamen  safe  from  impressment  ?  Is  your 
course  along  the  highway  of  nations  unobstruct- 
ed ?  No  one  pretends  it.  No  one  has  or  can 
show,  by  any  logical  deduction,  or  any  detail  of 
facts,  that  the  loss  of  those  countries  would  so 
compress  Great  Britain  as  to  induce  her  to  aban- 
don for  one  hour  any  of  her  maritime  preten- 
sions. What  then  results  ?  Why,  sir — what  is 
palpable  as  the  day — ^that  maritime  rights  are 
only  to  be  maintained  by  maritime  means. 
This  species  of  protection  must  be  given,  or  all 
clamor  about  maritime  rights  will  be  under- 
stood, by  the  people  interested  in  them,  to  be 
hollow  or  false ;  or  (what  is  worse)  an  intention 
to  co-operate  with  the  enemies  of  our  commerce 
in  a  still  further  embarrassment  of  it. 

In  considering  this  subject  of  maritime  pro- 
tection, I  shall  recur  to  the  nature  and  degree 
of  it,  and  to  our  capacity  to  extend  it.  And 
there  we  are  always  met,  at  the  very  threshold, 
with  this  objection:  "A  naval  force  requires 
much  time  to  get  it  into  readiness,  and  the  exi- 
gency will  be  past  before  the  preparation  can 
be  completed."  This  want  of  foresight  in  times 
past,  is  made  an  apology  for  want  of  foresight 
in  the  time  present.  We  were  unwise  in  the 
beginning,  and  unwise  we  resolve  to  continue 
until  the  end  of  the  chapter.     We  refuse  to  do 


any  thing  until  the  moment  of  exigency,  and 
then  it  is  too  late.  Thus  our  improvidence  is 
made  sponsor  for  our  disinclination.  But  what 
is  the  law  of  nature  and  the  dictate  of  wisdom, 
on  this  subject  ?  The  casualties  of  life,  the  ac- 
cidents to  which  man  is  exposed,  are  the  modes 
established  by  Providence  for  his  instruction. 
This  is  the  law  of  our  nature.  Hence  it  is  that 
adversity  is  said  to  keep  a  school  for  certain 
people  who  will  learn  in  no  other.  Hence,  too, 
the  poet  likens  it  to  "a  toad,  ugly  and  venom- 
ous, which  bears  a  precious  jewel  in  his  head." 
And,  in  another  place,  but  with  the  same  general 
relation,  "  out  of  this  thorn  danger,  we  pluck 
the  flower  safety."  This  law  is  just  as  relative 
to  nations,  as  it  is  to  individuals.  For,  notwith- 
standing aU  the  vaunting  of  statesmen,  their 
whole  business  is  to  apply  an  enlarged  common 
sense  to  the  affairs  intrusted  to  their  manage- 
ment. 

Touching  the  nature  and  degree  of  that  mari- 
time protection,  which  it  may  be  wise  in  this 
nation  to  extend  to  its  maritime  interests,  it 
seems  to  me  that  our  exertions  should  rather 
be  excited  than  graduated,  by  the  present  exi- 
gency ;  that  our  duty  is  to  inquire,  upon  a  gen- 
eral scale,  what  our  commercial  citizens  have, 
in  this  respect,  a  right  to 'claim;  and  what  is 
the  unquestionable  obligation  of  a  commercial 
nation,  to  so  great  a  class  of  its  interests.  For 
this  purpose,  my  observations  will  have  refer- 
ence rather  to  the  principles  of  the  system, 
than  to  the  provisions  of  the  bill  now  under 
debate.  Undoubtedly,  an  appropriation  for  the 
building  of  ten,  or  any  other  additional  number 
of  frigates,  would  be  so  distinct  a  manifestation 
of  the  intention  of  the  National  Legislature  to 
extend  to  commerce  its  natural  protection,  as 
in  itself  to  outweigh  any  theoretic  preference 
for  a  maritime  force  of  higher  character.  I 
cannot,  therefore,  but  cordially  support  an  ap- 
propriation for  a  species  of  protection  so  im- 
portant and  desirable.  Yet  in  an  argument, 
having  relation  to  the  system,  rather  than  to 
the  occasion,  I  trust  I  shall  have  the  indulgence 
of  the  House,  if  my  course  of  reflections  should 
take  a  wider  range  than  the  propositions  on  the 
table,  and  embrace,  within  the  scope  of  remark, 
the  general  principles  by  which  the  nature  and 
degi'ee  of  systematical  naval  protection  should 
in  my  judgment  be  regulated. 

Touching  that  branch  of  interest  which  is 
most  precious  to  commercial  men,  it  is  impossi- 
ble that  there  can  be  any  mistake.  For  how- 
ever dear  the  interests  of  property  or  of  life, 
exposed  upon  the  ocean,  may  be  to  their  own- 
ers or  their  friends ;  yet  the  safety  of  our  altars 
and  of  our  firesides,  of  our  cities  and  of  our  sea- 
board, must,  from  the  nature  of  things,  be  en- 
twined into  the  affections  by  ties  incomparably 
more  strong  and  tender.  And  it  happens  that 
both  national  pride  and  honor  are  peculiarly 
identified  with  the  support  of  these  primary 
objects  of  commercial  interest. 

With  respect  to  the  nature  and  extent  of  this 
naval  force,  some  difference  of  opinion  may 
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arise,  according  to  the  view  taken  of  the  pri- 
mary objects  of  protection.  For  myself,  I  con- 
sider that  those  objects  are  first  to  be  protected, 
in  the  safety  of  which  the  national  character 
and  happiness  are  most  deeply  interested.  And 
these  are  chiefly  concerned,  beyond  all  question, 
in  the  preservation  of  our  maritime  settlements 
from  pillage  and  our  coast  from  violence.  For 
this  purpose  it  is  requisite  that  there  shoiAd  be 
a  ship  of  war  for  the  harbor  of  every  great  city 
of  the  United  States,  equal,  in  point  of  force,  to 
the  usual  grade  of  ships-of-the-line  of  the  mari- 
time belligerents.  These  ships  might  be  so  in- 
structed as  to  act  singly  or  together,  as  circum- 
stances might  require.  My  reason  for  the  se- 
lection of  this  species  of  force  is,  that  it  puts 
every  city  and  great  hai'bor  of  the  United  States 
in  a  state  of  security  from  the  insults,  and  the 
inhabitants  of  your  seacoast  from  the  depreda- 
tion, of  any  single  ship  of  war  of  any  nation. 
To  these  should  be  added  a  number  of  frigates 
and  smaller  vessels  of  war.  By  such  means  our 
coasting  trade  might  be  protected,  the  mouths 
of  our  harbors  secured  (in  particular  that  of  the 
Mississippi)  from  the  buccaneers  of  the  West 
Indies,  and,  hereafter  perhaps,  from  those  of 
South  America.  A  system  of  protection,  grad- 
uated upon  a  scale  so  conformable  to  the  nature 
of  the  countiy,  and  to  the  greatness  of  the  com- 
mercial interest,  would  tend  to  quiet  that  spirit 
of  jealousy  which  so  naturally  and  so  justly  be- 
gins to  spring  up  among  the  States.  Those  in- 
terested in  commerce  would  care  little  what 
local  influences  predominated,  or  how  the  ball 
of  power  vibrated  among  our  factions,  provided 
an  efficient  protection  of  their  essential  interests, 
upon  systematic  principles,  was  not  only  secured 
by  the  letter  of  the  constitution,  but  assured  by  a 
spirit  pervading  every  description  of  their  rulers. 
But  it  is  said  that  "  we  have  not  capacity  to 
maintain  such  a  naval  force."  Is  it  want  of  pe- 
cuniary or  want  of  physical  capacity  ?  In  rela- 
tion to  our  pecuniary  capacity,  I  will  not  conde- 
scend to  add  any  proof  to  that  plain  statement 
already  exhibited,  showing  that  we  have  an  an- 
nual commercial  exposure,  equal  to  six  hundred 
millions  of  dollars,  and  that  two-thirds  of  one 
per  cent,  upon  this  amount  of  value,  or  four 
millions  of  dollars,  is  more  than  is  necessary,  if 
annually  and  systematically  appropriated,  for 
this  great  object;  so  anxiously  and  rightfully 
desired  by  your  seaboard,  and  so  essential  to 
the  honor  and  obligations  of  the  nation.  I  will 
only  make  a  single  other  statement,  by  way  of 
illustrating  the  smallness  of  the  annual  appro- 
priations necessary  for  the  attainment  of  this 
important  purpose.  The  annual  appropriation 
of  one-sixth  of  one  per  cent,  on  the  amount  of 
the  value  of  the  whole  annual  commercial  ex- 
posure, (one  million  of  dollars,)  is  suflScient  to 
build,  in  two  years,  six  seventy-four  gun  ships ; 
and  taking  the  average  expense  in  peace  and 
war,  the  annual  appropriation  of  the  same  sum 
is  suflBcient  to  maintain  them  afterwards,  in  a 
condition  for  efficient  service.  This  objection  ■ 
of  pecuniary  inability  may  be  believed  in  the 


interior  country,  where  the  greatness  of  the 
commercial  property  and  all  the  tender  obliga- 
tions connected  with  its  preservation,  are  not 
realized.  But,  in  the  cities  and  in  the  commer- 
cial States,  the  extent  of  the  national  resources 
is  more  truly  estimated.  They  know  the  mag- 
nitude of  the  interests  at  stake  and  their  essen- 
tial claim  to  protection.  Why,  sir,  were  we 
seriously  to  urge  this  objection  of  pecuniary  in- 
capacity to  the  commercial  men  of  Massachu- 
setts, they  would  laugh  us.  to  scorn.  Let  me 
state  a  single  feet.  In  the  year  1745,  the  State, 
then  the  colony  of  Massachusetts  Bay,  included 
a  population  of  220,000  souls,  and  yet,  in  that 
infant  state  of  the  country,  it  owned  a  fleet 
consisting  of  three  ships,  one  of  which  carried 
twenty  guns,  three  snows,  one  brig,  and  three 
sloops ;  being  an  aggregate  of  ten  vessels  of  war. 
These  partook  of  the  dangers,  and  shared  in  the 
glory,  of  that  expedition  which  terminated  with 
the  surrender  of  Louisburg.  Comparing  the 
population, 'the  extent  of  territory,  the  capital, 
and  all  the  other  resources  of  this  great  nation, 
with  the  narrow  means  of  the  colony  of  Massa- 
chusetts at  that  period  of  its  history,  it  is  not 
extravagant  to  assert  that  the  fleet  it  then  pos- 
sessed, in  proportion  to  its  pecuniary  resources, 
was  greater  than  would  be,  in  proportion  to  the 
resources  of  the  United  States,  a  fleet  of  flfty 
sail-of-the-line  and  one  hundred  frigates. 

The  general  eflfeot  of  the  policy  I  advocate,  is 
to  produce  confldence  at  home  and  respect 
abroad.  These  are  twin  shoots  from  the  same 
stock,  and  never  fail  to  flourish  or  fade  together. 
Confidence  is  a  plant  of  no  mushroom  growth 
and  of  no  artificial  texture.  It  springs  only 
from  sage  counsels  and  generous  endeavors.  The 
protection  you  extend  must  be  efficient  and 
suited  to  the  nature  of  the  object  you  profess  to 
maintain.  If  it  be  neither  adequate  nor  appro- 
priate, your  wisdom  may  be  doubted,  your 
motives  may  be  distrusted,  but  in  vaia  you 
expect  confidence.  The  inhabitants  of  the  sea- 
board will  inquire  of  their  own  senses  and  not 
of  your  logic,  concerning  the  reahty  of  their 
protection. 

As  to  respect  abroad,  what  course  can  be 
more  certain  to  insure  it?  What  object  more 
honorable,  what  more  dignified  than  to  behold  a 
great  nation  pursuing  wise  ends  by  appropriate 
means;  rising  to  adopt  a  series  of  systematic 
exertions,  suited  to  her  power,  and  adequate  to 
her  purposes?  What  object  more  consolatory  to 
the  friends — what  more  paralyzing  to  the  enemies 
of  our  Union — than  to  behold  the  natural  jeal- 
ousies and  rivalries,  which  are  the  acknowl- 
edged dangers  of  our  political  condition,  subsid- 
ing or  sacrificing  ?  What  sight  more  exhilarat- 
ing than  to  see  this  great  nation  once  more 
walking  forth  among  the  nations  of  the  earth, 
under  the  protection  of  no  foreign  shield? 
Peaceful  because  powerful — powerful  because 
united  in  interests,  and  amalgamated  by  con- 
centration of  those  interests  in  the  national 
affections. 

But,  let  the  opposite  policy  pi-evail ;  let  the 
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essential  interests  of  the  great  component  parts 
of  tbis  Union  find  no  protection  under  the  na- 
tional arm— instead  of  safety  let  them  realize 
oppression,  and  the  seeds  of  discord  and  disso- 
lution are  inevitably  sown  in  a  soil  the  best 
fitted  for  their  root,  and  affording  the  richest 
nourishment  for  their  expansion.  It  may  be  a 
long  time  before  they  ripen.  But,  sooner  or 
later,  they  will  assuredly  burst  forth  in  all  their 
destructive  energies.  In  the  intermediate  pe- 
riod, what  aspect  does  a  Union,  thus  destitute  of 
cement,  present  ?  Is  it  that  of  a  nation  keen  to 
discern,  and  strong  to  resist,  violations  of  its 
sovereignty  3  It  has  rather  the  appearance  of  a 
casual  collection  of  semi-barbarous  clans,  with 
the  forms  of  civilization,  and  with  the  rude  and 
rending  passions  of  the  savage  state.  In  truth, 
powerful — yet,  as  to  any  foreign  effect,  imbecile 
— rich,  in  the  goods  of  fortune,  yet  wanting 
that  inherent  spirit  without  which  a  nation  is 
poor  indeed ;  their  strength  exhausted  by  strug- 
gles for  local  power ;  their  moral  sense  debased 
by  low  intrigues  for  personal  popularity,  or 
temporary  preeminence;  all  their  thoughts 
turned  not  to  the  safety  of  the  State,  but  to  the 
elevation  of  a  chieftain.  A  people  presenting 
such  an  aspect,  what  have  they  to  expect  abroad? 
What  but  pillage,  insult,  and  scorn  ? 

The  choice  is  before  us.  Persist  in  refusing 
eflBcient  maritime  protection ;  persist  in  the  sys- 
tem of  commercial  restrictions ;  what  now  is, 
perhaps,  anticipation,  wUl  hereafter  be  his- 
tory. 

Mr.  FisK  said  that,  when  this  subject  was 
first  presented  to  the  House,  he  felt  inclined  to 
vote  for  a  small  increase  of  the  Naval  Establish- 
ment ;  but  it  now  appears  that,  what  is  asked 
for  is  considered  only  as  laying  a  foundation 
for  a  great  system — a  system  which,  he  feared, 
if  carried  into  execution,  might  change  the  Gov- 
ernment. 

Mr.  F.  contended  that  the  Navy  never  had, 
and  never  could  protect  our  commerce.  Like 
standing  armies,  he  considered  navies  as  dan- 
gerous to  liberty.  As  to  the  constitutional 
provision,  with  respect  to  a  navy,  it  is  nothing 
more  than  a  mere  grant  of  power,  which  Con- 
gress is  at  liberty  to  use  or  not,  as  they  may 
deem  it  necessary  or  expedient. 

Though  he  had  listened  with  candor  to  all 
the  arguments  which  had  been  used  in  favor  of 
an  increase  of  this  Establishment  at  the  present 
time,  he  was  far  from  being  convinced  that 
such  an  increase,  at  present,  is  eitlier  necessary 
or  expedient.  It  appeared  to  him  that  every 
nation  which  has  embarked,  to  any  extent,  in 
Navy  Establishments,  has  been  eventually  crush- 
ed by  them.  Whether  you  go  back  to  ancient, 
or  look  upon  modern  Europe,  you  will  find 
navies  have  not  afforded  that  protection  which 
gentlemen  are  desirous  of  persuading  the  House 
they  are  capable  of  affording.  Has  the  navy  of 
Russia  protected  her  commerce  ?  There  are  in 
the  Eussian  dominions  from  twenty-five  to 
thirty  millions  of  people ;  but,  by  every  account 
we  have  of  them,  their  situation  is  not  very  en- 
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viable;  nor  have  they  any  great  degree  of  com- 
merce to  protect.  Where  are  the  navies  of 
Sweden  and  Denwark  ?  The  latter,  it  is  well 
known,  were  swept  away  and  destroyed  by  the 
British  fleet ;  and  the  fleet  of  Sweden  serves 
only  to  keep  the  country  in  poverty  to  maintain 
it.  A  navy  looks  pretty  well  in  theory ;  but 
look  into  the  experience  of  nations,  and  it  will 
be  found  to  have  been  the  bane  of  every  coun- 
try which  has  had  any  thing  to  do  with  it.  We 
should  want  wisdom,  therefore,  to  pursue  a 
system  which  has  proved  so  ruinous  to  others. 

With  respect  to  Great  Britain  herself,  it  had 
been  said  that  her  navy  had  been  the  basis  of 
her  wealth  and  prosperity.  Mr.  F.  said  he  did 
not  envy  the  situation  of  that  country.  The 
glory  and  honor  which  such  nations  are  in  the 
habit  of  acquiring,  prove  a  curse  to  them  in  the 
end  by  enslaving  them  with  expense. 

As  to  the  protection  and  encouragement  of 
commerce,  he  believed  commerce  would  always 
flourish  best  when  left  to  itself  unshackled  by 
regulations.  It  will  then  be  carried  to  every 
part  of  the  globe.  In  the  course  of  the  debate, 
it  had  been  said  that  the  exports  of  Great  Britain, 
in  1797,  were  not  greater  than  ours  before  our 
commerce  was  restricted,  though  that  nation 
had  possessed  a  navy  which  had  triumphed  on 
the  ocean  for  half  a  century.  How  did  this 
happen?  It  was  owing,  said  Mr.  F.,  to  the 
freedom  of  our  commerce. 

The  gentleman  from  Massachusetts  (Mr. 
Quinct)  had  spoken  of  the  naval  force  foi-mer- 
ly  possessed  by  Massachusetts.  But,  what  se- 
curity did  those  ships  afford?  They  were  of  no 
use,  as  he  believed ;  they  were  nothing  but  a 
heavy  expense  to  the  State ;  and  he  believed  the 
merchants  had  found  their  commerce  in  a  much 
better  state  since,  than  it  was  when  they  were 
in  being. 

Gentlemen  speak  of  the  embarrassments  of 
our  commerce,  as  if  they  were  owing  to  our  not 
having  a  navy  ;  but,  if  they  will  look  around, 
they  will  find  that  those  countries  which  have 
navies  have  not  escaped;  our  embarrassments 
have  arisen  from  the  wrongs  committed  against 
us  by  other  nations,  which  we  had  no  power  of 
preventing. 

It  had  been  shown  that  the  Navy  Establish- 
ment proposed  could  not  be  supported  but  by 
an  expense  which  would  prove  ruinous  to  this 
country.  Rather  than  incur  this  expense,  he 
was  willing  to  dispense  with  the  honor  suppos- 
ed to  be  attached  to  such  an  Estabhshment. 
Mr.  F.  was  opposed  to  this  system,  too,  because 
it  could  not  be  supported  without  having  re- 
course to  a  force  similar  to  impressment  to  ob- 
tain a  number  of  seamen  sufficient  to  man  such 
a  fleet.  He  was  anxious  to  protect  every  part 
of  the  Union ;  bat  he  could  not  consent  to  sup- 
port any  scheme  so  pregnant  with  mischief  to 
the  country,  as  he  considered  this  large  Navy 
Establishment  to  be. 

The  question  on  .agreeing  to  strike  out  the 
section  for  building  the  frigates  was  carried — 
yeas  62,  nays  59. 
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The  next  question  was,  on  agreeing  with  the 
Committee  of  the  Whole  to  fill  the  hlank  for 
providing  ship  timber  and  other  imperishable 
materials,  with  the  words  two  hundred  thou- 
sand dollars,  which  was  carried — yeas  82,  nays 
3T. 

Another  question  was  on  agreeing  with  the 
Committee  of  the  Whole  to  make  the  above  ap- 
propriation for  three  years,  viz :  for  the  years 
1812,  1813,  and  1814.  This  motion  was  car- 
ried— yeas  67,  nays  52. 

The  next  question  was  on  agreeing  with  the 
Committee  of  the  Whole  to  appropriate  one 
hundred  thousand  dollars  for  providing  a  dock 
yard. 

Mr.  Ehea  moved  to  strike  out  the  section ; 
but  this  motion  being  decided  to  be  out  of  or- 
der, Mr.  D.  R.  Williams  spoke  against  the  pro- 
priety of  appropriating  money,  without  estimate, 
for  an  object  not  wanted  until  we  went  about 
building  seventy-fours.  The  House  adjourned, 
on  motion  of  Mr.  Smilib,  without  taking  the 
question. 


Tuesday,  January  28. 
Naval  Eatabliahment. 

The  order  of  the  day,  viz :  the  bill  concerning 
the  Naval  Establishment,  was  then  taken  up, 
and  the  question  on  agreeing  to  the  report  of 
the  Committee  of  the  Whole,  to  fill  up  the  blank 
in  the  section  providing  a  dock  yard,  with  one 
hundred  thousand  dollars,  being  under  consid- 
eration, Mr.  Oheves  stated  the  grounds  upon 
which  the  committee  had  recommended  this 
provision  of  the  bUl,  and  replied  to  some  remarks 
of  his  colleague  (Mr.  Williams)  made  yesterday. 

Mr.  Rhea  then  moved  to  strike  out  the  whole 
section  in  relation  to  the  dock  yard;  which, 
after  some  little  debate,  was  carried — ^yeas  56, 
nays  52. 

Mr.  Blaokledgb  moved  a  new  section  to  the 
bUl,  providing  for  the  building  of  four  seventy- 
four  gunships.  As  an  inducement  to  the  House 
to  adopt  this  new  section,  he  stated  there  were 
suflicient  timber  and  guns  on  hand ;  that  the 
whole  expense  would  not  exceed  $1,300,000, 
and  the  guns  and  timber  being  already  provid- 
ed, an  appropriation  of  $824,000  only,  would 
be  necessary  to  complete  them. 

The  question  was  negatived — yeas  88,  nays 
76. 

The  bill  was  then  ordered  to  be  engrossed 
for  a  third  reading  to-morrow. 


MoNDAT,  March  2. 
Divorces  in  the  District. 
Mr.  Lewis,  from  the  Committee  on  the  Dis- 
trict of  Columbia,  made  the  following  report : 

The  Committee  for  the  District  of  Columbia,  to 
whom  were  referred  the  petitions  of  Jane  Deakins, 
praying  for  a  divorce  from  William  Deakins,  and  of 
David  Beck,  praying  for  a  divorce  from  EUen,  his 
wife,  submit  the  following  report : 


The  only  object  which  the  petitioners  can  have  in 
view  is  to  be  enabled,  respectively,  to  enter  into  new 
contracts  of  marriage.  Were  marriages  only  a  civil 
institution,  the  courts  of  law  would  be  open  to  all  par- 
ties seeking  the  redress  now  prayed  for,  for  alleged 
breach  of  the  marriage  contract :  but  it  is  something 
more;  it  is  a  divine  ordinance,  and  has  been  pro- 
nounced such  by  the  highest  legal  as  well  as  spiritual 
authority.  The  competency  of  any  liuman  tribunal 
to  dissolve  its  sacred  obligations  may  well  be  doubted. 
The  justice  or  policy,  under  any  circumstances,  of 
weakening  the  patrimonial  institution,  upon  tlie 
purity  of  which  depends  the  very  fabric  of  society  it- 
self, may  be  boldly  denied.  Divorces  are  not  merely 
the  eflFect  of  corruption.of  manners ;  they  are  the  cause 
also.  They  hold  out  temptations  to  crime  wliich 
human  infirmity  cannot  at  all  times  resist.  They 
hold  out  incentives  to  that  adultery  which  they  are 
called  in  to  remedy.  Extreme  cases  may  indeed  be 
put,  hut  they  are  rare;  both  parties  are  generally  in 
fault.  Shall  a  very  few  individuals,  who  present 
themselves  in  a  questionable  shape,  be  debarred  from 
contracting  a  second  marriage,  or  shall  the  founda- 
tions of  society  be  loosened  for  their  special  accom- 
modation ?  Shall  the  heaviest  public  injury  be  en- 
countered for  the  convenience  of  those,  who,  for  the 
most  part,  have  shown  how  Uttle  rehance  is  to  be 
placed  npon  their  virtue  or  discretion  ?  Shall  incen- 
tives to  nuptial  infidelity  be  presented  to  the  great 
body  of  society  for  the  personal  gratification  of  a  few 
unfortunate  members,  diffusing  dissatisfaction  and 
discontent,  where,  but  for  the  deceitful  hope  of  divorce, 
they  had  never  been  known  ? 

The  frequency  of  divorces  may  be  taken  as  an  un- 
erring criterion  of  the  depravity  of  morals.  A  re- 
spectable authority  has  declared,  that  "  from  the  Re- 
foiination  to  the  commencement  of  the  eighteenth 
century,  there  had  occurred  only  four  instances  of 
Parliamentary  divorce ;  but,  in  the  present  reign,  they 
had  increased  to  the  enormous  number  of  one  hun- 
dred and  ninety-three."  It  is  notorious  that  the 
crime  which  is  made  the  ground- work  of  the  divorce, 
is  frequently  committed  with  the  most  "  dehberate 
and  unblushing  indifierence,"  for  the  pui-pose  of  ena- 
bling the  adulterer  and  adultress  thereafter  to  inter- 
marry. Your  committee  will  not  attempt  to  pursue 
the  subject  further.  It  is  calculated  to  inspire  the 
most  solemn  reflections.  They  are  opposed  to  divorce 
upon  principle,  as  tending  to  excite  family  discord ; 
as  bearing  hard  upon  the  weaker  sex,  whom  it  is  es- 
pecially incumbent  upon  us  to  protect  and  to  cherish  ; 
above  all,  as  weakening  the  matrimonial  tie,  upon 
the  sanctity  of  which  depend  "  aU  the  charities  of 
father,  son,  and  brother.''  The  committee  wU!  not 
enter  into  the  question  how  far  it  may  be  wise  or 
pohtic  to  hold  forth  to  the  world  this  District  as  an 
asylum  for  those  who  wish  to  obtain  absolution  from 
the  marriage  vow.  They  will  content  themselves 
with  submitting  the  following  resolution : 

Resolved,  That  the  prayer  of  the  petitioners  ought 
not  to  be  granted. 

Referred  to  a  Committee  of  the  Whole  on 
Monday  next. 


Wednesday,  March  4. 
Constitution  of  Orleans. 
The  following  message  was  received  from  the 
Peesident  of  the  United  States  : 
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To  the  Senate  and  Bouse  qf 

Representatives  of  the  United  States  : 

At  the  request  of  the  conTention  assembled  in  the 
TeiTitory  of  Orleans  on  the  22d  day  of  NoTember 
last,  I  transmit  to  Congress  the  proceedings  of  that 
body  in  pursuance  of  the  act,  entitled  "  An  act  to  en- 
able the  people  of  the  Territory  of  Orleans  to  form  a 
constitution  and  State  government,  and  for  the  ad- 
mission of  the  said  State  into  the  Union  on  an  equal 
footing  with  the  original  States,  and  for  other  pur- 
poses." JAMES  MADISON. 

March  3,  1812. 

The  Message  and  accompanying  documents 
having  been  read,  a  proposition  was  made  to 
refer  them  to  a  select  committee ;  but,  before  it 
was  decided,  the  House  adjourned. 


MoNDAT,  March  9. 
British  Intrigues. 
The  following  Message  was  received  from  the 
Peesident  01?  TnE  TJnitbd  States: 
To  the  Senate  and  House  of 

Representatives  of  the  United  States  : 

I  lay  before  Congress  copies  of  certain  documents 
which  remain  in  the  Department  of  State.  They 
prove  that  at  a  recent  period,  whilst  the  United 
States,  notwithstanding  the  wrongs  sustained  by 
them,  ceased  not  to  observe  the  laws  of  peace  and 
neutrality  towards  Great  Britain,  and  in  the  midst 
of  amicable  professions  and  negotiations  on  the  part 
of  the  British  Government,  through  its  public  Minis- 
ters here,  a  secret  agent  of  that  Government  was 
employed  in  certain  States,  more  especially  at  the 
seat  of  Government  in  Massachusetts,  in  fomenting 
disaffection  to  the  constituted  authorities  of  the 
nation  ;  and  in  intrigues  with  the  disaffected  for  the 
purpose  ofbiinging  about  resistance  to  the  laws;  and 
eventually,  in  concert  with  a  British  force,  of  destroy- 
ing the  Union  and  forming  the  Eastern  part  thereof 
into  a  political  connection  with  Great  Britain. 

In  addition  to  the  effect  which, the  discovery  of 
such  a  procedure  ought  to  have  on  ithe  Public  Coun- 
cils, it  will  not  fail  to  render  more  dear  to  the  hearts 
of  all  good  citizens  that  happy  Union  of  these  States, 
which,  under  Divine  Providence,  is  the  guarantee  of 
their  hberties,  their  safety,  their  tranquillity,  and 
their  prosperity. 

JAMES  MADISON. 

Mauch  9,  1812. 

Mr.  Henry  to  Mr,  Monroe. 
Philadelphia,  February  20,  1812. 
_  Sir  :  Much  observation  and  experience  have  con- 
vinced me,  that  the  injuries  and  insults  with  which 
the_  United  States  have  been  so  long  and  so  frequently 
visited,  and  which  cause  their  present  embarrassment, 
have  been  owing  to  an  opinion  entertained  by  foreign 
States,  I'  that  in  any  measure  tending  to  wound 
their  pride,  or  provoke  their  hostility,  the  Govern- 
ment of  this  country  could  never  induce  a  great 
majority  of  its  citizens  to  concur." — And  as  many 
of  the  evils  which  flow  from  the  influence  of  this 
opinion  on  the  policy  of  foreign  nations,  may  bo 
removed  by  any  act  that  can  produce  unanimity 
among  all  parties  in  America,  I  voluntarily  tender  to 
you,  sir,  such  means,  as  I  possess,  towards  promoting 
so  desirable  and  important  an  object;  which,  if  ac- 
complished,  cannot  fail  to  extinguish,  perhaps  for- 


ever, those  expectations  abroad,  which  may  protract 
indefinitely  an  accommodation  of  existing  differences, 
and  check  the  progress  of  industry  and  prosperity 
in  this  rising  Empire. 

I  have  the  honor  to  transmit  herewith  the  docu- 
ments and  correspondence  relating  to  an  important 
mission  in  which  I  was  employed  by  Sir  James 
Craig,  the  late  Governor  General  of  the  British 
Provinces  in  North  America,  in  the  winter  of  the 
year  1809. 

The  publication  of  these  papers  will  demonstrate  a 
fact  not  less  valuable  than  the  good  already  pro- 
posed ;  it  will  prove  that  no  reliance  ought  to  be 
placed  on  the  professions  of  good  faith  of  an  Admin- 
istration, which,  by  a  series  of  disastrous  events,  has 
fallen  into  such  hands  as  a  Castlereagh,  a  Wellesley, 
or  a  Liverpool — I  should  rather  say  into  the  hands 
of  the  stupid  subalterns,  to  whom  the  pleasures  and 
the  indolence  of  those  Ministers  have  consigned  it. 

In  contributing  to  the  good  of  the  United  States 
by  an  exposition  which  cannot  (I  think)  fail  to  solve 
and  melt  all  division  and  disunion  among  its  citizens, 
I  flatter  myself  with  the  fond  expectation  that  when 
it  is  made  pubhc  in  England  it  will  add  one  great 
motive  to  the  many  that  already  exist,  to  induce 
that  nation  to  withdraw  its  confidence  from  men 
whose  political  career  is  a  fruitful  source  of  injury 
and  embarrassment  in  America ;  of  injustice  and 
misery  in  Ireland ;  of  distress  and  apprehension  in 
England ;  and  contempt  eveiy  where.  In  making 
this  communication  to  you,  sir,  I  deem  it  incumbent 
on  me  distinctly  and  unequivocally  to  state  that  I 
adopt  no  parly  views ;  that  I  have  not  changed  any 
of  my  political  opim'ons ;  that  I  neither  seek  nor 
desire  the  patronage  nor  countenance  of  any  Govern- 
ment nor  of  any  party ;  and  that,  in  addition  to  the 
motives  already  expressed,  I  am  influenced  by  a  just 
resentment  of  the  perfidy  and  dishonor  of  those  who 
first  violated  the  conditions  upon  which  I  received 
their  confidence;  who  have  injured  me  and  disap- 
pointed the  expectations  of  my  friends,  and  left  me 
no  choice  but  between  a  degrading  acquiescence  in 
injustice,  and  a  retahation  which  is  necessary  to 
secure  to  me  my  own  respect. 

This  wound  will  be  felt  where  it  is  merited ;  and 
if  Sh:  James  Craig  stni  live,  his  share  of  the  pain 
will  excite  no  sympathy  among  those  who  are  at  all 
in  the  secret  of  our  connection. 

I  have  the  honor  to  be,  sir,  your  most  obedient 
servant,  &o.  J.  HENRY. 

To  Hon.  James  Monroe, 

Secretary  of  State,  Sfc. 

No.  1. 
Mr.   Eyland,    Secretary  to   Sir   James   Craig,  late 
Governor   General   of   the   British  Provinces  in 
North  America,  to  Mr.  Hemy. 

Application  to  undertaJce   the   Mission  to  the  United 

States. 

[Most  secret  and  confidential.] 

Quebec,  January  26,  1809. 
My  Dear  Sir  :  The  extraordinary  state  of  things 
at  this  time  in  the  neighboring  States  has  suggested 
to  the  Governor-in-Chief  the  idea  of  employing  you 
on  a  secret  and  confidential  mission  to  Boston,  pro- 
vided an  arrangement  can  be  made  to  meet  the 
important  end  in  view,  without  throwing  an  abspluta 
obstacle  in  the  way  of  your  professional  pursuits. 
The  information  and  political  observations  heretofore 
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received  from  you  were  transmitted  by  his  Excellency 
to  the  Secretary  of  State,  who  has  expressed  his 
particular  approbation  of  them ;  and  there  is  no 
doubt  that  your  able  execution  of  such  a  mission  as 
I  have  suggested,  would  give  you  a  claim,  not  only 
on  the  Governor  General,  but  on  His  Majesty's  Min- 
isters, which  might  eventually  contribute  to  your 
advantage.  You  will  have  the  goodness,  therefore, 
to  acquaint  me,  for  his  ExceUenoy's  information, 
whether  you  could  make  it  convenient  to  engage  in 
a  mission  of  this  nature,  and  what  pecuniary  assist- 
ance would  he  requisite  to  enable  you  to  undertake 
it,  without  injury  to  yourself. 

At  present,  it  is  only  necessary  for  me  to  add,  that 
the  Governor  wiU  furnish  you  with  a  cipher  for  car- 
rying on  your  correspondence ;  and  that,  in  case  the 
leading  party  in  any  of  the  States  wished  to  open  a 
communication  with  this  Government,  their  views 
might  be  communicated  through  you. 

I  am,  with  great  truth  and  regard,  my  dear  sir, 
your  most  faithful,  humble  servant, 

HERMAN  W.  RYLAND. 

John  Henkt,  Esq. 

No.  2. 
General  Instructions  from  Sir  J.  H.  Craig  to  Mr. 

Henry,  respecting  his  Secret  Mission. 

His  Excellency  the  GoverJior-in-Chief''s  Instructions  to 

Mr.  Henry,  of  February,  1809. 

[Most  secret  and  confidential.] 

QOEBEC,  February  6,  1809. 

Sir  :  As  you  have  so  readily  undertaken  the  ser- 
vice which  I  have  suggested  to  you,  as  being  likely 
to  be  attended  with  much  benefit  to  the  public  inter- 
ests, I  am  to  request,  that,  with  your  earliest  con- 
venience, you  will  proceed  to  Boston, 

The  principal  object  that  I  recommend  to  your  at- 
tention, is,  the  endeavor  to  obtain  the  most  accurate 
information  of  the  tme  state  of  affairs  in  that  part  of 
the  Union,  which,  from  its  wealth,  the  number  of  its 
inhabitants,  and  the  known  intelligence  and  abihty 
of  several  of  its  leading  men,  must  naturally  possess 
a  very  considerable  influence  over,  and  will  indeed 
probably  lead  the  other  Eastern  States  of  America  in 
the  part  that  they  may  take  at  this  important  crisis. 

I  shall  not  pretend  to  point  out  to  you  the  mode  by 
which  you  will  be  most  likely  to  obtain  this  impor- 
tant information  ;  your  own  judgment,  and  the  con- 
nections which  you  may  have  in  the  town,  must  be 
your  guide.  I  thiTik  it,  however,  necessary  to  put 
you  on  your  guard  against  the  sanguineness  of  an 
aspiring  party.  The  Federalists,  as  I  understand, 
have  at  all  times  discovered  a  leaning  to  this  dispo- 
sition ;  and  their  being  under  its  particular  influence, 
at  this  moment,  is  tte  more  to  be  expected,  from 
their  having  no  ill-founded  ground  for  their  hopes  of 
beinc  nearer  the  attainment  of  their  object  than  they 
have  been  for  some  years  past. 

In  the  general  terms  which  I  have  made  use  of 
in  describing  the  object  which  I  recommend  to 
your  attention,  it  is  scarcely  necessary  that  I  should 
observe,  I  include  the  state  of  the  pubUc  opinion, 
both  with  regard  to  their  internal  politics,  and  to  the 
probability  of  a  war  with  England ;  the  comparative 
strenoth  of  the  two  great  parties  into  which  the  coun- 
try is  divided,  and  the  views  and  designs  of  that 
which  may  ultimately  prevail. 

It  has  been  supposed,  that,  if  the  Federalists  of  the 
Eastern  States  should  be  successful  in  obtaining  that 
decided  influence  which  may  enable  them  to    direct 


the-public  opinion,  it  is  not  improbable  that,  rather 
than  submit  to  a  continuance  of  the  diflSculties  and 
distress  to  which  they  are  now  subject,  they  will  exert 
that  influence  to  bring  about  a  separation  'from  the 
general  Union.  The  earliest  information  on  this  sub- 
ject may  he  of  great  consequence  to  our  Government, 
as  it  may  also  be,  tiiat  it  should  be  informed  how  far, 
in  such  an  event,  they  would  look  up  to  England 
for  assistance,  or  be  disposed  to  enter  into  a  connec- 
tion with  us.  • 

Although  it  would  be  highly  inexpedient  that  you 
should  in  any  mdhner  appear  as  an  avowed  agent, 
yet,  if  you  could  contrive  to  obtain  nn  intimacy  with 
any  of  the  leading  party,  it  may  not  be  improper  that 
you  should  insinuate,  (though  with  great  caution,) 
that,  if  they  should  wish  to  enter  into  any  communi- 
cation with  our  Government,  through  me,  you  are 
authorized  to  receive  any  such,  and  will  safely  trans- 
mit it  to  me.  And  as  it  may  not  be  impossible  that 
they  should  require  some  document,  by  which  they 
may  be  assured  that  you  are  really  in  the  situation 
in  which  you  represent  yourself,  I  enclose  a  creden- 
tial to  be  produced  in  that  view.  But,  I  most  par- 
ticularly enjoin  and  direct  that  you  do  not  make  any 
use  of  this  paper,  unless  a  desire  to  that  purpose 
should  be  expressed,  and  unless  you  see  good  ground 
for  expecting  that  the  doing  so  may  lead  to  a  more 
confidential  communication  than  you  can  otherwise 
look  for. 

In  passing  through  the  State  of  Vennont,  you  will 
of  course  exert  your  endeavors  to  procure  all  the  in- 
formation that  the  short  stay  you  will  probably  make 
there  will  admit  of.  You  will  use  your  own  discretion 
as  to  delaying  your  journey  with  this  view,  more  or 
less,  in  proportion  to  your  prospects  of  obtaining  any 
information  of  consequence. 

I  request  to  hear  from  you  as  frequently  as  possi- 
ble ;  and  as  letters  directed  to  me  might  excite  suspi- 
cion, it  may  be  as  well  that  you  put  them  under 

cover  to  Mr. ;  and  as  even  the  addressing  letters 

always  to  the  same  person  might  attract  notice,  I 
recommend  your  sometimes  addressing  your  packet 
to  the  Chief  Justice  here,  or  occasionally,  though 
seldom,  to  Mr.  Ryland,  but  never  with  the  addition 
of  his  official  description. 

I  am,  sir,  your  most  obedient  humble  sei-vant, 
J.  H.  CRAIG. 

John  Henet,  Esq. 

Copy  of  the  "  CredentiaV  given  Ig  Sir  James  Craig  to 
Mr.  Henry. 
The  bearer,  Mr.  John  Henry,  is  employed  by  me, 
and  full  confidence  may  be  placed  in  him  for  any 
communication  which  any  person  may  wish  to  make 
to  me  in  the  business  committed  to  him.  In  faith  of 
which  I  have  given  him  this  under  my  hand  and  seal 
at  Quebec,  the  6th  day  of  February,  1809. 

[Copies  of  the  letters  from  Mr.  Hemy  to  Sir  James 
Craig,  relative  to  his  mission  to  the  United  States,  in 
the  year  1809.] 

No.  1. 

Answer  to  the  letter  of  Mr.  Secretary  Ryland,  proposing 
the  mission,  ^c. 

Montreal,  Jan.  31,  1809. 
SiK :  I  have  to  acknowledge  the  favor  of  your  let- 
ter of  the  26th  instant,  written  by  the  desire  of  his 
Excellency,  the  Governor-in-Chief,  and  hasten  to  ex- 
press, through  you,  to  his  Excellency,  my  readiness 
to  comply  with  his  wishes. 
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I  need  not  add  how  very  flattering  it  is  to  receive 
from  His  Excellency  the  assurance  of  the  approbation 
of  His  Miijcsty's  Secretiiry  of  State,  for  the  very  hum- 
ble services  that  I  may  have  rendered. 

If  the  nature  of  the  service  in  which  I  am  to  be  en- 
gaged will  require  no  other  disbursements  than  ibr 
my  individual  expenses,  I  do  not  apprehend  that 
these  can  exceed  my  private  resources. 

I  shall  be  ready  to  take  my  departure  before  my 
instructions  can  be  made  out. 

I  have  the  honor  to  be  your  most  obedient  servant, 

J.  H. 

H.  W.  Kyland,  Esq.,  Secretary,  dc. 

No.  2. 

To  Sis  Excellency  the  Governor  General,  ^c,  in  an- 
swer to  his  letter  of  instructions,  ^c. 

Montreal,  Feb.  10,  1809. 

Sir  :  I  have  the  honor  to  acknowledge  the  receipt 
of  your  Excellency's  letter  of  instructions,  the  letter 
of  credence,  and  the  cipher  for  carrying  on  my  corre- 
spondence. I  have  bestowed  much  pains  upon  the 
cipher,  and  am,  notwithstanding  this,  deficient  in 
some  points  which  might  enable  me  to  understand  it 
clearly.  I  have  compared  the  example  with  my  own 
exemplification  of  the  cipher,  and  find  a  difference  in 
the  results ;  and  as  the  present  moment  seems  favor- 
able to  the  interference  of  His  Majesty's  Government 
in  the  measures  pursued  by  the  Federal  party  in  the 
Northern  States,  and  more  especially  as  the  Assem- 
bly of  Massachusetts  is  now  in  session,  I  think  it  bet- 
ter to  set  forward  immediately,  than  wait  for  any 
further  explanation  of  the  means  of  carrying  on  a 
secret  correspondence,  which  the  frequency  of  safe 
private  conveyances  to  Canada  will  render  almost 
wholly  unnecessary.  Should  it,  however,  be  neces- 
sary at  any  time,  I  take  leave  to  suggest  that  the  in- 
dex alone  furnishes  a  very  safe  and  simple  mode.  In 
it  there  is  a  number  for  every  letter  in  the  alphabet, 
and  particular  numbers  for  particular  phrases;  so  that 
when  I  do  not  find  in  the  index  the  particular  word  I 
want,  I  can  spell  it  with  the  figures  which  stand  op- 
posite to  the  letters.  JTor  example,  if  I  want  to  say 
that  "  troops  are  at  Albany,"  I  find  under  the  letter 
T,  that  No.  16  stands  for  "  troops,"  and  number  125 
for  "  Albany ;"  the  intervening  words  "  are  at"  I  sup- 
ply by  figures  corresponding  with  the  letters  in  these 
words. 

It  will  be  necessary  to  provide  against  accident  by 

addressing  the  letters  to  Mr. ,  of  Montreal,  with 

a  small  mark  on  the  corner  of  the  envelope,  which 
he  will  understand.  'When  he  receives  it  he  will  then 
addi-ess  the  enclosure  to  your  Excellency,  and  send  it 
from  Montreal  by  mail.  I  will  be  careful  not  to  ad- 
dress your  Excellency  in  the  body  of  the  letter,  nor 
sign  my  name  to  any  of  them.  They  will  be  merely 
designated  by  the  initials  A.  B. 

If  this  mode  should,  in  any  respect,  appear  excep- 
tionable, your  Excellency  will  have  the  goodness  to 
order  a  more  particular  explanation  of  the  card.  It 
would  reach  me  in  safety  enclosed  to ,  Boston. 

I  have  the  honor  to  be,  with  profound  respect,  your 
Excellency's  most  obedient  servant,  &c.  J.  H. 

No.  3. 
Burlington,  (Vt.,)  Feb.  14,  1809. 
Sin  :  I  have  remained  here  two  days  in  order  fully 
to  ascertain  the  progress  of  the  arrangements  hereto- 
fore made  for  organizing  an  efficient  opposition  to 
the  General  Government,  as  well  as  to  become  ac- 


quainted with  the  opinions  of  the  leading  people  re- 
lative to  the  measures  of  that  party  which  has  the 
ascendant  in  the  National  Councils. 

On  the  subject  of  the  embargo  laws  there  seems  to 
be  but  one  opinion ;  namely,  that  they  are  unneces- 
sary, oppressive,  and  unconstitutional.  It  must  also 
be  observed,  that  the  execution  of  them  is  so  invidious 
as  to  attract  toward  the  officers  of  Government  the 
enmity  of  the  people,  which  is  of  course  transferable 
to  the  Government  itself;  so  that,  in  case  the  State 
of  Massachusetts  should  take  any  bold  step  toward 
resisting  the  execution  of  these  laws,  it  is  highly  prob- 
able that  it  may  calculate  upon  the  hearty  co-ope- 
ration of  the  people  of  Vermont 

I  learn  that  the  Governor  of  this  State  is  now  visit- 
ing the  towns  in  the  northern  section  of  it,  and  makes 
no  secret  of  his  determination,  as  Commander-in- 
Chief  of  the  militia,  to  refuse  obedience  to  any  com- 
mand from  the  General  Government  which  can  tend 
to  interrupt  the  good  understanding  that  prevails  be- 
tween the  citizens  of  Vermont  and  His  Majesty's  sub- 
jects in  Canada.  It  is  further  intimated  that,  in  case 
of  a  war,  he  will  use  his  influence  to  preserve  this 
State  neutral,  and  resist,  with  all  the  force  he  can 
command,  any  attempt  to  make  it  a  party.  I  need 
not  add  that,  if  these  resolutions  are  carried  into 
effect,  the  State  of  Vermont  may  be  considered  as  an 
ally  of  Great  Britain. 

To  what  extent  the  sentiments  which  prevail  in 
this  quarter  exist  in  the  neighboring  States,  or  even 
in  the  eastern  section  of  this  State,  I  am  not  able  to 
conjecture.  I  only  say  with  certainty,  that  the  lead- 
ing men  of  the  Federal  party  act  in  concert ;  and 
therefore  infer  that  a  common  sentiment  pervades  the 
whole  body  throughout  New  England. 

I  have  seen  a  letter  from  a  gentleman  now  in 
Washington  to  his  correspondent  in  this  place ;  and, 
as  its  contents  may  serve  to  throw  some  light  on  pass- 
ing events  there,  I  shall  send  either  the  original,  or 
a  copy,  with  this  despatch.  The  writer  of  the  letter 
is  a  man  of  character  and  veracity ;  and,  whether 
competent  or  not  to  form  correct  opinions  himself,  is 
probably  within  the  reach  of  all  the  knowledge  that 
can  be  obtained  by  the  party  to  which  he  belongs. 

It  appears  by  his  statement  that  there  is  a  veiy 
formidable  majority  m  Congress  on  the  side  of  the 
Administration  ;  notwithstanding  which,  there  is  every 
reason  to  hope,  that  tho  Northern  States,  in  their  dis- 
tinct capacity,  will  unite,  and  resist,  by  force,  a  war 
with  Great  Britain.  In  what  mode  this  resistance 
will  first  show  itself  is  probably  not  yet  determined 
upon ;  and  may,  in  some  measure,  depend  upon  the 
reliance  that  the  leading  men  may  place  upon  assur- 
ances of  support  from  His  Majesty's  representatives 
in  Canada ;  and  as  1  shall  be  on  the  spot  to  tender 
this  whenever  the  moment  arrives  that  it  can  be  done 
with  effect,  there  is  no  doubt  that  all  their  measures 
may  be  made  subordinate  to  the  intentions  of  His 
Majesty's  Government.  Great  pains  are  taken  by 
the  men  of  talents  and  intelligence  to  confirm  the 
fe,ars  of  the  common  people,  as  to  the  concurrence  of 
the  Southern  Democrats  in  the  projects  of  France ; 
and  every  thing  tends  to  encourage  the  belief,  that 
the  dissolution  of  the  Confederacy  will  be  accelerated 
by  the  spirit  which  now  actuates  both  political  par- 
ties.    I  am,  &c.  A.  B. 

No.  4. 
Windsor,  (Tt.,)  Feb.  19,  1809. 
SiB ;  My  last  (No.  3)  was  written  at  Burlington, 
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the  principal  town  in  the  northern  part  of  the  State 
of  Vermont.  I  am  now  at  the  principal  town  in  the 
eastern  section. 

The  fallacy  of  men's  opinions,  when  they  act  nnder 
the  influence  of  sensibility,  and  are  strongly  excited 
by  those  hopes  which  always  animate  a  rising  party, 
led  me  to  donbt  the  correctaiess  of  the  opinions  which 
I  received  in  the  northern  section  of  this  State  ;  which 
from  its  contiguity  to  Canada  and  necessary  inter- 
conrse  with  Montreal,  has  a  stronger  interest  in  pro- 
moting a  good  understanding  with  His  Majesty's 
Government.  Therefore,  since  my  departure  from 
Burlington,  ■  I  have  sought  every  favorable  occasion  of 
conversing  with  the  Democrats  on  the  probable  re- 
sult of  the  policy  adopted  by  the  General  Government. 
The  difference  of  opinion  is  thus  expressed.  The 
Federal  party  declare  that,  in  the  event  of  a  war,  the 
State  of  Vermont  wiU  treat  separately  for  itself  with 
Great  Britain ;  and  support  to  the  utmost  the  stipula- 
tions into  which  it  may  enter,  without  any  regard  to 
the  policy  of  the  General  Government.  The  Demo- 
crats, on  the  other  hand,  assert,  that  in  such  a  case 
as  that  contemplated,  the  people  would  be  nearly 
divided  into  equal  numbers ;  one  of  which  would  sup- 
port the  Government,  if  it  could  be  done  without  in- 
volving the  people  in  a  civil  war,  but,  at  all  events, 
would  risk,  every  thing  in  preference  to  a  coalition 
with  Great  Britain.  This  difference  of  opinion  is 
not  to  be  wholly  ascribed  to  the  prejudices  of  party. 
The  people  in  the  eastern  section  of  Vermont  are  not 
operated  upon  by  the  same  hopes  and  fears  as  those 
on  the  borders  of  the  British  colony.  They  are  not 
dependent  on  Montreal  for  the  sale  of  their  produce 
nor  the  supply  of  foreign  commodities.  They  are  not 
apprehensive  of  any  serious  dangers  or  inconvenience 
from  a  stats  of  war ;  and  although  they  admit  that 
the  Governor,  Council,  and  three-fourths  of  the  re- 
presentation in  Congress  are  of  the  Federal  party, 
yet  they  do  not  believe  that  the  State  would  stand 
alone  and  resist  the  National  Government.  They 
do  not,  however,  deny  that,  should  the  State  of  Ver- 
mont continue  to  be  represented  as  it  is  at  present,  it 
would  in  all  probabUify  unite  with  the  neighboring 
States  in  any  serious  plan  of  resistance  to  a  war 
which  it  might  seem  expedient  to  adopt.  This,  I 
think,  is  tlie  safer  opinion  for  you  to  rely  on ;  if,  in- 
deed, reliance  ought  to  be  placed  on  any  measure 
depending  upon  the  will  of  the  rabble,  which  is  ever 
changing,  and  must  ever  be  marked  with  ignorance, 
caprice,  and  inconsistency.  As  the  crisis  approaches, 
the  difficulty  of  deciding  upon  i>  hazardous  alterna- 
tive will  increase;  and,  unfortunately,  there  is  not  in 
Vermont  any  man  of  commanding  talents  capable  of 
attracting  general  confidence,  of  infusing  into  the 
people  his  own  spirit ;  and,  amidst  the  confusion  of 
conflicting  opinions,  dangers,  and  commotion,  com- 
petent to  lead  in  the  path  of  duty  or  safety.  The 
Governor  is  an  industrious,  prudent  man,  and  has 
more  personal  influence  than  any  other ;  but  his  abil- 
ities are  not  suited  to  the  situation  in  which  a  civil 
war  would  place  him.     I  am,  &c.  A.  B. 

No.  5. 
Ajhhekst,  (N.  H.,)  Feb.  23,  1809. 
SiK :  A  gentleman  going  direct  to  Canada  affords 
a  safe  and  favorable  opportunity  of  giving  you  some 
further  account  of  my  progress. 

I  wfll  not  make  use  of  the  post  offices  when  I  can 
avoid  it,  because  private  occasions  supersede  the  ne- 
cessity of  writing  in  cipher ;    and  the  confempt  of 


decency  and  principles,  which  forms  part  of  the 
morals  of  the  subaltern  officers  of  a  democracy, 
would  incline  them  to  break  a  seal  with  the  same  in- 
difference that  they  break  their  words,  when  either 
curiosity  or  interest  is  to  be  indulged, 

I  have  not  had  sufficient  time  nor  evidence  to  en- 
able me  to  form  any  opinion  formyself,  of  the  lengths 
to  which  the  Federal  party  will  cany  their  opposition 
to  the  National  Government  in  the  event  of  a  war ; 
which  may  be  inferred  from  the  result  of  the  election 
of  Governors  which,  within  two  months,  will  be  made 
in  the  States  of  MSssachusetts,  New  Hampshire,  and 
Ehode  Island.  From  all  I  know,  and  all  I  can  learn 
of  the  General  Government,  I  am  not  apprehensive  of 
au  immediate  war.  The  embargo  is  the  favorite 
measure ;  and  it  is  probable  that  other  means  will 
be  employed  to  excite  England  to  commit  some  act 
of  hostility,  for  the  sole  purpose  of  placing  the  re- 
sponsibility of  war  on  that  country.  This  I  most  par- 
ticularly recommend  to  the  consideration  of  minis- 
ters. The  dread  of  opposition,  and  of  the  loss  of 
popularity,  will  certainly  keep  the  ruling  party  at 
Washington  inactive.  They  will  risk  any  thing  but 
the  loss  of  power ;  and  they  are  well  aware,  that 
their  power  would  pass  away  with  the  first  calamity 
which  their  measures  might  bring  upon  the  common 
people,  from  whom  that  power  emanates,  unless,  in- 
deed, they  could  find  a  sufficient  excuse  in  the  con- 
duct of  Great  Britain.  This  impression  cannot  be 
too  deeply  felt  by  His  Majesty's  Ministers ;  nor  too 
widely  spread  throughout  the  British  nation.  It  will 
iumish  a  sure  guide  in  every  policy  that  may  bo 
adopted  toward  the  United  States. 

I  have  the  honor  to  be,  &c.  A.  B. 

No.  6. 

Boston,  March  S,  1809. 

Snt:  I  am  favored  with  another  opportunity  of 
writing  to  yon  by  a  private  conveyance ;  and  think  it 
probable,  at  this  season,  that  the  frequency  of  these 
will  render  it  unnecessary  to  write  to  you  in  cipher. 

It  does  not  yet  appear  necessary  that  I  should  dis- 
cover to  any  person  the  purpose  of  my  visit  to  Bos- 
ton ;  nor  is  it  probable  that  I  shall  be  compelled,  for 
the  sake  of  gaining  more  knowledge  of  the  arrange- 
ments of  tile  Federal  party  in  there  States,  to  avow 
myself  as  a  regular  authorized  agent  of  the  British 
Government,  even  to  those  individuals  who  would 
feel  equally  bound  with  myself  to  preserve,  with  the 
utmost  inscrutability,  so  important  a  secret  from  the 
pubhc  eye.  I  have  sufficient  means  of  information 
to  enable  me  to  judge  of  the  proper  period  for  offer- 
ing the  co-operation  of  Great  Britain,  and  opening  a 
correspondence  betwe'en  the  Governor  General  of 
British  America,  and  those  individuals  who,  from  tho 
part  they  take  in  the  opposition  to  the  National  Gov- 
ernment, or  the  influence  they  may  possess  in  any 
new  order  of  things  that  may  grow  out  of  the  pres- 
ent differences,  should  be  qualified  to  act  on  behalf 
of  the  Northern  States.  An  apprehension  of  any 
such  state  of  things  as  is  pre-snpposed  by  these  re-' 
marks,  begins  to  subside,  since  it  has  appeared,  by 
the  conduct  of  the  General  Government,  that  it  is 
seriously  alarmed  at  the  menacing  attitude  of  the 
Northern  States.  But,  although  it  is  believed  that 
there  is  no  probability  of  an  immediate  war,  yet  no 
doubts  are  entertained  that  Mr.  Madison  wUl  fall 
upon  some  new  expedients  to  bring  about  hostilities. 
What  these  may  be,  can  only  be  deduced  from  what 
appears  to  be  practicable.     A  non-iTitercourse  with 
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England  and  France  will  probably  supersede  the  em- 
bargo ;  which,  by  opening  with  the  rest  of  Europe  a 
partial,  legitimate  commerce,  and  offering  strong 
temptations  to  that  which  is  illegal,  will  expose  the 
vessels  to  capture,  detention,  and  embarrassment ;  will 
justify  the  present  policy,  and  produce  such  a  degree 
of  irritation  and  resentment  as  will  enable  the  Gov- 
ernment of  this  country  to  throw  the  whole  blame 
and  responsibility  of  war  from  its  own  shoulders  upon 
those  of  the  British  Ministry.  If,  in  this,  the  party 
attached  to  France  should  calculate  with  correctness, 
and  the  commerce  of  New  England  should  greatly 
suffer,  the  merchants,  being  injured  and  discouraged, 
would  not  only  acquiesce  in  the  restrictive  system,  hut 
even  submit  to  war.  On  the  other  hand,  should  the 
small  traffic,  permittedby  a  non-intercourse  law,  be  lu- 
crative and  uninterrupted,  the  people  would  be  clamor- 
ous for  more,  and  soon  compel  the  Government  to  re- 
store the  friendly  relations  between  the  two  countries. 

While  I  offer  my  opinion  upon  this  subject,  I  can- 
not but  express  a  strong  hope  that,  if  any  terms 
should  be  proposed  by  either  Government,  to  which 
the  other  might  think  proper  to  accede,  that  a  prin- 
cipal motive  to  the  adjustment  of  differences  should 
he  understood  to  arise  from  the  amicable  disposition 
of  the  Eastern  States,  particularly  of  the  State  of 
Massachusetts.  This,  as  it  would  increase  the  popu- 
larity of  the  friends  of  Great  Britain,  could  not  fail 
to  promote  her  interests.  If  it  could  not  be  done 
formally  and  officially,  nor  in  a  correspondence  be- 
tween Ministers,  still,  perhaps,  the  administration  in 
the  Parliament  of  Great  Britain  might  take  that 
ground,  and  the  suggestion  would  find  its  way  into 
the  papers  both  in  England  and  America. 

It  cannot  be  too  frequently  repeated,  that  this 
country  can  only  be  governed  and  directed  by  the 
influence  of  opinion,  as  there  is  nothing  permanent 
in  its  political  institutions;  nor  are  the  populace, 
under  any  circumstances,  to  be  relied  on,  when  meas- 
ures become  inconvenient  and  burdensome.  I  will 
soon  write  again,  and  am  yours,  &c.  A.  B. 

(In  cipher.)  No.  7. 

Boston,  March  7,  1809. 

Sir  ;  I  have  now  ascertained,  with  as  much  accu- 
racy as  possible,  the  course  intended  to  fte  pursued 
by  the  party  in  Massachusetts  that  is  opposed  to  the 
measures  and  politics  of  the  Administration  of  the 
General  Government. 

I  have  already  given  a  decided  opinion  that  a  de- 
claration of  war  is  not  to  be  expected ;  but,  contrary 
to  all  reasonable  calculation,  should  the  Congress 
possess  spirit  and  independence  enough  to  place  their 
popularity  in  jeopardy  by  so  strong  a  measure,  the 
Legislature  of  Massachusetts  will  give  the  tone  to  the 
neighboring  States,  will  declare  Itself  permanent 
until  a  new  election  of  members,  invite  a  Congress, 
to  ho  composed  of  delegates  from  the  Federal  States, 
and  erect  a  separate  government  for  their  common 
defence  and  common  interest.  '  This  Congress  would 
probably  begin  by  abrogating  the  offensive  laws,  and 
adopting  a  plan  for  the  maintenance  of  the  power  and 
authority  thus  assumed.  They  would,  by  such  an 
act,  be  in  a  condition  to  make  or  receive  proposals 
from  Great  Britain ;  and  I  should  seize  the  first  mo- 
ment to  open  a  correspondence  with  your  Excellency. 
Scarcely  any  other  aid  would  be  necessary,  and  per- 
haps none  required,  than  a  few  vessels  of  war  from 
the  Halifax  station,  to  protect  the  maritime  towns 
from  the  little  navy  which  is  at  tb«  disposal  of  the 


National  Government.  What  permanent  connection 
between  Great  Britain  and  this  section  of  the  Re- 
public would  grow  out  of  a  civil  commotion,  such  as 
might  be  expected,  no  person  is  prepared  to  describe  ; 
but  it  seems  that  a  strict  alliance  must  result  of  ne- 
cessity. At  present  the  opposition  party  confine  their 
calculations  merely  to  resistance ;  and  I  can  assure 
you  that,  at  this  moment,  they  do  not  freely  enter- 
tain the  project  of  withdrawing  the  Eastern  States 
from  the  Union,  finding  it  a  very  unpopular  topic ; 
although  a  course  of  events,  such  as  I  have  already 
mentioned,  would  inevitably  produce  an  incurable 
alienation  of  the  Now  England  from  the  Southern 
States. 

The  truth  is,  the  common  people  have  so  long  re- 
garded the  Constitution  of  the  United  States  with 
complacency,  that  they  are  now  only  disposed  in  this 
quarter  to  treat  it  like  a  truant  mistress,  whom  they 
would,  for  a  time,  put  away  on  a  separate  mainten- 
ance, but,  without  further  and  greater  provocation, 
would  not  absolutely  repudiate. 

It  will  soon  h«  known  in  what  situation  public 
affairs  are  to  remain  until  the  meeting  of  the  New 
Congress  in  May,  at  which  time,  also,  this  Legislature 
will  again  assemble.  The  two  months  that  inter- 
vene win  be  a  period  of  much  anxiety. 

In  all  I  have  written  I  have  been  careful  not  to 
make  any  impression  analogous  to  the  enthusiastic 
confidence  entertained  by  the  opposition,  nor  to  the 
hopes  and  expectations  that  animate  the  friends  of 
an  alliance  between  the  Northern  States  and  Great 
Britain. 

I  have  abstracted  myself  from  all  the  sympathies 
these  are  calculated  to  inspire ;  because,  notwith- 
standing that  I  feel  the  utmost  confidence  in  the  in- 
tegrity of  intention  of  the  leading  characters  in  this 
political  drama,  I  cannot  forget  that  they  derive 
their  power  from  a  giddy,  inconstant  multitude  ;  who, 
unless  in  the  instance  under  consideration  they  form 
an  exception  to  all  general  rules  and  experience,  vrill 
act  inconsistently  and  absurdly.     I  am  yours,  &c. 

A.B. 

No.  8. 

Boston,  March  9,  1809. 

SiE :  In  my  letter  No.  6,  I  took  the  liberty  to  ex- 
press my  opinion  of  the  probable  effect  of  tie  non- 
intercourse  law,  intended  to  be  enacted ;  and  of  the 
mode  by  which  Great  Britain  may  defeat  the  real 
intention  of  the  American  Government  in  passing  it. 
But  as  this  sort  of  impunity  recommended  might,  in 
its  application  to  every  species  of  commerce  that 
would  be  carried  on,  be  deemed  by  Great  Britain  a 
greater  evil  than  war  itself,  a  middle  course  might 
easily  be  adopted,  which  would  deprive  France  of 
the  benefits  resulting  from  an  intercourse  with 
America,  without,  in  any  great  degree,  irritating  the 
maritime  States. 

The  high  price  of  all  American  produce  in  France 
furnishes  a  temptation  which  mercantile  avarice  will 
he  unable  to  resist.  The  consequence  is  obvious. 
But  if,  instead  of  condemning  the  vessels  and  cargoes 
which  may  be  arrested  in  pursuing  this  prohibited 
commerce,  they  should  be  compelled  to  go  into  a 
British  port,  and  there  permitted  to  sell  them,  I  think 
the  friends  of  England  in  these  States  would  not 
utter  a  complaint.  Indeed,  I  have  no  doubt  that  i^ 
in  the  prosecution  of  a  lawful  voyage,  the  British 
cruisers  should  treat  the  American  ships  in  this 
manner,  their  owners  would,  in  the  present  state  of 
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the  European  markets,  think  themselves  very  fortu- 
nate, as  it  would  save  them  the  trouhle  and  expense 
of  landing  them  in  a  neutral  port,  and  from  tifience 
reshipping  them  to  -England,  now  the  hest  market  in 
Europe  for  the  produce  of  this  country.  The  Gov- 
ernment of  the  United  States  would  prohably  com- 
plain, and  Bonaparte  become  peremptory  ;  but  even 
that  would  only  tend  to  render  the  opposition  in  the 
Northern  States  more  resolute,  and  accelerate  the 
dissolution  of  the  confederacy.  The  generosity  and 
justice  of  Great  Britain  would  be  extolled ;  and  the 
commercial  States  exult  in  the  success  of  individuals 
over  a  Government  inimical  to  commerce,  and  to 
■whose  measures  they  can  no  longer  submit  with  pa- 
tient acquiescence.  The  elections  are  begun  ;  and  I 
presume  no  vigilance  or  industry  wiU  be  remitted  to 
insure  the  success  of  the  Federal  party.     I  am,  &c. 

A.  B. 
P.  S.  Intelligence  has  reached  Boston  that  a  non- 
intercourse  law  has  actually  passed,  and  that  Martin- 
ique has  surrendered  to  British  forces. 

No.  9. 
Boston,  March  13,  1803. 

Sir:  You  will  perceive,  from  the  accounts  that 
will  reach  you  in  the  public  papers,  both  from  Wash- 
ington and  Massachusetts,  that  the  Federalists  of  the 
Northern  States  have  succeeded  in  making  the  Con- 
gress believe  that,  with  such  an  opposition  as  they 
would  make  to  the  General  Government,  a  war  must 
be  confined  to  their  o\vn  territory,  and  might  be  even 
too  much  for  that  Government  to  sustain.  The  con- 
sequence is,  that,  after  all  the  parade  and  menaces 
with  which  the  session  commenced,  it  has  been  suffer- 
ed to  end  without  carrying  into  effect  any  of  the 
plans  of  the  Administration,  except  the  interdiction 
of  commercial  intercourse  with  England  and  France, 
an  event  that  was  anticipated  in  my  former  letters. 

Under  what  new  circumstances  the  Congress  will 
meet  in  May,  will  depend  on  the  State  elections  and 
the  changes  that  may  in  the  mean  time  take  place 
in  Europe.  With  regard  to  Great  Britain,  she  can 
scarcely  mistake  her  true  policy  in  relation  to  Ameri- 
ca, li'  peace  be  the  first  object,  every  act  which  can 
irritate  the  maritime  States  ought  to  be  avoided,  be- 
cause the  prevailing  disposition  of  these  will  gener- 
ally be  sufficient  to  keep  the  Government  from  hazard- 
ing any  hostile  measures.  If  a  war  between  America 
and  France  be  the  grand  desideratum,  something 
more  must  be  done  ;  an  indulgent  and  conciliatory 
policy  must  be  adopted,  which  will  leave  the  Demo- 
crats without  a  pretext  for  hostilities  ;  and  Bona- 
parte, whose  passions  are  too  hot  for  delay,  will  prob- 
ably compel  this  Government  to  decide  which  of  the 
two  great  belligerents  is  to  be  its  enemy.  To  brin" 
about  a  separation  of  the  States,  under  distinct  and 
independent  governments,  is  an  affair  of  more  un- 
certainty, and,  however  desirable,  cannot  be  effected 
but  by  a  series  of  acts  and  a  long-continued  pohcy 
tending  to  irritate  the  Southern  and  conciliate  the 
Northern  people.  The  former  are  agricultural,  the 
latter  a  commercial  people.  The  mode  of  cherishing 
and  depressing  either  is  too  obvious  to  require  illus- 
tration. This,  I  am  aware,  is  an  object  of  much  in- 
terest in  Great  Britain,  as  it  would  forever  secure 
the  integrity  of  His  Majesty's  possessions  on  this 
continent,  and  make  the  two  Governments,  or  what- 
ever nimiber  the  present  confederacy  might  form 
into,  as  usefol  and  as  much  subject  to  the  infinence 
of  Great  Britain  as  her  Colonies  can  be  rendered. 


But  it  is  an  object  only  to  be  attained  by  slow  and 
circumspect  progression,  and  requires,  for  its  consum- 
mation, more  attention  to  the  affairs  which  agitate 
and  excite  parties  in  this  country  than  Great  Britain 
has  yet  bestowed  upon  it. 

All  unpopular  war,  that  is,  a  war  produced  by  the 
hatred  and  prejudice  of  one  party,  but  against  the 
consent  of  the  other  party,  can  alone  produce  a  sud- 
den separation  of  any  section  of  this  coimtry  from 
the  common  head. 

At  all  events,  it  cannot  be  necessary  to  the  pre- 
servation of  peaTe  that  Great  Britain  should  make 
any  great  concession  at  the  present  moment,  more 
especially,  as  the  more  important  changes  that  occur 
in  Europe  might  render  it  inconvenient  for  her  to  ad- 
here to  any  stipulations  in  favor  of  neutral  maritime 
nations. 

Although  the  non-intercourse  law  affords  but  a 
very  partial  relief  to  the  people  of  this  country  from 
the  evils  of  that  entire  suspension  of  commerce  to 
which  they  have  reluctantly  submitted  for  some  time 
past,  I  lament  the  repeal  of  the  embargo,  because  it 
was  calculated  to  accelerate  the  progress  of  these 
States  towards  a  revolution  that  would  have  put  an 
end  to  the  only  Republic  that  remains  to  prove  that 
a  Government  founded  on  political  equality  can  exist 
in  -a  season  of  trial  and  difficulty,  or  is  calculated  to 
insure  either  security  or  happiness  to  a  people. 
I  am,  &c.  A.  B. 

No.  10. 

Boston,  March  29,  1809. 

Sir  :  Since  my  letter  of  the  13th,  nothing  has  oc- 
curred which  I  thought  worthy  of  a  communication. 

The  last  weeks  of  this  month,  and  the  first  of 
April,  will  be  occupied  in  the  election  of  Governors 
and  other  executive  officers  in  the  New  England 
States. 

The  Federal  candidate  in  New  Hampshire  is  al- 
ready elected  by  a  majority  of  about  one  thousand 
votes.  His  competitor  was  a  man  of  largf  fortune, 
extensive  connections,  and  inoffensive  manners.  These 
account  for  the  smaUness  of  the  majority. 

In  Connecticut  no  change  is  necessary,  and  none 
is  to  be  apprehended. 

In  Rh^de  Island  it  is  of  no  consequence  of  what 
party  the  Governor  is  a  member,  as  he  has  neither 
civil  nor  military  power,  being  merely  President  of 
the  Council. 

In  Massachusetts  it  is  certain  that  the  Federal  can- 
didate will  succeed. 

A  few  weeks  will  be  sufficient  in  order  to  deter- 
mine the  relative  strength  of  parties,  and  convince 
Mr.  Madison  that  a  war  with  Great  Britain  is  not  a 
measure  upon  which  he  dare  venture.  Since  the 
plan  of  an  organized  opposition  to  the  projects  of  Mr. 
Jefferson  was  put  into  operation,  the  whole  of  the 
New  England  States  have  transferred  their  political 
power  to  his  political  enemies ;  and  the  reason  that 
he  has  still  so  many  adherents  is,  that  those  who 
consider  the  only  true  policy  of  America  to  consist  in 
the  cultivation  of  peace,  have  stUl  great  confidence 
that  nothing  can  force  him  (or  his  successor,  who 
acts  up  to  his  system,  or  rather  is  governed  by  it) 
to  consent  to  war.  They  consider  aU  the  menaces 
and  "  dreadful  note  of  preparation"  to  be  a  mere 
finesse,  intended  only  to  obtain  concessions  from 
England  on  cheap  terms.  From  every  sort  of  evi- 
dence, I  confess  I  am  myself  of  the  same  opinion,  and 
am  fully  persuaded  that  this  farce,  which  has  been 
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acting  at  Washington,  will  terminate  in  a  full  proof 
of  imbecility  and  spiritless  temper  of  the  actors.  A 
war  attempted  without  the  concurrence  of  both  par- 
ties, and  the  general  consent  of  the  Northern  States, 
•wliich  constitute  the  hone  and  muscle  of  the  country, 
must  commence  without  hope,  and  end  in  disgrace. 
It  should,  therefore,  he  the  peculiar  care  of  Great 
Britain  to  foster  divisions  between  the  North  and 
South,  and,  by  succeeding  in  this,  she  may  carry 
into  effect  her  own  projects  in  Europe,  with  a  total 
disregard  of  the  resentments  of  the  Democrats  of  this 
country.     I  am,  &c.  A.  B. 

No.  11. 

Boston,  April  13,  1809. 

Sib  :  I   send  to  Mr.  E a  pamphlet   entitled 

"  Suppressed  Documents."  The  notes  and  comments 
were  written  by  the  gentleman  who  has  written  the 
analysis  which  I  sent  by  a  former  conveyance.  These 
works  have  greatly  contributed  to  excite  the  fears  of 
the  men  of  talents  and  property,  who  now  prefer  the 
chance  of  maintaining  their  party  by  open  resistance 
and  a  final  separation,  to  an  alliance  with  France 
and  a  war  with  England ;  so  that,  should  the  Gov- 
ernment unexpectedly,  and  contrary  to  all  reasonable 
calculation,  attempt  to  involve  the  country  in  a  meas- 
ure of  that  nature,  I  am  convinced  (now  that  the 
elections  have  all  terminated  favorably)  that  none  of 
the  New  England  States  would  be  a  party  in  it. 
But,  as  I  have  repeatedly  written,  the  General  Gov- 
cmTnent  does  not  seriously  entertain  any  such  desire 
or  intention.  Had  the  majority  in  the  New  England 
States  continued  to  approve  of  the  public  measures, 
it  is  extremely  probable  that  Great  Britain  would 
now  have  to  choose  between  war  and  concession. 
But  the  aspect  of  things  in  this  respect  is  changed, 
and  a  war  would  produce  an  incurable  alienation  of 
the  Eastern  States,  and  bring  the  whole  country  in 
subordination  to  the  interests  of  England,  whose 
navy  would  prescribe  and  enforce  the  terms  upon 
which  the  commercial  States  should  carry,  and  the 
acricultural  States  export,  their  surplus  produce. 
All  this  is  as  well  known  to  the  Democrats  as  to  the 
other  party ;  therefore,  they  will  avoid  a  war,  at 
least  until  the  whole  nation  is  unanimous  for  it. 
Still,  when  we  consider  of  what  materials  .the  Gov- 
ernment is  formed,  it  is  impossible  to  speak  with  any 
certainty  of  their  measures.  The  past  Administra- 
tion, in  every  transaction,  presents  to  the  mind  only 
a  muddy  commixture  of  folly,  weakness,  and  dupli- 
city. The  spell  by  which  the  nations  of  Europe  have 
been  rendered  inert  and  inefficient,  when  they  at- 
tempted to  shake  it  off,  has  stretched  its  shadows 
across  the  Atlantic,  and  made  a  majority  of  the  peo- 
ple of  these  States  alike  blind  to  duty  and  to  their 
true  interests.     I  am,  (fee.  A.  B. 

No.  12. 

Boston,  April  26,  1809. 

SiE  :  Since  my  letter  No.  11,1  have  had  but  little 
to  communicate. 

I  have  not  yet  been  able  to  ascertain,  with  suffi- 
cient accuracy,  the  relative  strength  of  the  two  par- 
ties in  the  legislative  bodies  in  New  England. 

In  all  these  States,  however,  Governors  have  been 
elected  out  of  the  Federal  party,  and  even  the  South- 
ern papers  indicate  an  unexpected  augmentation  of 
Federal  members  in  the  next  Congress. 

The  correspondence  between  Mr.  Erskine  and  the 
Secretary  of  State  at  Washington  you  will  have  seen 


before  this  can  reach  yon.  It  has  given  much  satis- 
faction to  the  Federal  party  here,  because  it  promises 
an  exemption  from  the  evil  most  feared,  (a  war  with 
England,)  and  justifies  their  partiality  towards  Great 
Britain,  which  they  maintain  was  founded  upon  a 
fuU  conviction  of  her  justice,  and  sincere  disposition 
to  preserve  peace.  Even  the  Democrats  affect  to  be 
satisfied  with  it ;  because,  as  they  insist,  it  proves  the 
efiBcacy  of  the  restrictive  system  of  Mr.  Jefferson. 

But  the  great  benefit  that  will  probably  result 
from  it  will  be,  that  Bonaparte  may  be  induced  to 
force  this  country  from  her  neutral  position.  BafHed 
in  his  attempts  to  exclude  from  the  continent  the 
manufactures  of  Great  Britain,  he  will  most  likely 
confiscate  all  American  property  in  his  dominions 
and  dependencies,  and  declare  war.  Notliing  could 
more  than  this  contribute  to  give  influence  and  sta,- 
bility  to  the  British  party.  The  invidious  occur- 
rences of  the  rebellion  would  be  forgotten  in  the  re- 
sentment of  the  people  against  France,  and  they 
would  soon  be  weaned  from  that  attachment  to  her 
which  is  founded  on  the  aid  that  was  rendered  to 
separate  from  the  mother  country.  AVliile  Great 
Britain  waits  for  this  natural,  I  might  say  necessary, 
result  of  the  negotiation,  would  it  not  be  extremely 
inexpedient  to  conclude  a  treaty  with  the  American 
Government?  Every  sort  of  evidence  and  expe- 
rience prove  that  the  Democrats  consider  their  politi- 
cal ascendency  in  a  great  measure  dependent  on  the 
hostile  spirit  that  they  can  keep  alive  towards  Great 
Britain,  and  recent  events  demonstrate  that  their 
conduct  will  be  predicated  upon  that  conviction ;  it 
is,  therefore,  not  to  be  expected  that  they  will  meet, 
with  corresponding  feelings,  a  sincere  disposition  on 
the  part  of  England  to  adjust  all  matters  in  dispute. 
They  are  at  heart  mortified  and  disappointed  to  find 
that  Great  Britain  has  been  in  advance  of  the  French 
Government,  in  taking  advantage  of  the  provisional 
clauses  of  the  non-intercourse  law ;  and  ijthey  show 
any  spirit  at  the  next  session  of  Congress  towards 
France,  it  will  be  only  because  they  will  find  Bona- 
parte deaf  to  entreaty  and  insensible  of  past  favors ; 
or  that  they  may  think  it  safer  to  float  with  the  tide 
of  public  feeling,  which  will  set  strongly  against  him 
unless  he  keepjjarj  passu  with  England  in  a  concilia-j^ 
tory  policy.     I  am,  &c.  A.  B. 

No.  13. 

Boston,  May  5,  1809. 

Sir  :  Although  the  recent  changes  that  have  oc- 
curred quiet  all  apprehension  of  war,  and,  conse- 
quently, lessen  all  hope  of  a  separation  of  the  States, 
I  think  it  necessary  to  transmit  by  the  maU  of  each 
week  a  sketch  of  passing  events. 

On  local  politics  I  have  nothing  to  add ;  and  as  the 
parade  that  is  made  in  the  National  Intelligencer  of 
the  sincere  disposition  of  Mr.  Madison  to  preserve  ami- 
cable relations  with  Great  Britain  is,  in  my  opinion, 
calculated  to  awaken  vigilance  and  distrust,  rather 
than  inspire  confidence,  I  shall  (having  nothing  more 
important  to  write  about)  take  leave  to  examine  his 
motives. 

I  am  not  surprised  at  his  conditional  removal  of 
the  non-intercourse  law,  with  respect  to  Great  Brit- 
ain, because  it  was  made  incumbent  on  him  by  the 
act  of  Congress ;  but  the  observations  made  on  his 
friendly  disposition  towards  Great  Britain  is  a  matter 
of  no  little  astonishment.  The  whole  tenor  of  his 
political  life  directly  and  unequivocally  contradicts 
them.  His  speech  on  the  British  Treaty  in  1796 ; 
his  attempt  to  pass  a  law  for  the  confiscation  of 
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'*  British  debts^  and  British  property ;  his  commer- 
cial resolutions,  grounded  apparently  on  an  idea  of 
making  America  useful  as  a  colony  to  France ;  his 
conduct  ■while  Secretary  of  State  ;  all  form  an  as- 
semblage of  probabilities  tending  to  convince  me,  at 
least,  that  he  does  not  seriously  desire  a  treaty  in 
■which  the  rights  and  pretensions  of  Great  Britain 
•would  be  fairly  recognized.  It  seems  impossible 
that  he  should  at  once  divest  himself  of  his  habitual 
animosity,  and  that  pride  of  opinion  which  his  pres- 
ent situation  enables  him  to  indulge ;  but,  above  all, 
that  he  should  deprive  his  friends  and  supporters  of 
the  benefit  of  those  prejudices  -which  have  been  care- 
fully fostered  in  the  minds  of  the  common  people  to- 
wards England,  and  which  have  so  materially  con- 
tributed to  invigorate  and  augment  the  Democratic 
party.  Whatever  his  real  motives  may  be,  it  is,  in 
this  stage  of  the  affair,  harmless  enough  to  inquire 
into  the  cause  of  the  apparent  change.  He  probably 
acts  under  a  conviction  that,  in  the  present  temper 
of  the  Eastern  States,  a  war  could  not  fail  to  pro- 
duce a  dissolution  of  the  Union ;  or  he  may  have 
profited  by  the  mistakes  of  his  predecessor,  and  is  in- 
clined to  seize  the  present  opportunity  to  prove  to  the 
world  that  he  is  determined  to  be  the  President  of  a 
nation,  rather  than  the  head  of  a  faction ;  or  he  has 
probably  gone  thus  far  to  remove  the  impression  on 
the  minds  of  many  that  he  was  imder  the  influence 
of  France,  in  order  that  he  may,  with  a  better  grace, 
and  on  more  tenable  grounds,  quarrel  -with  Great 
Britain  in  the  progress  of  negotiating  a  treaty. 
Whatever  his  motives  may  be,  I  am  very  certain  his 
party  will  not  support  him  in  any  manly  and  gener- 
ous policy.  Weak  men  are  sui-e  to  temporize  when 
great  events  call  upon  them  for  decision,  and  are 
sluggish  and  inert  at  the  moment  when  the  worst  of 
evils  is  in  action.  This  is  the  character  of  the  Dem- 
ocrats in  the  Northern  States.  Of  those  of  the  South 
I  know  but  little.     I  am,  &c.  A.  B. 

No.  14. 

Boston,  May  25,  1809. 

Sir  :  My  last  was  under  date  of  the  5th  instant. 
The  unexpected  change  that  has  taken  place  in  the 
feelings  of  political  men  in  this  country,  in  conse- 
quence of  Mr.  Madison's  prompt  acceptance  of  the 
friendly  proposals  of  Great  Britain,  has  caused  a 
temporary  suspension  of  the  conflict  of  parties ;  and 
they  both  regard  him  with  equal  wonder  and  distrust. 
They  all  ascribe  his  conduct  to  various  motives,  but 
none  believe  him  to  be  in  earnest. 

The  State  of  New  York  has  returned  to  the  As- 
sembly a  majority  of  Federal  members.  All  this 
proves  that  an  anti- commercial  faction  cannot  rule 
the  Northern  States.  Two  months  ago  the  State  of 
New  York  was  not  ranked  among  the  States  that 
would  adopt  the  policy  of  that  of  Massachusetts; 
and  any  favorable  change  was  extremely  problem- 
aticah 

I  be"  leave  to  suggest  that,  in  the  present  state  of 
thino's  in  this  country,  my  presence  can  contribute 
very  little  to  the  interests  of  Great  Britain.  If  Mr. 
Erskine  be  sanctioned  in  all  he  has  conceded,  by  His 
Majesty's  ministers,  it  is  unnecessary  for  me,  as  in- 
deed it  would  be  unavailing,  to  make  any  attempt 
to  cany  into  effect  the  original  purposes  of  my  mis- 
sion. While  I  think  it  to  be  my  duty  to  give  this 
intimation  to  you,  I  beg  it  may  be  understood  that 
I  consider  myself  entirely  at  the  disposal  of  His  Ma- 
jesty's Government.  I  am,  &0.  A.  B. 
Vol.  IV.— 33 


No.  15. 
MONTKEAL,  Jwm  12,  1809. 

SiK  :  I  have  the  honor  to  inform  your  Excellency 
that  I  received,  through  Mr.  Secretary  Eyland,  your 
Excellency's  commands  to  retnm  to  Canada ;  and 
after  the  delay  incident  to  this  season  of  the  year,  in 
a  journey  from  Boston,  arrived  here  yesterday. 

Your  ExceUenoy  -will  have  seen,  by  the  papers  of 
the  latest  dates  from  the  United  States,  that  a  formida- 
ble opposition  is  already  organized  in  Congress  to  the 
late  measures  of  Mr.  Madison  ;  and  it  is  very  evident 
that  if  he  be  sincere  in  his  professions  of  attachment 
to  Great  Britain,  his  party  will  abandon  him.  Sixty- 
one  members  have  already  voted  against  a  resolution 
to  approve  of  what  he  has  done ;  and  I  have  no  doubt 
the  rest  of  the  Democratic  party  "will  follow  the  ex- 
ample as  soon  as  they  recover  from  the  astonish- 
ment into  which  his  apparent  defection  has  thrown 
them. 

The  present  hopes  of  the  Federalists  are  founded 
on  the  probability  of  a  war  with  France  ;  but,  at  all 
events,  this  party  is  strong  and  well  organized  enough 
to  prevent  a  war  vrith  England. 

It  would  be  now  superfluous  to  trouble  your  Excel- 
lency with  an  account  of  the  nature  and  extent  of  the 
arrangements  made  by  the  Federal  party  to  resist  any 
attempt  of  the  Government  unfavorable  to  Great 
Britain.  They  were  such  as  do  great  credit  to  their 
ability  and  principles ;  and,  while  a  judidons  policy 
is  observed  by  Great  Britain,  secure  her  interests  in 
America  from  decay.  My  fear  of  inducing  a  false 
security  on  the  part  of  His  Majesty's  Government  in 
their  efficiency  and  eventual  success,  may  have  in- 
clined me  to  refrain  from  doing  them  that  justice  in 
my  former  letters  which  I  ■?rillingly  take  the  present 
occasion  to  express. 

I  trust  your  Excellency  ■will  ascribe  the  style  and 
manner  of  my  communications,  and  the  frequent 
ambiguities  introduced  in  them,  as  arising  from  the 
secrecy  necessary  to  be  observed,  and  my  conscious- 
ness that  you  understand  my  meaning,  on  the  most 
delicate  points,  without  risking  a  particular  explana- 
tion. 

I  lament  that  no  occasion  commensurate  to  my 
wishes  has  permitted  me  to  prove  how  much  I  value 
the  confidence  of  your  Excellency,  and  tlie  approba- 
tion already  expressed  by  His  Majesty's  Minister.  I 
have  the  honor  to  be,  &o.  J.  H. 

I  certify  that  the  foregoing  letters  are  the  same  re- 
ferred to  in  the  letter  of  H.  W.  Ryland,  Esq.,  dated 
May  1,  1809,  relating  to  the  mission  in  which  I  was 
employed  by  Sir  James  Craig,  by  his  letter  of  instruc- 
tions, bearing  date  February  6,  1809. 

JOHN  HENRY. 

Mr.  Ryland  to  Mr.  Henry. 

Quebec,  May  1,  1809. 
My  Dear  Sir  :  The  news  we  have  received  this 
day  from  the  States  will,  I  imagine,  soon  bring  you 
hack  to  us ;  and  if  you  arrive  at  Montreal  by  the 
middle  of  June,  I  shall  probably  have  the  pleasure  of 
meeting  you  there,  as  I  am  going  up  with  Sir  James 
and  a  large  suite.  The  last  letters  received  from 
you  are  to  the  13th  April.  The  whole  are  now 
transcribing,  for  the  purpose  of  being  sent  home, 
where  they  cannot  faU  of  doing  you  great  credit,  and 
I  most  certainly  hope  they  may  eventually  con- 
tribute to  your  permanent  advantage.  It  is  not 
necessary  to  repeat  the  assurance  that  no  effort  with- 
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in  the  compass  of  znj  power  shall  be  wanting  to  this 
end. 

I  am  cruelly  out  of  spirits  at  the  idea  of  old  Eng- 
land truckling  to  such  a  debased  and  accursed  Gov- 
ernment as  that  of  the  United  States. 

I  am  greatly  obliged  to  you  for  the  trouble  you 
have  taken  in  procuring  the  books,  though,  if  Spain 
fails,  I  shall  scarcely  have  heart  to  look  into  them. 
I  can  add  no  more,  but  that  I  am,  most  heartily 
and  affectionately,  yours,  H.  W.  R. 

J.  Henry,  Esq.,  Boston. 

Mr.  Ryland  to  Mr.  Henry. 

Mat  4,  1809. 

My  Dear  Sir  :  You  must  consider  the  short  letter 
I  wrote  to  you  by  the  last  post  as  altogether  unoffi- 
cial ;  but  I  am  now  to  intimate  to  you,  in  a  more 
formal  manner,  our  hope  of  your  speedy  return,  as 
the  object  of  your  journey  seems,  for  the  present  at 
least,  to  be  at  an  end. 

We  have  London  news,  by  the  way  of  the  river,  np 
to  the  6th  of  March,  which  tallies  to  a  day  with  what 
we  have  received  by  the  way  of  the  States. 

Heartily  wishing  you  a  safe  and  speedy  journey 
back  to  us,  I  am,  my  dear  sir,  most  sincerely,  yours, 

H.  W.  K. 

Have  the  goodness  to  bring  my  books  with  you, 
though  I  shall  have  little  spirit  to  look  into  them, 
unless  you  bring  good  news  from  Spain. 

John  Henby,  Esq. 


Mr.  Henry  to  Mr.  Peel. 

June  13,  1811. 

Sir  :  I  take  the  liberty  to  enclose  to  you  a  me- 
morial addressed  to  the  Earl  of  Liverpool,  and  beg 
you  will  have  the  goodness  either  to  examine  the 
documents  in  your  office,  or  those  in  my  own  pos- 
session, touching  the  extent  and  legitimacy  of  my 
claim. 

Mr.  Eyland,  the  Secretary  of  Sir  J.  Craig,  is  now  in 
London,  and,  from  his  official  knowledge  of  the  trans- 
actions and  facts  alluded  to  in  the  memorial,  can  give 
any  information  required  on  that  subject.  I  have  the 
honor  to  be,  &o.  J.  H. 

Memorial  of  Mr.  Henry  to  Lord  Liverpool. 

The  undersigned  most  respectfully  submits  the  fol- 
.lowmg  statement  and  memorial  to  the  Earl  of  Liver- 
.pool : 

Long  before  and  during  the  administration  of  your 
Lordship's  predecessor,  the  undersigned  bestowed 
much  personal  attention  to  the  state  of  parties,  and 
to  the  political  measures  in  the  United  States  of 
America, 

***** 

"Boon  after  the  affair  of  the  Chesapeake  frigate, 
■when  His  Majesty's  Governor  General  of  British 
America  had  reason  to  believe  that  the  two  countries 
•would  be  involved  in  a  war,  and  had  submitted  to 
His  Majesty's  Ministers  the  arrangements  of  the  Eng- 
lish party  in  the  United  States  for  an  efficient  re- 
sistance to  the  General  Government,  which  would 
probably 'terminate  in  a  separation  of  the  Northern 
States  from  the  General  Confederacy,  he  applied  to 
the  undersigned  to  undertake  a  mission  to  Boston, 
where  the  whole  concerns  of  the  opposition  were 
managed.    (The  object  of  the  mission  was  to  promote 


and  encourage  the  Federal  party  to  resist  the  meas- 
ures of  the  General  Government,  to  offer  assurances 
of  aid  and  support  from  His  Majesty's  Government  of 
Canada,  and  to  open  a  communication  between  the 
leading  men  engaged  in  that  opposition  and  the  Gov- 
ernor General,  upon  such  a  footing  as  circumstances 
might  suggest ;  and,  finally,  to  render  the  plans  then 
in  contemplation  subservient  to  the  views  of  His  Ma- 
jesty's Government. 

The  undersigned  undertook  the  mission,  which 
lasted  from  the  month  of  January  to  the  month  of 
June,  inclusive,  during  which  period  those  public  acts 
and  legislative  resolutions  of  the  Assemblies  of  Mas- 
sachusetts and  Connecticut  were  passed  which  kept 
the  General  Government  of  the  United  States  in 
check,  and  deterred  it  from  carrying  into  execution 
the  measures  of  hostility  with  which  Great  Britain 
was  menaced. 

For  his  services  on  the  occasions  herein  recited, 
and  the  loss  of  time  and  expenses  incurred,  the  under- 
signed neither  sought  nor  received  any  compensation, 
but  trusted  to  the  known  justice  and  liberality  of  His 
Majesty's  Government  for  the  reward  of  services 
which  could  not,  he  humbly  conceives,  be  estimated 
in  pounds,  shillings,  and  pence.  On  the  patronage 
and  support  which  was  promised  in  the  letter  of  Sir 
J.  Craig,  under  date  of  thi  26th  January,  1809, 
(wherein  he  gives  an  assurance  "that  the  former 
correspondence  and  political  information  transmitted 
by  the  undersigned  had  met  with  the  particular  ap- 
probation of  His  Majesty's  Secretary  of  State ;  and 
that  his  execution  of  the  mission,  proposed  to  be 
undertaken  in  that  letter,  would  give  him  a  claim 
not  only  on  the  Governor  General,  but  on  His  Majes- 
ty's Ministers,")  the  undersigned  has  relied,  and  now 
most  respectfolly  claims,  in  whatever  mode  the  Earl 
of  Liverpool  may  be  pleased  to  adopt. 

The  rmdersigned  most  respectfully  takes  this  occa- 
sion to  state  that  Sir  J.  Craig  promised  him  an  em- 
ployment in  Canada,  worth  upwards  of  one  thousand 
pounds  a  year,  by  his  letter,  herewith  transmitted, 
under  date  of  September  13, 1809,  which  he  has  just 
learned  has,  in  consequence  of  his  absence,  been  given 
to  another  person.  The  undersigned  abstains  from 
commenting  on  this  transaction,  and  most  respect- 
fully suggests  that  the  appointment  of  Jndge  Advo- 
cate General  of  the  province  of  Lower  Canada,  with 
a  salary  of  five  hundred  pounds  a  year,  or  a  Consul- 
ate in  the  United  States,  sine  curia,  would  be  consid- 
ered by  him  as  a  liberal  discharge  of  any  obligation 
that  His  Majesty's  Government  may  entertain  in  re- 
lation to  his  services. 


Mr.  Peel,  Secretary  to  Lord  Liverpool,  to  Mr.  Henry 
Downing  Street,  June  28,  1811. 
Sir  :  I  have  not  failed  to  lay  before  the  Earl  of 
Liverpool  the  memorial,  together  with  several  enclos- 
ures, which  was  delivered  to  me  a  few  days  since  by 
General  Loft,  at  your  desire. 

His  Lordship  has  directed  me  to  acquaint  you  that 
he  has  referred  to  the  correspondence  in  this  office  of 
the  year  1809,  and  finds  two  letters  from  Sir  James 
Craig,  dated  10th  April  and  5th  May,  transmitting 
the  correspondence  that  has  passed  during  your  resi- 
dence in  the  Northern  States  of  America,  and  ex- 
pressing his  confidence  in  your  ability  and  judgment, 
but  Lord  Liverpool  has  not  discovered  any  wish  on 
the  part  of  Sir  James  Craig  that  your  claims  for 
compensation  should  be  referred  to  this  country,  nor 
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indeed  is  allusion  made  to  any  kind  of  arrangement 
or  agreement  that  had  been  made  by  that  officer  with 
you. 

Under  these  circumstances,  and  had  not  Sir  James 
Craig  determined  on  his  immediate  return  to  Eng- 
land, it  would  have  been  Lord  Liverpool's  wish  to 
have  referred  your  memorial  to  him,  as  being  better 
enabled  to  appreciate  the  abihty  and  success  with 
which  you  executed  a  mission  undertaken  at  his  de- 
sire. Lord  Liverpool  will,  however,  transmit  it  to  Sir 
James  Craig's  successor  in  the  Government,  with  an 
assurance  that,  from  the  recommendations  he  has  re- 
ceived in  your  favor,  and  the  opinion  he  has  formed 
on  your  correspondence,  he  is  convinced  the  public 
service  will  be  benefited  by  your  active  employment 
in  a  public  situation. 

Lord  Liverpool  will  also  feel  himself  bound  to  give 
the  same  assurance  to  the  Marquis  "Wellesley,  if 
there  is  any  probability  that  it  will  advance  the  suc- 
cess of  the  application  which  you  have  made  to  his 
Lordship. 

I  am,  sir,  your  most  obedient  hurahle  servant, 
ROBERT  PEEL. 

J.  Henry,  Esq.,  No.  27  Leicester  Square. 


Mr.  Ryland  to  Mr.  Henry. 

Tuesday  Evenlsg,  July  2,  1811. 

My  Dear  Henry  :  It  gives  me  real  pleasure  to 
find  that  the  apprehension  I  had  formed  with  respect 
to  the  ftilfilment  of  yoin-  expectations  is  likely  to  prove 
erroneous.  As  every  thing  which  passed,  relative  to 
your  mission,  was  in  writing,  I  think  you  wiU  do  well  by 
submitting  to  Mr.  Peel  all  the  original  papers.  I  my- 
self could  give  no  other  information  relative  to  the 
subject,  than  what  they  contain,  as  you  and  I  had  do 
opportunity  of  any  verbal  communication  respecting 
it  tiU  after  your  mission  termiaated,  and  I  never 
wrote  you  a  letter  in  the  Governor's  name  which  had 
not  previously  been  submitted  to  his  correction. 

The  impression  I  had  received  of  your  character 
and  abilities  made  me  anxious  to  serve  you  even  be- 
fore I  had  the  pleasure  of  a  personal  acquaintance 
with  you,  and  the  same  desire  has  operated  on  me  ever 
since ;  I  am,  therefore,  entitled  to  hope  that  any 
opinion,, which  I  may  have  given  you,  as  to  your  best 
mode  of  obtaining  an  employment  under  Government, 
will  be  received  with  the  same  candor  that  gave  rise 
to  it,  I  think  you  will  do  well  to  persevere,  as  you 
propose.  I  have  no  doubt  that  every  letter  from 
you,  which  Sir  James  sent  home,  will  be  found  in 
Mr.  Peel's  office,  as  the  established  practice  there  is 
to  bind  the  despatches  and  enclosures  yearly  up  to- 
gether. 

H.  W.  RYLAND. 

John  Henby,  Esq.,  &c. 

Mr.  Henry  to  Mr.  Peel, 

27,  Leicester  Square,  London, 

September  i,  1811. 
Sib  :  I  have  just  learned  the  ultimate  decision  of 
my  Lord  Wellesley,  relative  to  the  appointment  which 
I  was  desirous  to  obtain ;  and  find  that  the  subsisting 
relations  between  the  two  countries  forbid  the  creat- 
ing a  new  office  in  the  United  States,  such  as  I  was 
solicitous  to  obtain.  In  this  state  of  things  I  have  not 
a  moment  to  lose  in  returning  to  Canada ;  and  have 
taken  my  passage  in  the  last  and  only  ship  that  sails 


for  Quebec  this  season.  As  I  have  not  time  to  enter 
(de  novo')  into  explanations  with  the  gentleman  who 
is  in  your-office,  and  as  I  have  received  the  assurances 
from  you,  in  addition  to  the  letter  from  my  Lord 
Liverpool,  of  the  27th  June,  that  "his  Lordship 
would  recommend  me  to  the  Governor  of  Canada  for 
the  first  vacant  situation  that  I  would  accept,"  I  beg 
the  favor  of  you  to  advise  me  how  I  am  to  get  that 
recommendation  without  loss  of  time.  I  have  the 
honor  to  be,  &c. 

J.  HENRY. 
Robert  PEEi,,^sq.,  &c. 


Despatch  of  Lord  Liverpool  to  Sir  George  Prevost. 
Downing  Street,  Sept.  16,  1811. 

Sir  :  Mr.  Henry,  who  will  have  the  honor  of  de- 
livering this  letter,  is  the  gentleman  who  addressed 
to  me  the  memorial,  a  copy  of  which  I  herewith  trans- 
mit, and  to  whom  the  accompanying  letter  from  Mr. 
Peel  was  written  by  my  direction. 

In  compliance  with  his  request,  I  now  fulfil  the  as- 
surance which  I  have  given  of  stating  to  you  my 
opinion  of  the  ability  and  judgment  which  Mr.  Henry 
has  manifested  on  the  occasions  mentioned  in  his 
memorial,  and  of  the  benefit  the  public  service  might 
derive  from  his  active  employment  in  any  public 
situation  in  which  you  should  think  proper  to  place 
him. 

I  am,  sir,  your  most  obedient,  humble  servant, 
LIVERPOOL. 

To  Sir  George  Prevost,  Baronet,  (kc. 


[The  following  is  the  report  of  the  Secretary  of  State, 
communicated  to  the  Senate  by  the  Message  of  the 
12th  March,  1812.] 

Departjient  of  State,  March  12,  1812. 
The  Secretary  of  State,  to  whom  was  referred  the 
resolution  of  the  Senate  of  the  10th  instant,  has  the 
honor  to  report :  That  this  department  is  not  in  pos- 
session of  any  names  of  persons  in  the  United  States 
who  have,  in  any  way  or  manner  whatever,  entered 
into,  or  countenanced  the  project  or  the  views  for  the 
execution  or  attainment  of  which  John  Henry  was,  in 
the  year  1809,  employed  by  Sir  James  Craig;  the 
said  John  Henry  having  named  no  person  or  persons 
as  being  concerned  in  the  said  project  or  views  re- 
ferred to  in  the  documents  laid  before  Congress  on 
the  9th  instant.  Which  is  respectfully  submitted, 
JAMES  MONROE. 

The  Message  and  documents  having  been  read, 
Mr.  Ehea  made  a  motion  to  pilnt  them. 

Mr.  PiTKix  said  that  he  had  no  objection  to 
the  papers  being  printed,  but  that  he  rose  to  pro- 
test against  the  sentiments  attributed  in  these  • 
papers  to  the  Federal  party,  being  considered  as 
those  of  the  citizens  of  the  State  which  he  had 
the  honor  to  represent.  He  trusted  it  would  not 
be  believed  that  they  had  any  knowledge  of  any 
mission  of  this  kind  from  Canada,  or  from  any 
other  quarter. 

It  was  the  first  time  that  he  had  heard  that 
the  opposition  to  the  embargo  in  the  States  of 
Vermont  or  Massachusetts  had  any  connection 
with  the  British  Government,  or  with  any  pro- 
ject of  a  separation  of  the  Union  in  any  manner, 
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much  less  under  the  agency  of  a  British  spy. 
So  far  as  he  could  understand  the  papers  from 
the  first  reading,  Mr.  P.  said  they  did  not  inti- 
mate that  any  disclosure  had  been  made  to  any 
individual  of  the  United  States  by  Mr.  Henry 
of  the  object  of  his  mission,  or  that  his  scheme 
had' been  advocated  or  supported  Ly  any  one. 
And  I  trust  no  gentleman  will  take  the  charac- 
ter of  the  parties  in  any  section  of  this  country, 
from  a  man  who  it  seems  has  proved  a  traitor  to 
his  own  Government.  So  far  as  the  statements 
made  in  these  papers  may  be  considered  as  in- 
volving the  party  in  concert  with  the  Federal 
party,  in  any  scheme  of  co-operation  with  the 
British  Government  in  dividing  the  Union,  it  is 
one  of  the  grossest  libels  that  ever  was  uttered. 
Nor  do  I  feel  willing  to  take  the  character  of 
the  people  of  this  country  from  the  mouth  of 
this  man.  He  does  not  stop  at  debasing  the 
character  of  the  people  of  this  country,  but  he 
utters  a  libel  against  all  parties  and  against  the 
Government  itself.  He  states  that  in  the  extra 
session  of  Congress  in  May,  1809,  there  were 
sixty-one  votes  against  Mr.  Madison,  in  conse- 
quence of  his  arrangement  with  Mr.  Erskine ; 
when  we  all  know  that  the  vote  on  the  resolu- 
tion approving  of  the  President's  conduct  in 
that  affair  was  no  criterion  by  which  to  judge. 
While,  therefore,  gentlemen  will  not,  as  I  pre- 
sume they  will  not,  place  any  confidence  in  the 
statements  made  by  this  man  against  them- 
selves, and  against  those  whom  he  styles  Demo- 
crats, I  trust  they  will  be  equally  incredulous  as 
to  any  statements  he  has  made  against  those  he 
has  called  Federalists,  with  respect  to  their  co- 
operation with  the  British  Government  in  divid- 
ing the  Union.  More  especially  as  they  come 
from  one  who,  disappointed  at  not  receiving 
the  promised  reward  from  his  Government,  has 
turned  traitor  to  his  employers. 

Mr.  Bibb  said  he  agreed  with  the  gentleman 
who  just  sat  down  on  one  point,  that  a  full  in- 
vestigation ought  to  be  had.  It  was  due  to  the 
Congress,  to  our  connections  with  Great  Brit- 
ain, that  an  inquiry  should  be  made  into  the 
transaction  now  exposed  to  view ;  and,  in  addi- 
tion to  the  motion  for  printing,  he  should  move 
a  reference  of  the  Message  to  the  Committee  of 
Foreign  Relations. 

Mr.  Gholson  said  it  was  a  source  of  gratifi- 
cation to  him,  that,  so  far  as  the  papers  com- 
municated by  the  President  could  be  considered 
evidence  at  all,  they  were  certainly  highly  hon- 
orable testimony  in  favor  of  the  Eastern  section 
of  the  Union.  An  emissary  of  great  talents  had 
been  employed  by  the  British  in  a  nefarious 
scheme  to  dismember  the  United  States,  and  to 
engender  treason  in  the  very  bosom  of  our 
country :  and  yet,  Mr.  G.  said,  it  does  not  seem 
that  this  spy  has  been  able  to  connect  with  him- 
self any  citizen  of  the  United  States.  If  he  had 
held  correspondence  with  any  persons  of  dis- 
tinction, the  presumption  is  their  names  would 
have  been  disclosed  in  the  papers  that  have 
been  read.  Mr.  G.  was  happy  in  cherishing  the 
belief  that  the  liberties  of  this  couutry  would 


always  find  a  suflScient  guarantee  against  machi- 
nations of  this  sort,  in  tlie  patriotism  of  every 
portion  of  the  Union.  This  communication,  for 
which  the  House  was  indebted  to  the  President, 
was  highly  interesting  and  important  in  one 
point  of  view.  It  demonstrated,  as  matter  of 
fact,  what  had  heretofore  remained  only  specu- 
lation and  conjecture,  that  the  British  Govern- 
ment has  long  meditated  the  separation  of  these 
States  ;  and  what  is  more,  that  they  have 
actually  attempted  the  execution  of  this  wicked 
design,  and  have  endeavored  to  convert  our 
own  citizens  into  traitors !  He  would  say  no 
more. 

Mr.  QuiNOT  said  he  was  much  obliged  to  the 
gentleman  last  up  for  the  view  which  ho  had 
taken  of  the  subject.  It  had  struck  him  pre- 
viously with  much  force,  and  he  meant  to  have 
taken  the  floor  to  have  expressed  it.  If  ever 
there  had  existed  in  the  British  Government,  or 
any  other  Government,  an  idea  that  there  was 
a  party  in  this  country  who  would  associate 
with  it  to  dissolve  this  Union,  he  thanked  God 
that  the  project  was  exposed.  If  ;t  waa  true, 
as  these  papers  stated,  that  this  man  had  been 
so  employed,  he  thanked  God  that  the  mission 
had  been  detected.  The  Administration,  in 
bringing  the  subject  before  the  House,  had  done 
worthily,  and  the  subject  ought  to  be  inquired 
into.  What  is  the  fact,  admitting  all  that  this 
person  has  said  to  be  true  ?  Why,  that  an  agent 
from  the  British  Government,  under  circum- 
stances peculiarly  auspicious  and  suitable  to  his 
purpose,  goes  to  the  spot  which  he  represents  as 
the  hotbed  of  opposition,  to  stir  up  disunion, 
and  his  papers  do  not  contain  an  intimation  that 
he  dared  to  mention  such  an  idea  as  that  of  a 
dissolution  of  the  Union  to  any  individual.  No, 
sir ;  and  I  dare  to  say  that  he  never  did  men- 
tion such  a  thing  to  any  distinguished  individ- 
ual. As  far  as  I  know  the  sentiments  of  gentle- 
men in  that  quarter,  they  hold  this  Union  dear, 
and  look  upon  such  a  connection  as  is  supposed 
in  these  papers  with  as  much  abhorrence  as  any 
man,  however  attached  he  may  be  to  the  ad- 
ministration of  the  Government.  Whenever  a 
dismemberment  of  the  Union  has  been  talked 
of,  it  has  been  with  awe,  and  with  a  fear  that 
the  present  course  of  public  measures  would 
lead  to  such  an  event,  and  not  with  a  view  to 
bring  it  about.  Sir,  I  know  that  other  ideas 
have  been  spread  over  the  country  for  the  pur- 
pose of  serving  party  views.  But  here,  in  this 
temple  of  our  liberties,  let  us  reason  with  one 
another  according  to  the  evidence  before  us.  I 
rejoice  that  the  subject  has  been  brought  for- 
ward, and  that  an  agent  so  peculiarly  adapted 
to  the  business  in  which  he  was  employed 
has  not  been  able  to  furnish  any  evidence  of 
even  the  connivance  of  any  individual  at  his 
mission. 

Mr.  Weight  said  that  such  an  extraordinary 
communication  as  that  just  received  from  the 
President,  reflecting  so  much  on  various  sec- 
tions and  parties  of  the  Union,  required  serious 
consideration  before  they  consented  to  publish 
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snch  gross  abuse  of  evef  y  portion  of  our  people. 
Gentlemen  should  reflect  that  this  very  disclo- 
sure might  be  one  of  the  means  used  by  this  mis- 
creant to  divide  this  country.  If  he  wished  to 
promote  division,  how  conld  he  better  attain  his 
object  than  by  denouncing  the  people  of  a  par- 
ticular eeotiou  ?  Who  is  this  man,  and  where 
is  he  ?  is  an  inquiry  that  ought  to  be  made.  I 
am  not  one  of  those  who  would,  without  in- 
quiry, take  the  words  of  a  spy,  traitor,  and  vil- 
lain, as  truth.  It  might  be  well  to  print  a  suffi- 
cient number  for  the  House,  but  no  more  until 
they  knew  more  about  it.  However  gentlemen 
in  the  Eastern  States  might  have  been  dissatis- 
fied at  particular  measures,  the  embargo  law  for 
instance,"  their  opposition  to  them  had  arisen 
from  their  operation  on  their  pai'ticular  interests, 
and  not  that  they  had  any  disposition  to  sever 
themselves  from  the  Union.  This  business  had 
been  very  correctly  communicated  by  the  Ex- 
ecutive to  Congress ;  but  they  ought  to  act  on 
it  with  temper,  prudence,  and  coolness.  Mr.  "W. 
protested  against  considering  any  such  disposi- 
tion as  it  attributed  to  a  certain  party  to  exist, 
particularly  in  the  spot  which  has  been  ire- 
quently  and  emphatically  styled  the  cradle  of 
the  Revolution.  He  could  not  feel  the  same 
disposition  which  some  appeared  to  do,  to  give 
consequence  to  this  affair. 

Mr.  Teoup  did  not  consider  these  papers  as 
involving  the  character  of  any  portion  of  our 
people.  They  appeared  to  hira  to  be  calculated 
merely  to  put  the  people  on  their  guard  against 
foreign  emissaries  or  agents  employed  for  the 
purpose  of  eflfecting  a  dismemberment  of  this 
Union.  As  to  the  opinions  this  person  expresses 
of  parties,  &c.,  they  are  merely  the  individual 
speculations  of  this  man,  and  cannot  have  much 
weight.  But  the  documents  have  a  most  im- 
portant bearing.  They  establish  the  fact  that  a 
foreign  Government,  on  the  eve  of  hostility 
with  us,  has  for  some  time  past  employed  an 
agent  to  foment  divisions  among  us ;  and  another 
fact,  which,  considered  in  connection  with  other 
circumstances,  is  of  great  importance.  They 
show  the  deep-rooted  hostility  of  this  foreign 
power  to  our  Republican  Government  and  lib- 
erties— a  hostility  which  could  stop  at  nothing 
short  of  a  dismemberment  of  the  country.  Af- 
ter the  affair  of  the  Wabash,  when  it  was  said 
that  the  Indians  had  been  instigated  by  the 
same  enemy  to  hostilities  against  us,  the  British 
Minister's  choler  rose;  he  denied  the  whole. 
He  avails  himself  of  suggestions  in  public  prints 
to  deny  their  statements ;  to  state  that  so  far 
from  a  disposition  to  stir  up  the  Indians  against 
ns,  the  contrary  was  the  fact;  that,  indeed, 
Sir  James  Oraig  has  been  intent  on  diverting 
Indian  hostilities.  Sir,  may  we  not  reasonably 
believe  him  to  have  fomented  Indian  hostilities 
in  one  part  of  the  country,  while  in  another  he 
was  promoting  disunion  in  the  body  of  the  peo- 
ple? These,  sir,  are  the  only  facts  disclosed  of 
importance ;  the  only  facts  which  would  justify 
the  publication  of  more  than  the  ordinary  num- 
ber of  copies. 


Mr.  FisK  said  that  the  remarks  which  had 
been  made  by  gentlemen,  induced  him  to  ask 
the  indulgence  of  the  House,  to  give  some  in- 
formation and  make  a  few  observations  relative 
to  the  subject  now  under  consideration.  This 
Mr.  Henry  was  an  Englishman,  but  had  long 
resided  in  this  country;  so  long  that  he  had 
obtained  a  captaincy  in  the  army  raised  in  the 
year  1798 ;  he  was  a  man  of  gentlemanly  de- 
portment, and  reputed  good  moral  character ; 
that  he  (Mr.  Fis»)  and  his  colleague  (Mr.  Ste  ong) 
well  remembered  when  he  passed  through  Bur- 
lington, in  the  Spring  of  the  year  1808,  and  that 
his  object  was  at  that  time  much  suspected  to 
have  been  what  he  how  states ;  hut  as  a  politi- 
cian, he  was  thought  by  the  Republicans  to 
have  been  a  firm  believer  in  the  British  max- 
im, "that  the  end  sanctifies  the  means;"  and 
the  Federal  party  enjoyed  the  fall  benefits  of 
his  principles  and  labors  while  he  lived  in  Ver- 
mont. Sir,  gentlemen  say  that  he  is  a  traitor, 
a  spy,  and,  therefore,  what  he  here  relates  is 
not  entitled  to  credit.  However  dishonorable 
a  transaction  like  this  may  be  deemed  by  our 
Government,  whose  motives  and  conduct  are 
directed  and  squared  by  the  principles  of  moral- 
ity and  justice,  yet,  I  believe,  it  is  not  thought 
so  very  disgraceful  in  the  British  Government, 
as  to  be  beneath  her  first  characters  to  xmder- 
take.  Sir,  was  the  mission  to  Copenhagen  to 
destroy  that  city,  murder  the  innocent  inhab- 
itants, and  to  rob  the  Danes  of  their  fleet,  a  more 
honorable  one  than  this  ?  Certainly  not.  And 
yet,  sir,  the  famous  Mr.  Jackson,  who  went  on 
that  mission  was  considered  worthy  of  being  a 
Minister  to  this  country,  where  he  was  caressed 
and  highly  esteemed  by  some ;  and  performed 
both  missions  much  to  the  satisfaction  of  his 
master.  Why,  sir,  can  gentlemen  seriously 
donbt  the  truth  of  the  facts  stated  by  this  Mr. 
Henry,  when  they  have  it  from  the  highest 
authority,  that  the  former  British  Minister,  Mr. 
Erskine,  while  here,  at  this  very  titne,  was  in 
the  same  business  this  Henry  was  sent  to  per- 
form? In  a  letter  written  by  that  Minister 
to  this  Government,  and  published  by  its  order, 
he  teUs  them : 

*'  I  have  endeavored,  by  the  most  strict  and  diligent 
inquiries  into  the  views  and  strength  of  the  Federal 
party,  to  ascertain  to  what  extent  they  would  be  will- 
ing and  able  to  resist  the  measures  of  the  party  in 
power,  and  how  far  they  conld  carry  the  opinions  of 
this  country  along  with  them  in  their  attempts  to 
remove  the  embargo,  without  recurring  to  hostihties 
against  both  Great  Britain  and  France." 

And  again,  he  tells  them  in  his  letter  of  the 
15th  February,  1809,  when  speaking  of  the  di- 
visions which  then  agitated  this  country,  and 
the  opposition  made  to  the  laws  by  the  people 
of  the  Eastern  States : 

"The  ultimate  consequences  of  such  differences 
and  jealousies,  arising  between  the  Eastern  and  South- 
em  States,  would  inevitably  tend  to  a  dissolution  of 
the  Union,  which  has  been  for  some  time  talked  of, 
and  has  of  late,  as  I  have  heard,  been  seriously  con- 
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templated  by  many  of  the  leading  people  in  the  east- 
em  division." 

Now,  sir,  when  the  British  Minister  was  on 
this  business,  by  order  of  liis  Government,  is  it 
extraordinary  or  incredible  that  this  Henry 
should  be  sent  on  the  same  errand  by  Governor 
Craig?  The  occurrences  of  those  times  place 
the  fact  out  of  doubt.  I  perfectly  recollect  that 
on  my  return  home  from  this  place  in  March, 
1809,  I  was  informed  of  this  Henry  having 
passed  through  the  country;  and  it  was  then 
conjectured  that  he  was  on  the  very  business 
which  he  now  states.  But,  say  gentlemen,  he 
libels  and  calumniates  the  Government!  Why, 
sir,  he  does  not  more  so  than  has  often  been 
done  on  this  floor  by  a  gentleman  not  now  pres- 
ent, or  than  has  been  done  for  years  by  one 
description  of  presses  and  newspapers  in  this 
country. 

The  division  of  the  Union  is  not  a  new  sub- 
ject. As  early  as  the  time  the  Jay  Treaty  agi- 
tated this  country,  I  saw  two  numbers  in  the 
"Oentinel,"  printed  at  Boston,  holding  out  the 
idea  of  a  separation  of  the  States.  I  am  very 
far  from  believing  it  was  ever  the  wish  of  the 
great  body  of  the  Federal  party,  or  that  they 
will  knowingly  join  the  enemies  of  this  country 
to  effect  such  a  purpose,  but  that  there  are  some 
who  call  themselves  Federalists,  and  who  in 
principle  and  feeling  are  Englishmen,  that  would 
do  it,  I  have  no  doubt. 

Mr.  Smilib  said  the  character  of  this  man  was 
nothing  to  us,  though  it  might  be  to  him,  and 
he  therefore  should  not  follow  the  example  of 
gentlemen  who  had  made  so  free  with  it.  There 
was  one  point  in  which  he  considered  the  pub- 
lication of  these  documents,  which  was  of  real 
importance ;  that  they  exhibited  to  the  Ameri- 
can people  what  sort  of  a  nation  we  had  to 
deal  with.  It  appeared  to  him  that  Great  Brit- 
ain considered  no  means  dishonorable  provided 
they  would  accomplish  the  attainment  of  her 
object.  With  respect  to  Mr.  Wright's  idea,  that 
the  publication  of  the  papers  would  throw  an 
odium  on  the  leading  parties  in  this  country, 
said  Mr.  S.,  none  of  those  papers  said  any  thing 
more  disrespectful  to  the  parties  in  this  coun- 
try than  those  parties  had  frequently  said  of 
each  other  in  the  public  prints.  He  never  had 
believed  that  the  mass  of  the  Federal  party 
wished  a  separation  of  the  Union;  but  that 
there  were  men  in  it  attached  to  the  British 
interests,  he  knew  to  be  true.  There  was  at 
least  enough  in  these  papers  to  put  every  man 
on  his  guard  with  respect  to  the  insidious,  dis- 
honorable conduct  of  that  Government,,  and  he 
would  therefore  vote  for  printing  5,000  copies. 

Mr.  Macon  said  this  was  one  of  those  de- 
bates which  sometimes  arose  in  the  House,  in 
which  all  were  on  one  side  of  the  question. 
Nothing  can  be  more  true  than  that  these  pa- 
pers do  prove  that  Great  Britain  has  not  yet 
ceased  her  attempts  to  disturb  the  peace  of  this 
nation.  That  they  were  genuine  he  believed, 
although  they  came  from  a  man  whom  that 
Government  had  employed.     There  was  noth- 


ing new  in  the  manner  of  communicating  them. 
How  was  it  in  the  conspiracy  of  Blount  and 
Listen?  Mr.  Adams  commnnicated  the  dis- 
closure to  Congress.  I  imagine  that  Burr's 
conspiracy  was  communicated  by  some  one 
who  was  or  had  been  engaged  in  it.  In  this 
case,  a  man  who  had  been  in  the  service  of  this 
Government,  preferring  the  British,  was,  while 
in  Canada,  engaged  by  Governor  Craig  to  go 
into  a  part  of  this  country  to  endeavor  to  pro- 
cure a  division  of  the  Union.  Mr.  M.  said  he 
had,  four  years  ago,  stated  that  both  Great  Brit- 
ain and  France  had  agents  in  this  country. 
Had  they  not  had  them  in  other  countries? 
They  had;  and  he  cited  Holland  as  a  particu- 
lar instance. 

The  only  question  that  presents  itself  is,  Is 
the  information  useful  to  us  ?  Does  it  not  con- 
firm every  man  in  the  belief  that  while  she  is 
making  professions  of  friendship  through  her 
Minister  here.  Great  Britain  is,  in  another  di- 
rection plottiflg  our  destruction  by  her  secret 
agents  ?  It  would  be  happy  for  us  if  we  had 
not  also  French  agents  here.  I  never  did  be- 
lieve the  Federal  party  had  any  notion  of  join- 
ing Great  Britain ;  but  this  nation,  favored  as 
it  is,  has  yet  not  been  clear  of  discord ;  and  to 
say  that  there  is  not  a  man  in  the  Federal  or 
Republican  parties  who  would  wish  a  union 
with  Great  Britain  or  France,  would  be  to  say 
what  I  do  not  believe. 

As  to  this  man,  he  is  just  such  a  one  as  the 
British  usually  employ  for  these  purposes;  he 
is  one  of  their  own  agents.  Can  England  com- 
plain of  our  giving  credit  to  a  man  with  whom 
her  first  Secretary  of  State  and  the  Governor 
General  of  Canada  correspond?  I  care  nothing 
about  the  cause  which  brings  him  here,  it  is 
an  affair  between  him  and  them.  The  question 
is.  Has  he  told  the  truth  ?  I  verily  believe  he 
has.  I  understood  enough  of  the  papers,  as 
read,  to  know  that  he  was  the  agent  of  the  Brit- 
ish Government  sent  here  to  sow  disunion,  and 
that  was  enough  for  me.  So  long  as  we  are 
governed  by  interest,  mutual  wants,  or  common 
sense,  so  long  shall  we  continue  united.  We 
are  placed  in  such  a  situation  that  we  ought  to 
love  each  other,  and  we  always  should,  did  not 
our  mad  passions  sometimes  run  away  with  us. 
One  part  of  the  nation  delights  in  using  the  sea; 
another  in  agricitlture ;  we  supply  each  other's 
wants;  we  ought  never  to  dream  of  separation. 
And,  sir,  when  these  messengers  of  hell  are  sent 
here  shall  we  not  look  at  them  ?  Let  us  have 
the  papers  printed,  sir. 

Mr.  Key  made  some  remarks  which  were  not 
all  distinctly  heard  by  the  reporter.  He  wished 
that  the  publication  could  have  been  accompa- 
nied with  some  refutation  of  its  contents,  as  it 
would  go  to  alarm  the  people  with  an  idea  of 
the  existence  of  a  spirit  in  one  section  of  this 
country  which  he  was  sure  did  not  exist.  He 
was  not  only  for  committing  the  subject,  but  for 
following  it  up  with  a  full  and  prompt  exami- 
nation. Sure  I  am,  said  Mr.  K.,  that  the  people 
of  Europe  have  mistaken  the  American  character. 
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"Whatever  difference  of  opinion  may  exist  among 
ourselves,  there  can  be  none  as  to  the  propriety 
of  supporting  the  integrity  of  the  Union.  There 
can  be  no  doubt  that  the  people  of  this  country, 
of  all  descriptions,  will  rally  around  the-  con- 
stitution. France  had  heretofore  supposed  she 
possessed  a  party  in  this  country,  but  there  was 
not  a  man  of  sense  in  the  country  who  be- 
lieved it.  Foreign  Dations  would  err  in  this 
way,  having  no  correct  knowledge  of  the  senti- 
ments of  the  people.  If  we  were  soon  to  be 
involved  in  war,  it  wastproper  that  no  distrust 
should  exist  in  one  part  of  the  community  against 
another ;  and  he  therefore  regretted  that  a  com- 
plete investigation  could  not  be  had  before  the 
papers  were  published. 

Mr.  MiraoE  said  his  purpose  in  rising  now 
was  to  express  the  anxious  desire  he  felt  that 
on  this  question  there  might  not  be  the  least 
division  of  sentiment  manifested  in  the  House. 
He  should  be  extremely  sorry  at  any  time; 
above  all,  at  a  period  of  our  national  progress 
when  it  was  thought  that  a  change  of  circum- 
stances of  the  most  important  kind  was  about 
to  take  place ;  that  at  this  time  an  opinion 
should  be  imbibed  that  any  portion  of  the  peo- 
ple of  this  country  were  favorable  to  England. 
The  candor  of  the  gentleman  from  Maryland 
(Mr.  Weight)  redounded  to  his  honor.  He  was 
extremely  glad  to  find  gentlemen  acknowledge, 
with  respect  to  the  party  in  which  he  stood  en- 
rolled, whatever  might  be  our  internal  differ- 
ences, &c.,  that  they  could  not  be  suspected  of 
hostility  to  the  Union ;  there  could  be  no  idea 
entertained  by  sensible  men  of  either  party  that 
there  was  among  us  any  considerable  portion 
of  men  who  are  inimically  disposed  to  the 
union  of  the  States. 

That  these  papers  proved  a  dishonorable  at- 
tempt on  the  part  of  the  British  Grovernment 
Mr.  M.  said  he  had  no  doubt.  Although  a  strong 
sensation  would  probably  be  produced  by  the 
discovery  of  this  circumstance,  and  it  might  be 
perverted  much  to  the  injury  of  the  feelings  of 
particular  individuals,  he  hoped  the  good  sense 
of  the  community  would  induce  them,  while 
they  properly  appreciated  this  attempt  of  a  for- 
eign Government,  not  to  be  led  into  rash  or 
injudicious  measures.  He  really  wished  the  af- 
fair might  be  probed  to  the  bottom ;  and  that 
the  British  Minister  having  in  one  case  come 
forward  with  a  disavowal  for  his  Government, 
would  say  in  some  shape  or  other  what  was  the 
real  state  of  the  case  now  before  the  House. 

The  motion  for  printing  was  unanimously 
agreed  to. 

Mr.  Bibb  moved  to  amend  his  motion  for 
reference  to  the  Committee  of  Foreign  Relations, 
so  as  to  give  the  committee  power  to  send  for 
persons  and  papers. 

Mr.  Teoitp  said  that  on  occasions  of  this  kind 
great  care  should  be  taken  lest  the  House  be 
hurried  by  a  momentary  excitement  into  an 
act  of  precipitancy.  He  had  confidence  in  the 
discretion  of  the  Committee  of  Foreign  Rela- 
tions, but  the  vesting  such  a  power  in  the  com- 


mittee might  he  considered  as  an  instruction  by 
the  House  to  proceed  under  any  circumstances 
to  bring  Mr.  Henry  before  them.  He  had  no 
doubt  in  his  own  mind  that  the  communication 
had  been  voluntary  on  the  part  of  Mr.  Henry, 
but  he  entertained  as  little  that  there  may  have 
been  certain  stipulations  and  conditions  which 
the  Executive  wouldfeelitself  under  the  strong- 
est obligations  of  good  faith  to  comply  with,  and 
which  would  exempt  the  individual  making  the 
disclosure  fror*any  responsibility  of  any  kind. 
Whatever  may  he  thought  of  the  motives  of  Mr. 
Henry  in  making  the  disclosure,  or  whatever 
the  epithets  applied  to  him  in  debate,  certain 
it  was,  Mr.  Henry  had  done  service  to  the  coun- 
try, and  ought  to  be  protected  by  it.  If  the 
committee  should,  on  examination,  think  prop- 
er to  proceed  to  summon  pe»sons,  or  call  for 
papers,  the  House  would  not  hesitate  to  vest 
them  with  the  necessary  powers. 

Mr.  Geundy  stated  what  was  his  impression 
as  to  the  course  he  should  incline  to  pursue  as 
a  member  of  the  Committee  of  Foreign  Rela- 
lations,  if  these  papers  should  be  referred  as 
proposed,  to  that  committee.  If  any  engage- 
ments, express  or  implied,  had  taken  place  be- 
tween the  Administration  and  Mr.  Henry,  that 
he  should  be  free  from  detention,  &c.,  he  should 
not,  as  one  of  the  committee,  consent  to  violate 
that  engagement. 

The  question  on  reference  was  carried  unan- 
imously. 

The  question  to  clothe  the  committee  with 
compulsory  power  was  carried — 104  to  10. 


Thuesdat,  March  12. 
Mississippi  Territory. 

The  unfinished  business  of  yesterday,  the  bill 
for  enabling  the  people  of  the  Mississippi  Terri- 
tory to  form  a  constitution  and  State  Govern- 
ment, being  taken  up — 

Mr.  PoiNDBXTEB  Said,  that  on  the  general 
principles  of  the  bill  under  consideration,  he 
presumed  there  wUl  be  but  little  difference  of 
opinion.  The  population  of  the  Territory  pro- 
posed to  be  erected  into  an  independent  State 
is  unquestionably  sufficient  to  authorize  the 
measure  agreeably  to  the  present  ratio  of  repre- 
sentation ;  and  from  the  vast  influx  of  emigra- 
tion to  that  section  of  the  Union  since  the  last 
census,  I  am  fully  satisfied  that  it  might  be  de- 
manded as  a  matter  of  right  under  the  compact 
with  the  State  of  Georgia.  But,  sir,  the  wise 
and  magnanimous  policy  of  the  General  Govern- 
ment has  uniformly  conferred  on  the  respect- 
ive Territories  the  rights  of  State  sovereignty 
so  soon  as  their  numbers  would  fairly  entitle 
them  to  one  member  in  the  House  of  Represen- 
tatives of  the  United  States.  Ohio  was  admit- 
ted with  a  population  of  thirty-seven  thousand 
souls.  In  the  next  Congress,  that  State  will  be 
entitled  to  six  Representatives,  besides  a  very 
large  fraction  which  was  thrown  on  her  by  the 
apportionment  made  during  the  present  session. 
All  the  other  new  States  received  into  the  Con- 
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federaoy  sinoe  the  adoption  of  the  constitution, 
have  grown  into  importance,  and  now  constitute 
some  of  the  firmest  pillars  in  the  Temple  of 
Liberty.  Permit  me,  Mr.  Chairman,  to  express 
a  hope,  that  while  gentlemen  delight  to  bask  in 
the  sunshine  of  freedom  at  home,  they  will  on 
every  occasion  manifest  their  liberality  and  phi- 
lanthropy, by  extending  its  cheering  rays  to  the 
remotest  regions  of  our  beloved  country.  Eman- 
cipate us  from  the  trammels  of  colonial  vassal- 
age ;  place  us  on  the  high  eminence  of  a  free, 
sovereign,  and  independent  commonwealth ;  and 
we  shall  at  all  times  be  ready,  with  our  lives 
and  fortunes,  to  assert  the  rights  and  vindicate 
the  honor  of  our  common  country. 

With  respect  to  the  limits  recommended  by 
the  committee,  including  all  th8,t  tract  of  coun- 
try of  which  possession  was  taken  by  virtue 
of  the  Proclamation  of  the  President  of  the 
United  States,  bearing  date  the  27th  of  October, 
1810,  there  appears  to  exist  a  diversity  of  opin- 
ion. Some  gentlemen  think  it  improper  to 
legislate  definitely  over  that  country,  until  the 
pledge  given  in  the  proclamation  that  it  will  in 
our  hands  be  held  subject  to  future  negotiation, 
is  redeemed  in  a  manner  satisfactory  to  the  Ex- 
ecutive who  made  it ;  and  others  wish  to  divide 
the  country  between  the  State  of  Louisiana  and 
the  State  to  be  formed  of  the  Mississippi  Territo- 
ry. To  rescue  this  subject  from  the  first  ob- 
jection, at  a  very  early  period  of  the  session,  I 
moved  a  resolution  calling  on  the  President  for 
information  on  two  points:  1.  Whether  there 
was  any  pending  negotiation  respecting  our  title. 
2.  Whether  it  was  the  wish  of  the  Executive 
that  the  Legislative  authority  of  Congress  over 
the  country  should  be  suspended  with  a  view 
to  future  negotiation  and  adjustment  in  relation 
to  the  claim  of  the  United  States.  To  this  re- 
quest the  President  has  returned  no  answer. 
But  without  the  aid  of  those  lights  which  it  is 
in  the  power  of  the  Executive  to  shed  upon  the 
question,  we  all  know  that  the  downfall  of  the 
late  Spanish  Monarch,  and  the  distracted  state 
of  revolution  in  which  Spain  is  involved,  ren- 
ders it  impracticable  to  recognize  any  legitimate 
authority  with  whom  a  negotiation  could  be 
conducted.  It  is  true,  several  letters  have  pass- 
ed between  Mr.  Secretary  Monroe  and  Mr.  Fos- 
ter, the  British  Minister,  during  the  recess  of 
Congress,  relative  to  our  possession  of  West 
Florida,  and  the  manner  of  taking  it.  Oi  this 
correspondence  it  is  not  my  intention  at  present 
to  comment.  It  is  a  new  proof  of  the  disposi- 
tion which  Great  Britain  has  always  shown  to 
intermeddle  in  the  affairs  of  other  nations,  and 
the  language  of  Mr.  Foster  is  in  the  highest  de- 
gree arrogant  and  insulting.  Mr.  Monroe,  in 
his  letter  of  the  8th  of  July,  after  repelling  the 
insinuations  made  by  the  British  Govei-nment 
as  to  the  motives  by  which  the  President  was 
actuated  in  taking  possession  of  the  country, 
declares  "  that  by  this  event  the  United  States 
have  acquired  no  new  title  to  West  Florida. 
They  wanted  none."  From  this  declaration  it 
is  evident  that  no  doubt  is  entertained  by  the 


Executive  as  to  the  validity  of  our  title,  and- 
therefore  it  is  unnecessary  to  suspend  for  a  longer 
period  the  admission  of  that  country  into  the 
Union. 

Mri  PoiNDEXTEE  then  offered  the  following 
amendment : 

"  And  he  it  further  enacted,  That  the  said  State 
shall  consist  of  all  that  tract  of  country  contained 
within  the  following  boundaries,  to  wit :  beginning  on 
the  river  Mississippi,  at  the  point  where  the  southern 
boundary  line  of  the  State  of  Tennessee  unites  with 
the  same ;  thence  along  said  line  to  its  junction  with 
the  western  boundary  of  the  State  of  Georgia ;  thence 
along  the  said  boundary  to  the  thirty-first  degree 
of  latitude,  and  along  said  degree  of  latitude  to  a 
point  opposite  the  river  Perdido ;  thence  to  the  junc- 
tion of  said  river  with  the  Gulf  of  Mexico,  including 
all  islands  within  six  leagues  of  the  shore  to  the  junc- 
tion of  Pearl  River  with  the  Lake  Pontchartrain ;  and 
up  said  river  to  the  31st  degree  of  latitude ;  thence 
to  the  river  Mississippi,  and  up  the  same  to  the  be- 
ginning." 

The  question  on  this  amendment  was  taken 
without  debate,  and  carried. 

Mr.  Clay  moved  to  add  the  following  provi- 
so, to  follow  after  the  section  just  adopted; 
which  would  have  the  effect  to  keep  that  por- 
tion of  country  taken  possession  of  under  the 
President's  proclamation,  sulgect  to  future  ne- 
gotiation : 

"  Provided,  That  nothing  herein  contained  shall  be 
so  construed  as  to  prevent  that  portion  of  the  Terri- 
toiy  comprehended  within  the  said  boundary,  for- 
merly composing  a  part  of  the  country  known  by  the 
name  of  West  Florida,  being  subject  to  future  nego- 
tiation on  the  part  of  the  United  States." 

Mr.  Olat  (Speaker)  said  that  in  offering  this 
amendment  to  the  committee,  be  confessed  he 
was  actuated  rather  by  a  disposition  to  accom- 
modate' the  views  of  other  gentlemen,  than  from 
any  difficulty  which  he  felt  on  the  subject  him- 
self; for,  with  respect  to  our  title  to  West  Flor- 
ida, he  thought  it  utterly  impossible  that  any 
gentleman  could  examine  that  question  without 
suffering  other  considerations  to  mingle  in  the 
investigation,  and  not  be  thoroughly  convinced 
that  the  title  was  in  the  United  States :  and  he 
confessed  that  were  he  to  consult  his  own  views 
only,  he  should  not  hesitate  a  moment  in  mak- 
ing an  unqualified  annexation  of  that  territory 
to  the  States  to  be  formed  of  the  Orleans  and 
Mississippi  Territories.  But  as  some  gentlemen, 
adverting  to  the  President's  Proclamation  for 
taking  possession  of  that  country,  had  supposed 
that  some  difficulty  might  arise  under  it  from 
such  a  procedure,  in  order  to  quiet  these  appre- 
hensions, he  had  submitted  this  proviso.  The 
right  of  the  General  Government  to  destroy  the 
integrity  of  a  State  having  been  questioned,  it 
would  be  well  to  guard  against  any  difficulty 
on  that  score  by  a  reservation  to  the  General 
Government  of  the  power  to  negotiate  on  the 
subject  of  this  territory.  At  the  same  time  he 
made  this  proposition,  Mr.  C.  utterly  disclaim- 
ed the  idea  that  in  any  possible  state  of  things 
ought  this  country  to  be  ceded  away.     He  con- 
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sidered  the  possession  of  West  Florida  as  indis- 
pensable to  the  interests  and  prosperity  of  the 
Western  States,  and  so  far  to  the  integrity  of 
the  Union ;  and  he  should  as  soon  see  a  part  of 
the  State  which  he  represented  ceded  away  as 
this  territory.  What,  he  asked,  was  the  extent 
of  the  country  in  question  ?,  In  breadth,  about 
twenty  miles ;  in  length,  about  two  hundred, 
binding  to  that  extent  our  southern  frontier.  The 
danger  of  having  provinces  of  a  foreign  power 
on  our  frontier  is  too  well  disclosed  by  the  late 
communication  of  the  President  (concerning 
Henry's  mission) — a  disclosure  which  must  com- 
bine in  the  execration  of  the  project  it  develop- 
ed, every  man  in  the  country,  and  every  honest 
man  in  every  country.  Suppose  the  former 
dynasty  of  Spain  to  be  reinstated  on  the  throne, 
it  could  not  desire,  for  honest  purposes,  the 
possession  of  West  Florida.  In  proposing  the 
amendment,  Mr.  0.  said  it  was  merely  his  ob- 
ject to  make  the  acts  of  the  Legislative  body 
tally  with  the  proclamations  of  the  President. 
If,  therefore,  contrary  to  his  firm  conviction,  it 
should  be  determined  that  we  have  not  the 
title,  he  had  no  idea  that  even  in  that  state  of 
things  the  territory  would  be  given  up,  but  that 
an  equivalent  should  be  given  for  it. 

Mr.-  0.  said  he  fuUy  approved  the  boundary 
established  for  the  new  State  of  Mississippi  by 
the  section  just  agreed  to,  so  far  as  it  operated 
on  the  Florida  Territory.     It  gave  to  the  State 
of  Louisiana  about  three-fourths,  perhaps  four- 
fifths,  of  the  population  of  the  whole  territory — • 
a  population  homogeneous  to  the  character  of 
the  country — American  in  principle  and  feel- 
ing ;  and  with  pleasure  he  had  seen  the  con- 
vention of  the  Orleans  Territory,  in  requesting 
this  annexation,  display  a  liberality  of  sentiment 
in  desiring  a  further  American  population,  which 
he  trusted  would  be  reciprocated  by  Congress. 
Although  the  State  of  Louisiana  could  not  he 
gratified  by  the  annexation  of  the  whole  terri- 
tory, their  desires  would  he  gratified  to  a  con- 
siderable extent  by  giving  them  all  that  por- 
tion of  it  lying  west  of   Pearl  River.     The 
acquisition  of  the  valuable  settlements  on  the 
high  lauds,  and  their  hardy  population,  would 
satisfy  all  the  material  wishes  of  the  State.    By 
this  addition  they  would  give  to  the  new  State 
of  Louisiana  the  entire  control  of  the  Lakes 
Maurepas  and  Pontchartrain,  by  which  the  city 
of  New  Orleans  may  be  most  easily  approached ; 
you  thus  enable  the  State  to  take  all  necessary 
means  to  repel  invasion.    Ton  eflfect  another 
object,  said  Mr.  0.    There  is  not  any  very  great 
natural  connection  between  the  people  imme- 
diately on  the  bay  of  Mobile  and  Tomhigbee 
Eiver,  and  those  on  the  Mississippi.  If  there  be 
any  connection,  it  is  an  artificial  one,  resulting 
from  the  preponderanoy  of  capital  at  New  Or- 
leans, and  will  be  lessened  whenever  there  shall 
be  a  commercial  capital  at  Mobile.    I  am  there- 
fore anxious  to  unite  the  territory  east  of  Pearl 
Eiver,  including  the  bay  of  Mobile,  to  the  Mis- 
sissippi Territory,  to  which  it  is  naturally  con- 
nected ;  and,  Mr.  0.  said,  he  had  no  hesitation . 


in  declaring  that  either  Pearl  Eiver  or  the  Pas- 
cagoula  ought  to  be  the  boundary  which  is  to 
separate  the  two  parts  of  the  country  respec- 
tively to  be  attached  to  the  States  of  Louisiana 
and  Mississippi — the  Pearl  Eiver,upon  the  whole, 
would  be  the  best,  as  dividing  the  territory  in 
about  equal  portions.  Mr.  0.  concluded  by  ex- 
pressing his  satisfaction  that  this  subject  had 
been  taken  up,  and  that  the  amendment  pro- 
posed by  the  delegate  from  Mississippi  had 
obtained,  whioh%e  hoped  would  finally  pass,  &c. 

Mr.  Ehka  said  that  the  amendment  proposed 
by  the  honorable  Speaker  to  him  appeared 
strange.  I,  said  Mr.  R.,  do  firmly  believe  that 
the  title  of  the  United  States  to  the  country 
west  of  the  Perdido  Eiver,  named  West  Florida, 
is  good  and  valid  to  all  intents  and  purposes; 
and,  therefore,  I  will  not  vote  for  a  proposition 
which  will  evince  a  doubt  relative  to  the  sufii- 
cienoy  of  that  title.  But  it  is  said  that  the 
proclamation  of  the  President  has  declared  the 
same  principle  that  the  amendment  proposes. 
That  may  be,  but  that  is  no  law ;  that  procla- 
mation is  not  law,  nor  is  the  Legislature  of  the 
United  States  bound  by  it,  unless  they  intend  to 
adopt  a  principle  similar  to  that  used  in  Great 
Britain,  where  the  King  and  Council  can  issue 
an  edict  having  the  force  of  law.  This  principle 
ought  not  to  be  established  under  the  constitu- 
tion of  this  nation.  But  the  domineering  inter- 
ference of  the  British  Government  relative  to 
West  Florida,  if  there  was  no  other  reason, 
ought  to  he  cause  sufficient  to  reject  this  offered 
amendment ;  that  interference  of  a  Government 
which  has  no  possible  right  or  title  to  the  coun- 
try in  question,  will  be,  in  a  manner,  sanctioned 
by  the  offered  amendment.  On  these  three 
points,  then,  the  amendment  ought  to  he  re- 
jected :  first,  that  it  goes  to  shake  the  solidity 
of  the  title ;  second,  that  it  goes  to  sanction  an 
opinion,  that  a  preceding  proclamation  of  the 
President  of  the  United  States  is  obligatory  on 
the  Congress  of  the  United  States ;  and,  third, 
that  the  amendment,  if  agreed  to,  will  go  to 
authorize  an  opinion  that  the  domineering  in- 
terference of  Great  Britain,  in  respect  to  the 
country  in  question,  was  right  and  proper. 
Against  these  points  I  will,  said  Mr.  E.,  hold  up 
my  hand — and  therefore  will  vote  against  the 
offered  amendment. 

Mr.  MiTCHiLL  observed,  that  our  minister  who 
negotiated  the  purchase  of  Louisiana  had  been 
repeatedly  told  by  Talleyrand,  in  the  course  of 
the  negotiation,  that  the  French  intended  to 
cede  the  country  of  West  Florida ;  so  that  it 
had  been  not  only  purchased,  but  understood  to 
have  been  purchased.  His  certainty  of  the  com- 
pleteness of  our  title  was  such,  that  he  was 
unwilling  to  do  any  act  which  should  recognize 
the  existence  of  a  doubt  on  the  subject,  and  he 
was  therefore  opposed  to  the  proviso.  At  the 
same  time  he  had  no  objection  to  the  amend- 
ment just  agreed  to ;  he  was  willing  that  the 
people  on  the  Tombigbee  and  Alabama  Elvers 
should  have  free  access  to  the  ocean,  and  thus 
do  away  aU  artificial  distinctions  which  had 


522 


ABEIDaMENT  OF  THE 


H.  OF  E.] 


Foreign  Relatuma. 


[March,  1812. 


been  made  by  a  foreign  power  whilst  the  ter- 
ritory had  been  in  its  possession. 

Mr.  Macon  was  well  satisfied  with  the  amend- 
ment proposed ;  for  he  could  not  have  consent- 
ed to  vote  for  this  bill  without  the  proviso,  or 
something  like  it.  Hitherto  this  Government 
had  done  every  thing  it  could  to  preserve  peace. 
The  embargo  and  all  the  restrictive  measures 
had  in  view  to  preserve  peace ;  and  peace  would 
always  be  best  maintained  by  a  due  regard  to 
public  faith.  If  a  territory  be  incorporated  into 
a  State,  it  was  the  opinion  of  Mr.  M.  that  neither 
the  President  nor  Senate  have  a  right  to  give  it 
up.  It  had  never  been  understood  by  any  party, 
under  our  constitution,  that  under  the  treaty- 
making  power  the  President  would  cede  one 
inch  of  a  State.  Convenient  although  the  ter- 
ritory is  to  us,  and  though  we  have  possession, 
and  it  is  said  no  pledge  has  been  given  in  rela- 
tion to  it,  yet  it  appeared  to  him  that  the  pro- 
clamation held  out  the  idea  that  we  held  it  until 
an  opportunity  was  aflEbrded  for  negotiating  on 
equitable  terms.  Mr.  M.  said  he  was  willing  to 
acknowledge  that  he  had  not  examined  the  title 
in  the  same  manner  as  the  Speaker  and  the 
gentleman  from  New  York  had  done,  so  as  to 
enable  him  to  pronounce  on  it  with  certainty ; 
but  the  title  did  not  come  into  the  question  on 
the  present  point.  Had  we,  when  all  the  rest 
of  Louisiana  was  surrendered  to  us,  obtained 
possession  of  Florida?  No,  we  had  not.  It 
appeared  to  have  been  at  least  a  doubtful  ques- 
tion whether  we  obtained  a  title  to  it  or  not. 
What  had  been  stated  by  the  gentleman  from 
New  York,  of  Talleyrand's  declaration  to  our 
Plenipotentiaries,  had  not  much  weight,  because 
a  claim  was  now  set  up  to  it  not  by  France  but 
by  the  Spanish  Government.  The  proviso 
under  consideration,  whilst  it  could  not  in  any 
degree  invalidate  our  claim,  did  away  the  objec- 
tions in  his  mind  to  the  proposed  annexation  of 
territory.  If  the  territory  was  once  annexed 
to  the  State,  without  reservation  or  condition, 
they  might  as  well  hereafter  attempt  to  cede 
away  Boston  or  Old  Plymouth,  as  that  Territory. 

Mr.  Weight  spoke  against  the  amendment  at 
considerable  length. 

Mr.  Clay  replied ;  and  Mr.  Ehea  rejoined : 

When  the  question  was  taken  on  the  proviso, 
which  was  adopted  without  a  division. 

The  bill  having  been  reported  to  the  House, 
and  the  House  having  agreed  to  take  up  the 
same,  an  adjournment  took  place. 


Fkidat,  March  13. 


The  House  resumed  the  consideration  of  the 
unfinished  business,  viz:  tlie  report  of  the  Com- 
mittee of  theWhole  on  the  bill  for  enabling  the 
people  of  Mississippi  Territoi-y  to  form  a  consti- 
tution and  State  government. 

The  amendment  changing  the  boundary  of 
the  Territory,'  &o.,  moved  by  Mr.  Poindbxtek, 
together  with  Mr.  Clay's  proviso,  were  agreed 
to  without  a  division. 


The  question  on  the  bill  being  engrossed  for 
a  third  reading  was  decided  without  debate — 
yeas  67,  nays  39,  as  follows : 

Yeas. — WilliB  Alston,  jnn.,  William  Anderson, 
Stevenson  Archer,  David  Bard,  Burwell  Basselt, 
William  W.  Bibb,  Robert  Brown,  William  A.  Bur- 
well,  William  Butler,  J.  C.  Calhoun,  Langdon  Cheves, 
Matthew  Clay,  James  Cochran,  Lewis  Condict,  Wil- 
liam Crawford,  Roger  Davis,  John  Dawson,  Joseph 
Desha,  Elias  Earle,  William  Findlay,  Meshack  Frank- 
lin, Thomas  Gholson,  Peterson  Goodwyn,  Edwin 
Gray,  Isaiah  L.  Green,  Felix  Grundy,  Boiling  Hall, 
Obed  Hall,  John  A.  Harper,  Aylett  Hawes,  Jacob 
Hufty,  John  M.  Hyneman,  Joseph  Kent,  Abner  La- 
cock,  Joseph  Lefevre,  Peter  Little,  William  Lowndes, 
Aaron  Lyle,  Thomas  Moore,  William  McCoy,  Samuel 
MoKee,  Alexander  McKim,  Arunah  Metcalf,  Samuel 
L.  MitchiU,  Jeremiah  Morrow,  Hugh  Nelson,  An- 
thony New,  Thomas  Newbold,  Thomas  Newton, 
Israel  Pickens,  James  PleaStints,  jr.,  Henry  M. 
Ridgely,  Samuel  Ringgold,  Jonathan  Roberts,  William 
Rodman,  Ebenezer  Sage,  Ebenezer  Seaver,  Samuel 
Shaw,  Daniel  Sheffey,  Richard  Stanford,  William 
Strong,  George  M.  Troup,  Charles  Turner,  jr.,  Rob- 
ert WhitehiU,  William  Widgery,  Thomas  Wilson,  and 
Richard  Wynn. 

Nats  — Ezekiel  Bacon,  John  Baker,  Abijah  Bige- 
low,  Harmanus  Bleecker,  Adam  Boyd,  James  Breck- 
enridge,  Ehjah  Brigham,  Epaphroditus  Champion, 
Martin  Chittenden,  John  Davenport,  jr.,  William  Ely, 
James  Emott,  Asa  Fitch,  Richard  Jackson,  jun.,  Ly- 
man Law,  Joseph  Lewis,  jun.,  Robert  Le  Roy  Living- 
ston, James  Milnor,  Jonathan  0.  Mosely,  Joseph 
Pearson,  Timothy  Pitkin,  jun.,  Benjamin  Pond,  Peter 
B.  Porter,  Josiah  Quincy,  Wihiam  Reed,  William  M. 
Richardson,  Thomas  Sammons,  John  Smilie,  George 
Smith,  Philip  Stuart,  Silas  Stow,  Lewis  B.  Sturges, 
Samuel  Taggart,  Benjamin  Tallmadge,  Uri  Tracy, 
Pierre  Van  Cortlandt,  jun.,  Lahan  Wheaton,  Leonard 
White,  and  Robert  Wright. 

The  bill  was  then  ordered  to  be  read  a  third 
time  on  Monday  next. 


Monday,  March  16. 
British  Minister's  Disclaimer  of  all  Knowledge 
of  John  Henry's  Asserted  Mission. 
The  following  message  was  received  from  the 
President  of  the  United  States  : 
To  the  Senate  and  House  of 

Representatives  of  the  United  States  : 
I   lay  before   Congress   a  letter,  from  the  Envoy 
Extraordinary  and  Minister  Plenipotentiary  of  Great 
Britain,  to  the  Secretary  of  State. 

JAMES  MADISON. 
March  18,  1812. 

Washington,  March  11,  1812. 

The  undersigned,  His  Britannic  Majesty's  Envoy 
Extraordinary  and  Minister  Plenipotentiary  to  the 
United  States,  has  read  in  the  publio  papers  of  this 
city,  with  the  deepest  concei-n,  the  Message  sent  by 
the  President  of  the  United  States  to  Congress  on  the 
9th  instant,  and  the  documents  which  accompanied  it. 

In  the  litter  ignorance  of  the  undersigned  as  to  all 
the  circumstances  alluded  to  in  those  documents,  he 
can  only  disclaim  most  solemnly,  on  his  own  part, 
the  having  had  any  knowledge  whatever  of  the  ex- 
istence of  such  a  mission,  or  of  such  transactions  as 
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State  of  Louisiana, 


[H.  OF  E. 


the  communication  of  Mr.  Henry  refers  to,  and  ex- 
press his  conviction,  that,  from  what  he  knows  of 
those  branches  of  His  Majesty's  Gorernment  with 
which  ho  is  in  the  hahit  of  having  interconrse,  no 
countenance  whatever  was  given  by  them  to  any 
schemes  hostile  to  the  internal  tranquillity  of  the 
United  States. 

The  undersigned,  however,  cannot  but  trust  that 
the  American  Government,  and  the  Congress  of  the 
United  States,  will  take  into  consideration  the  charac- 
ter of  the  individual  who  has  made  the  communica- 
tion in  question,  and  will  suspend  any  further  judg- 
ment on  its  merits  until  the  circumstances  shall  have 
been  made  known  to  His  Majesty's  Government. 

The  tindersigned  requests  the  Secretary  of  State 
to  accept  the  assurance  of  his  highest  consideration. 
AUGUSTUS  J.  FOSTER. 

The  Message  having  heen  read,  was,  on  mo- 
tion of  Mr.  Newtou,  referred  to  the  Committee 
on  Foreign  Relations,  and  ordered  to  be  printed. 


Wbdnisdat,  March  18. 
State  o/ Louisiana. 

The  House  resolved  itself  into  a  Committee 
of  the  Whole,  on  the  bill  for  the  admission  of 
the  State  of  Louisiana  (now  Orleans  Territory) 
into  the  Union,  and  for  extending  the  laws  of 
the  Uflited  States  to  the  same. 

The  several  blanks  in  the  bill  having  been 
filled— 

Mr.  PoiNDKSTKE  observed,  that  it  appeared 
to  have  been  the  sense  of  this  House,  when  the 
bill  for  erecting  the  Mississippi  Territory  into  a 
State  was  under  consideration,  that  the  portion 
of  the  territory  taken  possession  of  under  the 
President's  proclamation  (known  by  the  name 
of  West  Florida)  which  lies  West  of  Pearl  Eiver, 
should  be  added  to  the  State  of  Orleans.  The 
constitution  had  provided  that  new  territory 
might  be  added  to  the  States  with  their  con- 
sent. As  it  was  not  provided  by  the  constitu- 
tion which  party  should  first  assent,  he  pre- 
sumed it  was  not  material ;  and,  as  this  ap- 
peared to  be  the  proper  moment  for  fixing  the 
boundary,  he  was  induced  to  offer  the  following 
amendment  to  the  bill. 

"And  be  it  further  enacted,  That  so  soon  as  the  con- 
sent of  the  Legislature  of  said  State  shall  be  given  to 
the  same,  all  that  tract  of  country  lying  within  the 
following  boundaries,  to  wit :  beginning  at  the  junc- 
tion of  the  Iberville,  with  the  river  Mississippi; 
thence  through  the  middle  of  the  Lakes  Maurepas 
and  Pontchartrain,  to  the  western  junction  of  Pearl 
Kiver,  to  Lake  Pontchartrain ;  thence  up  said  river 
to  the  thirty-first  degree  of  latitude ;  thence  along 
said  degree  of  latitude  to  the  river  Mississippi ;  thence 
down  the  same  to  the  lieginning ;  be,  and  the  same 
is  hereby  incorporated  in,  and  made  a  part  of  said 
State,  and  shall  be  governed  by  the  constitution  and 
laws  thereof,  in  the  same  manner  as  if  it  had  been 
included  within  the  original  boundaries  of  said  State. 
Provided,  nevertheless.  That  the  title  of  the  United 
States  to  said  tract  of  country  shaE  be  and  remain 
subject  to  future  negotiation. 

Mr.  Dawson  said  this  question  had  been  agi- 
tated in  the  select  committee,  but  it  had  ap- 


peared proper  to  them  that  this  addition  of 
territory  should  be  made  the  subject  of  a  sepa- 
rate law.  If  they  went  so  fai-,  they  must  go 
farther  still  into  details.  He  thought  it  better 
that  the  law  accepting  the  constitution  should 
be  as  simple  as  possible. 

Mr.  Clay  (Speaker)  could  not  view  the  sub- 
ject in  the  same  light,  he  said,  as  the  gentleman 
from  Virginia ;  and  although  there  had  been 
a  division  of  sentiment  in  the  select  committee, 
there  certainly%ere  some  members  of  that  com- 
mittee in  favor  of  the  motion.  But,  could  gen- 
tlemen imagine  any  difficulty  growing  out  of 
making  this  section  a  part  of  the  present  bill, 
which  would  not  equally  arise  if  it  were  put  in 
a  separate  bOI  ?  There  could  be  no  difiiculty  in 
either  way  ;  and  in  propriety,  it  appeared  to 
him  the  course  now  proposed  ought  to  be  pur- 
sued. They  were  about  to  admit  a  new  State 
into  the  Union.  Should  not  the  bill,  which  re- 
cognized it,  present  the  whole  limits  of  the  State 
in  one  view,  or  would  it  be  better  to  subject  in- 
quirers to  the  necessity  of  wading  through  two 
or  three  acts  to  find  out  the  boundary  of  a 
single  State?  He  hoped  the  motion  would 
prevail. 

The  motion  was  agi-eed  to,  47  to  25. 

Mr.  Clay  said  he  observed  there  had  been 
no  ordinance  passed  by  the  convention  recog- 
nizing the  freedom  of  navigation  of  the  Missis- 
sippi. He  had  no  idea  that  under  any  circum- 
stances, the  Legislature  of  the  new  State  would 
impede  the  navigation ;  but  the  object  was  one 
so  dear  to  the  people  of  the  Western  country 
generally,  that  he  wished  to  place  it  beyond  the 
possibility  of  doubt. 

The  amendment  was  adopted  without  a  divi- 
sion. 

Mr.  Johnson  said,  that  as  the  matter  now 
stood,  the  population  of  the  Florida  Territory 
attached  to  this  bill  would,  although  they  are 
to  compose  a  part  of  the  new  State,  be  deprived 
of  a  voice  in  the  passage  of  the  first  laws,  which 
are  always  the  most  important  under  a  new 
government,  and  in  the  choice  of  Senators  in 
Congress,  which  would  be.  attended  with  the 
greatest  hardship,  as  the  population  had  been 
unrepresented  for  some  time  past,  and  com- 
plained of  various  grievances.  He,  therefore, 
moved  an  amendment  to  the  bill,  to  divide  the 
territory  to  be  annexed  to  Louisiana  into  two 
counties,  to  be  called  Feliciana  and  Baton 
Rouge,  each  to  send  one  Senator  and  one  Rep- 
resentative. 

Mr.  PoiNDBXTEE  wishcd  the  people  of  that 
country  to  be  represented  as  much  as  the  gen- 
tleman possibly  could ;  but  how  could  Congress 
in  one  breath  say  they  should  form  a  part  of  the 
new  State  as  soon  as  its  consent  could  be  had, 
and  in  the  next  section  declare,  though  by  the 
very  terms  of  the  law  they  are  not  a  part  of  the 
State,  that  they  shall  be  represented  in  the  Le- 
gislature of  the  State  ? 

Mr.  Clay  said  he  had  understood  that  a  me- 
morial was  in  the  city,  and  would  be  presented 
to  the  House  at  the  first  opportunity,  from  the 
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Convention  of  Orleans,  praying  tlje  annexation 
of  the  territory  in  question  to  the  new  State. 
When  that  -svas  before  them,  the  committee 
would  be  better  able  to  understand  how  far 
they  could  now  proceed  in  sanctioning  the  rep- 
resentation of  that  territory  in  the  Louisiana 
Legislature.  He  therefore  moved  that  the  com- 
mittee now  rise,  report  progress,  and  ask  leave 
to  sit  again. 
Agreed  to,  and  the  committee  rose. 


Thtjesdat,  March  19. 
Disclosures  of  Mr.  Henry. 

Mr.  PoETEE,  from  the  Committee  of  Foreign 
Relations,  to  whom  was  referred  the  Message 
of  the  President  of  the  United  States,  transmit- 
ting the  disclosures  of  Mr.  Henry,  a  British 
Secret  Agent,  made  the  following  report : 

The  Committee  of  Foreign  Relations,  to  whom  was 
referred  the  President's  Message,  of  the  9th  instant, 
covering  copies  of  certain  documents  communicated 
to  him  by  a  Mr.  John  Henry,  beg  leave  to  report,  in 
part,  that  although  they  did  not  deem  it  necessary  or 
proper  to  go  into  an  investigation  of  the  authenticity 
of  documents  communicated  J;o  Congress,  on  the  re- 
spousibiUty  6f  a  co-ordinate  branch  of  the  Govern- 
ment, it  may,  nevertheless,  be  satisfactory  to  the 
House  to  be  informed  that  the  original  papers,  with 
the  evidences  relating  to  them  in  possession  of  the 
Executive,  were  submitted  to  their  examination,  and 
were  such  as  fully  to  satisfy  the  committee  of  their 
genuineness. 

The  circumstances  under  which  the  disclosures  of 
Henry  were  made  to  the  Government,  involving  con- 
siderations of  political  expediency,  have  "prevented 
the  committee  from  mailing  those  disclosures  the 
basis  of  any  proceeding  against  him.  And,  from  the 
careful  concealment,  on  his  part,  of  every  circumstance 
which  could  lead  to  the  discovery  and  punishment  of 
any  individuals  within  the  United  States  (should 
there  be  any  such)  who  were  criminally  connected 
with  him,  no  distinct  object  was  presented  to  the 
committee  by  his  communication  for  the  exercise  of 
the  power  with  which  they  were  invested,  of  sending 
for  persons  and  papers.  On  being  informed,  however, 
that  there  was  a  foreigner  in  the  city  of  Washington, 
who  lately  came  to  this  country  from  Europe  with 
Henry,  and  was  supposed  to  be  in  his  confidence,  the 
committee  thought  proper  to  send  for  him.  His  ex- 
amination, talcen  under  oath  and  reduced  to  writing, 
they  herewith  submit  to  the  House. 

The  transaction  disclosed  by  the  President's  Mes- 
sage presents  to  the  mind  of  the  committee  conclusive 
evidence  that  the  British  Government,  at  a  period  of 
peace,  and  during  the  most  friendly  professions,  have 
been  deliberately  and  perfidiously  pursuing  measures 
to  divide  these  States,  and  to  involve  our  citizens  in 
all  the  guilt  of  treason,  and  the  horrors  of  a  civil  war. 
It  is  not,  however,  the  intention  of  the  committee  to 
dwell  upon  a  proceeding,  which,  at  all  times,  and 
among  all  nations,  has  been  considered  as  one  of  the 
most  aggravated  character ;  and  which,  from  the  na- 
ture of  our  Government,  depending  on  a  virtuous 
union  of  sentiment,  ought  to  be  regarded  by  us  with 
the  deepest  abhorrence. 

[Document  accompanying  the  above  report] 

Feidat,   March   13.  —  Count .  Edward  de    Crillm 


sworn. — This  deponent  knows  Mr.  Henry;  he  dined 
with  him  at  Mr.  WeUesley  Pole's,  in  September,  and 
afterwards  at  Lord  Yarmouth's ;  met  with  him  also 
at  different  fashionable  clubs ;  deponent  fell  in  with 
Mr.  H.  subsequently  by  accident ;  deponent  had  or- 
dered his  servants  to  procure  him  a  passage  for  Amer- 
ica ;  they  met  with  Captain  Tracy,  of  the  ship  New 
Galen,  of  Boston,  at  the  New  London  Coffee  House. 
Aftei*agreeing  with  him  on  the  terms  of  the  passage, 
Captain  T.  applied  to  deponent  to  know  if  he  was 
ready  to  embark  the  next  day,  as  the  ship  would  sail 
on  the  following  morning ;  deponent  said  no ;  that 
he  should  send  bis  servants  on  board,  but  should  take 
a  postchaise  for  Portsmouth,  and  pass  over  to  the  Isle 
of  Wight,  where  he  should  wait  for  the  vessel.  On 
the  day  following  he  went  accordingly  to  Portsmouth, 
but  before  his  departure  he  received  a  letter  from 
Captain  Tracy,  couched  in  the  following  terms :  "  Sir, 
you  must  go  to  Ryde,  where  you  shall  find  a  gentle- 
man called  Captain  Henry,  waiting  for  the  New 
Galen;  I  shall  send  a  boat  on  shore  for  both  of  you." 
Deponent  went  to  Ryde,  but  did  not  find  Captain  H. 
there ;  thence  he  proceeded  to  Cowes,  and  inquired 
of  the  American  Consul  "  if  the  New  Galen  had  pass- 
ed ?"  fearing  that  she  had  sailed  without  him.  The 
Consul  infonned  him  that  the  ship  was  detained  in 
the  Downs  by  head  winds ;  deponent  returned  to  Ryde, 
and  remained  there  three  weeks  alone  before  Captain 
H.  arrived.  Captain  H.  came  to  him  and  told  Mm 
that  the  ship  was  badly  found,  and  advised  hiiq  to  go 
to  Liverpool  and  take  the  packet ;  deponent  refused, 
having  paid  his  passage  and  his  trunks  being  onboard. 
Captain  H.  three  days  after  his  arrival,  fell  sick ;  he 
kept  his  bed  twenty-two  days,  during  which  time  he 
was  often  delirious,  frequently  uttering  the  name  of 
Lord  Liverpool.  The  deponent  having  two  servants, 
one  of  them  attended  on  Mr.  H.  daring  his  illness. 
He  was  visited  by  Mr.  Powell,  of  Philadelphia,  a  Mr. 
Wilkinson,  or  Dickson,  of  the  British  army,  and  a 
Mr.  Perkins,  of  Boston ;  he  received  above  two  hun- 
dred letters  from  a  Boston  house,  [Higginsons,]  in 
Finsbnry  Square,  that  had  lately  stopped  payment. 
He  refused  to  take  the  letters,  giving  them  to  the 
Captain.  Mr.  H.  was  also  visited  by  a  Mr.  Bagholt, 
who  brought  him  letters  from  Sir  James  Craig. 
Henry  refused  to  receive  those  letters.  He  recover- 
ed from  his  sickness.  Deponent  occupying  the  most 
agreeable  house  in  the  place,  Henry's  physicians  ask- 
ed the  favor  of  an  apartment  for  him  until  he  was 
ready  to  embark.  After  eight  weeks'  detention,  the 
wind  became  fair,  and  the  vessel  sailed.  The  day 
before  her  departure,  Mr,  Bagholt  arrived  at  Ryde, 
with  letters  from  Lord  Liverpool  to  Su:  George  Pre- 
vost,  and  to  Mr.  Henry,  who,  when  he  saw  the  seal 
of  the  letter  addressed  to  him,  said,  throwing  it  on  the 
table,  "  that  is  a  letter  from  Liverpool ;  what  more 
does  he  want  of  me  ?"  He  appeared  to  be  much  agi- 
tated, and  retired  to  his  roonj.  Mr.  Bagholt  returned 
that  night  to  London  without  taking  leave ;  but  the 
wind  coming  fair  the  next  morning  the  ship  sailed. 
Mr.  Edward  Wyer,  and  Mr. West,  both  of  Boston,  and 
a  Mrs.  Thompson,  of  London,  were  passengers  in  the 
ship.  Henry  at  first  appeared  very  low  spirited,  took 
a  cabin  to  himself,  and  mostly  dined  alone.  In  good 
weather  he  employed  himself  in  shooting  pistols,  at 
which  he  was  very  expert.  One  dark  night,  about 
ten  o'clock,  the  witness  was  walking  on  deck  much 
dejected,  when  Henry  accosted  him — "  Count  Cril- 
lon,"  said  he,  "  you  liave  not  confidence  in  me  ;  you 
are   unhappy ;  confide   your   sorrows   to   me."    Ha 
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spoke  so  kindly  that  deponent  made  him  in  part  ac- 
qoainted  with  his  situation.  He  replied,  "  one  confi- 
dence deserves  another ;  I  will  now  tell  yon  my  situa- 
tion. I  have  been  Tery  iU-treated  by  the  British  Gov- 
ernment. I  was  bom  in  Ireland,  of  one  of  the  first 
families  in  that  country,  poor,  becatise  a  younger 
brother.  I  went  to  America  with  expectations  from 
an  uncle,  (Daniel  McCormick,  Esq.,  of  New  York,) 
who  possesses  a  large  fortune,  is  old  and  unmarriei 
French  persecution  having  exiled  from  that  country 
many  of  the  respectable  famUiea  of  France,  I  married 
a  lady  of  that  description,  who  died,  and  left  two 
daughters  without  fortune.  I  applied  to  the  Amer- 
ican Government,  and  through  the  influence  of  the 
British  Minister  I  was  appointed  captain  of  artillery 
during  Mr.  Adams's  Administration.  I  had  command 
at  Portland,  and  at  the  fort  near  Boston,  and  while 
in  commission,  I  was  employed  in  quelling  a  meeting 
or  insurrection  among  Uie  soldiery,  and  during  my 
continuance  in  office  I  gave  general  satisfaction.  But 
perceiving  there  was  no  field  for  my  ambition  I  pur- 
chased an  estate  in  Vermont,  near  the  Canada  line, 
and  there  studied  law  for  five  years  without  stirring 
from  home.  I  detest  republican  government,  and  I 
filled  the  newspapers  wilii  essays  against  it." 

Saturday,  March  14. — Count  C,  in  continuation. 

Deponent  says  that  Henry  told  him  in  the  course 
of  his  interview,  which  he  mentioned  yesterday,  that 
the  severity  of  his  strictures  in  the  public  prints 
against  republican  government  attracted  the  attention 
of  the  British  Government.  "  Sir  James  Craig,"  con- 
tinued he,  "  became  desirous  of  my  acquaintance. 
He  invited  me  to  Quebec,  where  I  staid  some  time. 
Hence  I  went  to  Montreal,  where  every  thing  I  had 
to  fear,  and  ail  I  had  to  hope,  was  disclosed  to  me. 
I  went  afterwards  to  Boston,  where  I  established  my 
usual  residence.  I  was  surrounded  by  all  the  people 
pointed  out  to  me  by  the  agents  who  were  under  my 
orders.  I  lived  at  the  Exchange  Coffee  House,  gave 
large  parties,  made  excursions  into  the  country,  and 
received  an  order  extraordinary  from  Sir  James  Craig 
to  dispose  of  the  fleet  at  Halifax,  and  of  the  troops, 
to  further  the  object  of  my  mission,  if  required.  My 
devotion  to  the  cause  was  extreme.  I  exhausted  all 
my  funds.  I  spent  many  precious  years  in  the  ser- 
vice ;  and  was  advised  to  proceed  to  London.  The 
Government  treated  me  with  great  kindness.  I  was 
received  in  the  highest  circles ;  was  complimented 
with  a  ticket  as  member  of  the  Pitt  C/m6,  without 
being  balloted  for.  And  when  I  had  spent  all  my 
money,  and  presented  my  claims  for  retribution,  the 
Government  attempted  to  cheapen  my  services, 
[marchander,']  to  beat  me  down.  My  claims  were  to 
the  amount  of  £32,000  sterling.  I  was  told,  how- 
ever, that  I  should  be  provided  for,  by  a  reconmiend- 
ation  to  Sir  George  Prevost,  in  case  I  would  return 
to  Canada,  and  continue  my  mission  and  services  as 
before ;  and  to  exercise  the  same  vigilance  over  the 
interests  of  the  British  Government.  At  the  same 
time,  the  Government  appointed  a  friend  of  mine,  an 
Irish  gentleman,  Attorney  General  for  Canada, 
through  my  influence."  [Deponent  saw  this  gentle- 
man at  Mr.  Gilbert  Robertson's  in  New  York.]  Henry 
continued :  "  Disappointed  in  my  expectations,  I  was 
impatient  to  proceed  to  Canada  to  sell  my  estates  and 
my  library,  and  take  my  revenge  against  the  British 
Government.  I  knew  that  if  I  went  to  Canada  I 
must  deliver  up  my  despatches,  and  that  I  should 
afterwards  be  put  off  by  the  Government  I,  there- 
fore, determined  to  retain  the  documents  in  my  pos- 


session, as  the  instrument  of  my  revenge.  Deter- 
mined to  extricate  myself  from  my  embarrassing  con- 
nection with  the  British  Government,  I  refused  the 
offer  of  a  passage  to  Halifax  in  one  of  their  ships  of 
war,  and  determined  to  live  privately  and  retired  at 
Kyde,  and  take  passage  in  the  first  vessel  that  should 
sail  for  the  United  States.  This  is  the  cause  of  your 
meeting  me  at  Ryde." 

Deponent  represents  to  Henry,  "That  England 
was  his  legitimate  Government ;  that  he  would  ren- 
der himself  the  most  odious  of  all  characters  by  be- 
traying it;  that'tiis  (the  deponent's)  Government  had 
treated  hitn  harshly,  and  that  he  then  labored  under 
its  displeasure,  but  no  consideration  should  induce 
him  to  act  against  it ;  that  we  mist  not  resent  a 
parent's  injuries ;  tells  him  to  have  patience,  and  wait 
for  his  reward."  Henry  then  pleaded  in  his  justifi- 
cation the  wrongs  of  his  native  country — Ireland — 
inflicted  by  the  British  Government. 

Henry  came  down  to  Washington,  and  stopped  at 
Tomlinson's,  where  deponent  saw  him.  He  after- 
wards removed  to  Georgetown,  to  the  house  of  one 
Davis,  an  auctioneer,  where  the  deponent  visited  him 
every  day,  and  fotmd  him  always  occupied.  Depo- 
nent waited  for  his  disclosures,  not  having  any  dis- 
position to  pry  into  his  secrets  ;  but  Henry  was  en- 
tirely silent,  and  incessantly  sighing  very  deeply.  On 
the  day  of  General  Blount's  funeral,  deponent  took 
Henry  down  to  Alexandria,  in  expectation  that  he 
might  communicate  his  projects ;  but  he  was  still  re- 
served. After  dinner  they  returned,  and  while  in  the 
carriage,  Heniy  tells  deponent  "  that  he  has  great 
confidehce  in  him ;  that  he  (deponent)  has  been  here 
some  time,  and  asks  his  opinion  of  Mr.  Monroe."  De- 
ponent answered  that  he  was  very  little  acquainted 
with  any  body,  but  thought  Mr.  Monroe  a  most  virtu- 
ous and  respectable  man. 

Deponent  remained  several  days  without  hearing 
any  thing  more,  until  one  morning  at  7  o'clock,  Henry 
came  into  his  apartment  and  said — '  CrUlon !  yon 
must  seE  me  St.  Martial,"  [an  estate  of  the  deponent's 
in  Lebenr,  near  the  Spanish  frontier ;]  "  you  have 
the  title  papers  with  yoa  My  name  wiU  be  rescued 
from  oblivion  by  living  near  Crillon,  the  habitation 
of  your  ancestors,  and  of  a  man  who  has  been  my 
fnend."  Deponent  answered  that  he  had  no  objec- 
tion ;  and,  if  Henry  on  seeing  the  property  was  not 
satisfied,  he  would  give  orders  to  his  agent  in  France 
to  cancel  the  bargain.  The  conveyance  was  accord- 
ingly made.*  Henry  left  deponent,  when  Mr.  Brent, 
to  whom  Henry  was  not  introduced,  came  into  the 
deponent's  apartment.  About  this  time,  deponent 
received  four  anonymous  threatening  letters,  and  was 
advised  by  his  fiiends  that  he  was  surrounded  by 
spies ;  but  he  told  them  that  he  had  nothing  to  fear — 
that  he  was  "  sampeur  et  sans  reproche,"  By  one  of 
these  letters  I  was  advised  to  leave  the  city  before 
12  o'clock,  as  a  person  had  just  arrived  from  London 
with  orders  to  arrest  me. 

Meanwhile  rumors  circulated  very  generally  to 
the  deponent's  prejudice,  and  he  was  \mder  the  neces- 


*  This  was  quite  an  extemporaneons  method  of  selling  an 
estate.  To  render  the  transaction  more  intelligible,  it  may 
be  known  that  Heniy  was  paid  $50,000  at  that  time  by  the 
American  Government  for  his  disclosures,  and  it  may  be 
supposed  that  this  impromptu  purchase  of  "  ^.  Martial,  the 
Crillon  estate  in  Lebeur,  near  the  frontier  of  Spain"  was 
a  method  which  the  two  romantic  friends  took  to  divide  the 
money  which  they  bad  earned. 


526 


ABRIDGMENT  OF  THE 


H.  OP  R.] 


French  Bpoliationt, 


[Makch,  1812. 


sity  of  vindicating  his  character,  and  of  correcting 
the  autlior  of  those  reports. 

The  Message  of  the  President  gave  the  deponent 
the  first  intelligence  of  the  true  state  of  the  trans- 
action. 

Henry  told  the  deponent  that  a  Mr.  Gilvary,  or 
Gillivray,  from  Quebec,  had  come  to  him  at  New 
York,  to  persuade  him  to  go  to  Canada ;  but  Henry 
said  "  he  would  not — that  the  Eubicon  was  passed." 

Henry  kept  the  first  company  at  Boston. 

Being  questioned  if  Henry  had  mentioned  the 
names  of  any  person  with  whom  he  had  conferred  ? 
deponent  answered  "  None." 

Deponent  landed  at  Boston,  December  24,  1811  ; 
staid  there  about  ten  or  twelve  days.  Visited  Gov- 
ernor Gerry  twice. 

Question — Do  you  know  where  Henry  is  now  ? 

Answer — No.  By  report,  I  hear  he  is  in  New 
York. 

Deponent  left  Boston  in  the  public  stage.  Henry 
was  also  a  passenger.  But  at  New  Haven  deponent 
took  a  private  carriage  to  himself, 

COUNT  E.  DE  CEILLON. 

The  report  having  been  read,  was,  on  motion 
of  Mr.  PoETBB,  ordered  to  lie  on  the  table. 


Stuart,   Lewis    B.    Sturges,    Benjamin  Tallmadge, 
Labau  Wheaton,  and  Leonard  White. 


Feidat,  March  20. 
Admission  ofLouiaiama. 
The  bill  for  the  admission  of  the  State  of 
Louisiana  into  the  Union,  and  to  extend  the 
laws  of  the  United  States  thereto,  was  read  a 
third  time,  and  passed,  without  debate — ^yeas 
79,  nays  23,  as  follows : 

Yeas. — William  Anderson,  Stevenson  Archer,  Eze- 
kiel  Bacon,  David  Bard,  Burwell  Bassett,  William 
W.  Bibb,  William  Blackledge,  Adam  Boyd,  James 
Breckenridge,  Robert  Brown,  William  A.  Burwell, 
William  Butler,  Matthew  Clay,  Lewis  Condict,  Wil- 
liam Crawford,  Eoger  Davis,  John  Dawson,  Samuel 
Dinsmoor,  William  Findlay,  James  Fisk,  Meshack 
Franklin,  Thomas  Gholson,  Thomas  R  Gold,  Peter- 
son Goodwin,  Edwin  Gray,  Isaiah  L.  Green,  Felix 
Grundy,  Boiling  Hal],  Obed  Hall,  John  A,  Harper, 
Aylett  Hawes,  Jacob  Hufity,  John  M.  Hyneman, 
Richard  M.  Johnson,  Philip  B.  Key,  William  R.  King, 
Abner  Lacock,  Peter  Little,  William  Lowndes,  Aaron 
Lyle,  William  McCoy,  Samuel  McKee,  Alexander 
McKim,  Amnah  Metoalf,  Samuel  L.  Mitchill,  Jere- 
miah Morrow,  Hugh  Nelson,  Anthony  New,  Thomas 
Newbold,  Thomas  Newton,  Stephen  Ormsby,  Israel 
Pickens,  James  Pleasants,  jr.,  Benjamin  Pond,  Wil- 
liam M.  Richardson,  Henry  M.  Eidgely,  Samuel  Ring- 
gold, John  Ehea,  John  Roane,  WiUiam  Rodman, 
Ebenezer  Sage,  Ebenezer  Seaver,  Samuel  Shaw, 
Daniel  Sbeffey,  John  Smilie,  George  Smith,  John 
Smith,  Richard  Stanford,  Samuel  Taggart,  John 
Taliaferro,  Uri  Tracy,  George  M.  Troup,  Charles 
Turner,  junior,  Pierre  Van  Cortlandt,  junior,  Robert 
Whitehill,  David  R.  Williams,  Thomas  Wilson, 
Robert  Wright,  and  Richard  Wynn. 

_  Nays. — Harmanus  Bleecker,  Epaphroditus  Cham- 
pion, Martin  Chittenden,  William  Ely,  James  Emott, 
Asa  Fitch,  Richard  Jackson,  junior,  Lyman  Law, 
Joseph  Lewis,  junior,  Robert  Le  Roy  Livingston, 
James  Milnor,  Jonathan  0.  Mosely,  Joseph  Pearson, 
Timothy  Pitkin,  junior,  Josiah  Quincy,  William 
Reed,    Thomas    Sammons,  Adam    Seybert,  Philip 


TrESDAT,  March  24. 
Limitation  oj  Claims  on  the  Government. 

The  House  proceeded  to  consider  the  report 
of  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  on  the  foUow- 
iug  resolution : 

"  Becolved,  That  it  is  expedient  to  make  provision 
by  law  for  the  payment  of  the  following  descriptions 
of  claims,  to  wit: — 1.  Loan  office  certificates;  2. 
Indents  of  interest  on  public  debt ;  8.  Final  settle- 
ment certificates ;  4.  Commissioners'  certificates ;  6. 
Army  certificates ;  6.  Credits  given  in  lien  of  army 
certificates  cancelled ;  7.  Credits  for  the  pay  of 
the  army  for  which  no  certificates  were  issued;  8. 
Invalid  pensions ;  9.  Lost  or  destroyed  certificates — 
notwithstanding  any  statute  of  limitation  to  the  con- 
trary, under  such  restrictions  as  shall  insure  payment 
only  to  the  original  claimant,  his  heirs,  executors,  or 
administrators." 

The  resolution  was  agreed  to,  and  referred  to 
the  Committee  of  Claims  to  bring  in  a  bill  pur- 
suant thereto. 

French  Spoliations. 
Mr.  PiTKisr  said  that  he  held  in  his  hand  a 
statement  and  representation,  on  oath,  of  Cap- 
tain Samuel  Chew,  of  New  Haven,  in  the  State 
of  Connecticut,  which  he  would  beg  leave  to 
present  to  the  House.    Captain  Chew  states, 
that  he  was  supercargo    on    board    the  brig 
Thames,  and  on  the  19th  of  January,  1812, 
sailed  from  St.  Ubes,  bound  to  Few  Haven, 
with  a  cargo  of  salt  and  fruit ;  that  on  the  2d 
of  July  following,  the  brig  was  taken  possession 
of  by  a  French  squadron,    consisting  of  two 
frigates  of  forty-four  guns  each,  and  a  sloop  of 
war  of  sixteen  guns,  under  the  command  of 
Commodore  Forretin,  and  that  he  was  told  by 
the  oflBcer  boarding  him,  that  the  brig  would 
be  burnt  the  next  morning.    That  the  officers 
of  the  squadron  informed  him  that  they  sailed 
from  Nantes  on  the  8th  of  January.     That  on 
board  the  French  vessels  were  the  crews  of  the 
ship  Asia,  from  Philadelphia,  bound  to  Lisbon, 
and  of  the  brig  Gershom,  of  Duxbury,   last 
from  Boston,  bound  to  Oporto,  both  laden  with 
corn  and  flour.     That  the  officers  of  the  squad- 
ron informed  him,  that,  on  the  ITth  and  23d  of 
January,  they  had  captured  and  burnt  the  ship 
Asia  and  brig  Gershom.      He  also  states  that  he 
inquired  of  the  Commodore  the  reasons  of  burn- 
ing them,  and  was  informed  by  him  that  he 
had  orders  from  the  Government  to  burn  all 
American  vessels  sailing  to  or  from  an  enemy's 
port.     That,  on  the  3d  of  February,  the  Com- 
modore put  on  board  the  Thames  the  captains 
and  crews  of  the  vessels  burnt,  being  thirty- 
seven  in  number,  to  be  landed  in  the  first  port, 
and  that,  on  the  16th  day  of  July,  he  landed 
them   at  St.    Bartholomews.      Captain  Chew 
states  likewise,  that  when  the  Commodore  re- 
leased the  Thames,  he  gave  him  a  document  or 
writing,  subscribed  with  his  own  hand,  and 
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written  in  tlie  French  language,  and  which  is 
annexed  to  his  statement.  This  document  coti- 
tains  a  list  of  names  of  the  men  composing  the 
crews  of  the  vessels  captured ;  it  also  states 
that  they  were  captured  on  voyages  from  Phila- 
delphia and  Boston  to  Lishon,  laden  with  grain 
and  flour,  by  the  division  under  the  command 
of  Monsieur  Forretin,  Member  of  the  Legion  of 
Honor,  and  that  they  were  captured  in  pursu- 
ance of  the  instructions  of  the  Minister  of 
Marine  and  the  Colonies. 

Mr.  P.  said  that  this  statement,  with  the 
original  document  annexed,  in  the  French  lan- 
guage, and  under  the  hand  of  the  commodore 
of  the  squadron,  had  been  forwarded  here,  for 
the  information  of  the  Government ;  that  the 
character  of  Captain  Chew  was  such  as  to  en- 
title him  to  fuU  credit  wherever  he  was  known. 
Believing,  therefore,  as  he  did,  in  the  truth  of 
these  statements,  and  that  the  document  an- 
nexed is  genuine,  he  thought  it  his  duty  to 
present  it  to  the  House  for  their  information. 
The  House,  after  liearing  them  read,  can  dispose 
of  them  by  referring  them  to  the  Secretary  of 
State,  or  otherwise,  as  they  may  think  proper. 

The  papers  presented  by  Mr.  Pitkin  having 
been  read, 

Mr.  MoKiM  moved  that  they  lie  on  the  table 
until  time  should  be  afforded  for  the  arrival  of 
those  persons  in  the  United  States  whose  testi- 
mony might  confirm  the  facts  stated. 

Mr.  Pitkin  also  wished  them  to  lie  on  the 
table,  that  they  might  be  examined  by  gentle- 
men, and  receive  that  attention  to  which  the 
importance  of  their  contents  might  entitle  them. 

The  papers  were  accordingly  ordered  to  lie 
on  the  table. 


Tbtoesdat,  April  2. 
Virginia  Military  Bounty  Land. 

Mr.  Nelsost,  from  the  committee  to  whom 
the  subject  had  been  referred,  made  a  report, 
concluding  with  the  following  resolution : 

Resolved,  That  provision  should  be  made  for  secur- 
ing to  both  officers  and  soldiers  of  the  Revolutionary 
army  of  Virginia  on  that  establishment,  in  the  land 
or  sea  service  of  the  said  State,  the  bounty  lands 
which  were  promised  to  them,  either  by  law  or  reso- 
lution of  the  said  Commonwealth,  out  of  the  lands 
not  otherwise  appropriated,  and  lying  on  the  north- 
west of  the  river  Ohio,  within  the  Virginia  cession,  to 
be  of  good  quality,  according  to  the  true  intent  and 
meaning  of  the  promises  made  on  the  part  of  Vir- 
ginia ;  and  that  if  a  sufficiency  of  good  land,  within 
the  meaning  aforesaid,  cannot  there  be  found,  that 
these  bounties  shall  be  satisfied  out  of  any  other  pub- 
lic lands  of  the  United  States  not  otherwise  appro- 
priated. 

The  report  was  referred  to  a  Committee  of 
the  "Whole. 


Monday,  April  6. 

Publication  of  Secret  Proceedings. 

Mr.  Gettndt,  from  a  committee  which  had 

beSn  appointed  while  the  House  was  sitting 

with  closed  doors,  made  the  following  report : 


The  committee,  to  whom  was  referred  the  resolu- 
tion directing  an  inquiry  to  be  made,  whether  there 
has  been  any,  and  if  any,  what  violation  of  the  se- 
crecy imposed  by  this  House,  during  the  present  ses- 
sion, as  to  certain  of  its  proceedings,  have,  according 
to  order,  proceeded  in  said  inquiry,  and  beg  leave  to 
state,  that,  under  the  authority  with  which  they  were 
invested  by  the  House,  they  have  caused  to  come  be- 
fore them  four  witnesses,  whose  testimony  on  oath  is 
as  follows,  to  wit : 

Charles  Prentiss  states  that  be  furnished  to  the 
editors  of  the  "  Snirit  of  Seventy-six,"  a  paper  printed 
in  Georgetown,  tne  paragraph  giving  an  account  of 
the  proceedings  of  the  House  of  Representatives, 
while  sitting  with  closed  doors,  on  the  subject  of  the 
embargo ;  and  he  further  says,  that  he  did  not  receive 
the  information,  or  any  part  thereof,  which  enabled 
him  to  write  said  paragraph,  from  any  member  of 
Congress  or  officer  of  the  House.  Upon  being  inter- 
rogated, he  states  that  he  received  the  whole  of  his 
information  from  Nathaniel  Ronnsavell,  one  of  the 
editors  of  the  Alexandria  Herald ;  that  he  received 
it  on  Wednesday  late  at  night,  and  he  asked  of  Mr. 
Ronnsavell  whether  the  injunction  of  secrecy  had 
been  removed.  Rounsavell  replied  that  he  had  not 
^inquired.  On  Thursday  morning  the  witness  spolte 
to  some  of  the  members*  on  the  subject,  and  from 
their  conduct  ho  was  satisfied  that  the  injunction  of 
secrecy  had  not  been  removed;  notwithstanding 
which,  the  witness  sent  the  paragraph  above  alluded 
to,  to  the  editors  of  the  Spirit  of  Seventy-Sis  on 
Thursday. 

John,M.  Carter  and  James  B.  Carter,  editors  of 
the  "  Spirit  of  Seventy-Six,"  state  that  they  received 
from  Mr.  Prentiss,  in  writing,  the  statement  which 
appeared  in  their  paper ;  that  they  received  no  in- 
formation on  the  subject  from  any  member  or  officer 
of  the  House. 

Nathaniel  Rounsavell,  upon  being  interrogated, 
says  he  composed  the  paragraph  which  appeared  in 
the  Alexandria  Herald  of  Friday  last,  containing 
a  statement  of  the  secret  proceedings  of  the  House 
of  Representatives  upon  the  subject  of  the  embargo  ; 
that  he  on  Wednesday  night,  after  the  adjournment 
of  the  House,  derived  a  part  of  the  information,  on 
which  he  was  enabled  to  give  the  detailed  account, 
from  the  conversation  of  members  of  the  House  with 
whom  he  accidentally  fell  in  company ;  that  he  was 
acquainted  with  the  members,  and  they  with  him ; 
they  knew  he  was  present ;  he  partook  in  some  de- 
gree in  the  conversation. 

Question  by  the  committee — From  the  conversa- 
tion of  what  members  did  you  collect  the  information 
of  which  you  have  spoken  ? 

The  witness  refused  to  answer  the  interrogatory. 

Question  2" — At  what  place  was  the  conversation 
held? 

Witness  refused  to  answer. 

Question  3 — Have  you  seen  the  members  alluded 
to,  or  any  of  them,  since  you  first  appeared  before 
this  committee  on  Saturday  last  ? 

Witness  likewise  refused  to  answer  this  interroga- 
tory. 

Whereupon  it  is  ordered  by  the  committee  that  the 
Sergeant-at-Arms  detain  said  Rounsavell  in  his  cus- 
tody until  the  pleasure  of  the  House  of  Representa- 
tives relative  to  the  conduct  of  said  witness  can  be 
ascertained. 

After  the  report  was  read,  Mr.  Geundt 
offered  the  following  resolution  for  considera- 
tion : 
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"Besolved,  That  the  Sergeant-at- Anna  he  directed 
to  bring  the  said  Nathaniel  Kounsavell  to  the  bar  of 
the  House,  there  to  answer  such  questions  as  may  be 
propounded  to  him  by  the  Speaker,  under  the  direc- 
tion of  the  House." 

Much  desultory  discussion  took  place  as  to 
the  mode  of  proceeding  in  this,  case,  the  form 
of  the  proposed  order,  its  conformity  to  pre- 
cedent, &o.,  in  which  Messrs.  Pitkin,  Laoook, 
Sheffet,  Teoup,  Tallmadob,  Geundt,  Fisk, 
and  WiDQEET,  took  part.  This  discussion  re- 
sulted in  the  proposition  of  a  preamhle  to  the 
motion,  by  Mr.  Getjndt,  reciting  the  grounds 
of  the  order. 

The  motion  was  then  agreed  to. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  Geundt,  the  select  com- 
mittee were  then  discharged  from  the  further 
consideration  of  the  subject. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  Geundt,  it  was  resolved 
that  several  interrogatories  contained  in  a  paper 
which  he  offered  to  the  House,  should  be  pro- 
posed to  the  witness. 

Mr.  BtTEWELL  suggested  the  propriety  of  al- 
lowing this  person  counsel ;  but  withdrew  the 
suggestion,  on  its  being  Remarked,  that  this  per- 
son appeared  before  the  House  in  the  character 
of  a  witness,  not  a  criminal,  and  that  it  was 
not  usual  for  a  witness  to  appear  by  counsel. 

Mr.  Eounsavell  was  then  brought  to  the  bar 
of  the  House  by  the  Sergeant-at- Arms. 

After  some  hesitation  on  the  part  of  the  wit- 
ness to  take  the  oath  required,  he  was  sworn, 
in  the  usual  form  of  oath  administered  to  wit- 
nesses. 

The  first  interrogatory  agreed  to  by  the 
House  was  put  to  him  by  the  Speaker,  in  the 
following  words:  "From  the  conversation  of 
what  members  did  you  collect  the  information 
of  which  you  have  spoken  in  your  deposition 
before  the  committee  ?" 

To  this  question  the  witness  answered  in 
these  words :  "I  refused  to  answer  that  ques- 
tion when  before  the  committee,  and  I  continue 
steadfast  in  that  refusal." 

The  witness  was  ordered  to  withdraw,  and 
the  Speaker  reported  his  answer  to  the  House ; 
having  deemed  it  unnecessary,  on  his  refusal  to 
answer  the  first,  to  propound  any  other  of  the 
questions. 

Mr.  Sbybeet,  after  stating  his  indisposition 
to  encroach  on  the  rights  of  the  citizen,  which, 
however,  must  yield  to  the  superior  rights  of 
the  nation,  which  required  them  to  act  in  this 
case,  suggested  the  propriety  of  recommitting 
this  person  to  the  custody  of  the  Sergeant- 
at- Arms  until  further  order  should  be  taken  by 
the  House,  and  preventing  him  in  tlie  mean  time 
from  communicating  with  those  from  whose 
conversation  he  might  have  derived  his  Infor- 
mation. With  this  view  he  offered  the  follow- 
ing resolution : 

Resolved,  That  Nathaniel  Eounsavell  be  committed 
to  the  custody  of  the  Sergeant-at-Arms  until  further 
order,  and  that  in  the  mean  time  he  be  precluded 
fi'om  all  intercourse  or  conversation  with  any  person 
or  persons  other  than  the  Sergeant-at-Aims. 


The  question  on  striking  out  so  much  of  the 
motion  as  precludes  the  witness  from  conversa- 
tion with  any  one  unless  in  the  presence  and 
hearing  of  the  Sergeant-at-Arms,  was  decided  as 
follows — yeas  62 ;  nays  22. 

Tlie  question  was  then  stated  on  the  motion 
as  just  amended,  viz  : 

"  That  Nathaniel  Rounsavell  be  committed  to  the     ' 
custody  of  the   Sergeant-at-Arms  until  the  further 
orders  of  the  House." 

The  question  was  taken  on  the  resolution,  and 
it  passed  by  a  very  large  m^ority. 


Tuesday,  April  7. 
Publication  of  Secret  Proceedingt. 

A  letter  was  laid  before  the  House  from  Na- 
thaniel Kounsavell,  the  witness  now  in  the  cus- 
tody of  the  Sergeant-at-Arms.  The  letter  dis- 
claims any  intention  to  have  violated  the  respect 
due  to  the  House  by  the  publication  wliich  he 
had  made ;  it  declares  that  the  conversation 
which  the  writer  had  was  inadvertant,  as  he 
believes,  on  the  part  of  the  members  who  par- 
took in  it,  and  entirely  without  any  intention  on 
their  part,  as  he  believes,  to  violate  the  order 
of  the  House ;  that  he  had  been  refused  by  the 
committee  an  opportunity  to  explain  his  testi- 
mony ;  and  that  his  only  motive  for  refusing  to 
answer  was,  that  if  he  were  to  answer  the  ques- 
tion as  propounded  to  him,  it  might  have  the 
effect  of  criminating  those  who  had  committed 
no  crime,  and  from  whose  conversation,  but 
for  previous  and  subsequent  knowledge,  he  could 
not  have  ascertained  that  an  embargo  had  been 
the  subject  of  discussion,  &c. 

Mr.  Smilie  said  it  was  in  his  power,  he  be- 
lieved, to  make  a  statement  to  the  House  which 
would  procure  a  discharge  of  this  man.  Had 
the  original  motion  succeeded  yesterday,  he 
should  then  have  risen  and  stated  what  he 
was  now  about  to  say,  because  he  had  been  deter- 
mined that  the  man  should  not  suffer.  I  do 
believe,  said  Mr.  S.,  that  the  substance  of  the 
information  which  Mr.  Rounsavell  published  in 
his  paper,  he  did  derive  from  conversation  of 
myself  with  others ;  whether  he  got  other  par- 
ticulars from  other  members,  I  know  not.  The 
circumstance  was  this :  The  night  the  embargo 
law  passed  this  House,  I  met  with  a  member 
who  was  absent,  and  ignorant  of  what  had 
passed.  Upon  meeting  with  this  gentleman  he 
inquired  of  me  what  had  been  done  ?  I  briefly 
told  him,  and  I  have  reason  to  believe  Mr. 
Eounsavell  was  in  such  a  situation  as  to  hear 
what  I  said.  Having  made  this  statement,  I 
will  make  a  few  other  remarks.  I  had  a  seat 
in  Congress  when  each  of  the  former  embargoes 
under  this  constitution  were  laid.  The  mode  in 
which  they  came  before  the  House  was  in  those 
oases  such  as  to  enable  us  to  keep  them  secret. 
In  every  instance  except  the  present,  the  first 
intimation  relative  to  the  embargo  came  from 
the  President  to  the  House  in  a  confidential 
shape,  and  the  doors  were  immediately  closed. 
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What  was  the  fact  in  this  cage  ?  The  measure 
ori^ated  in  the  Committee  of  Foreign  Rela- 
tions. It  was  proposed  there  that  it  should  he 
kept  secret ;  when  a  member  of  the  committee 
rose  and  declared  he  would  not  he  homid — he 
would  not  keep  it  a  secret.  This  destroyed  at 
once  the  eiScacy  of  any  such  determination  on 
the  part  of  the  committee ;  we  might  as  well 
have  discussed  the  subject  with  open  doors  as 
with  closed  doors,  had  It  not  been  from  respect 
to  the  Message  of  the  President  recommending 
a  diiFerent  course.  What  was  published  in  the 
Herald,  therefore,  was  of  no  importance ;  when 
the  subject  of  discussion  was  known  to  all,  it 
was  of  very  little  consequence  to  know  who 
was  chairman,  and  who  spoke,  and  how  many 
voted.  If  the  House  must  have  a  victim,  and 
it  appears  to  me  some  gentlemen  would  be  very 
willing  to  have  one,  I  offer  myself  in  the  room 
of  this  man ;  he  has  suffered  too  much  already. 
The  qiu>  animo  constitutes  the  essence  of  every 
crime ;  it  cannot  then  be  supposed,  after  the 
warm  support  I  have  given  to  this  measure,  that 
I  could  have  any  unfriendly  intention  towards 
it.  I  well  know  the  powers  of  this  House ;  and 
I  know  the  limits  of  those  powers.  The  House 
win  take  such  steps  as  they  think  proper.  I 
have  taken  my  ground ;  I  am  prepared  for  the 
event.  He  would  further  observe  that  in  rela- 
tion to  the  suspicion  of  members  having  influ- 
enced EounsaveU  to  refuse  to  answer,  that  he 
had  not  seen  him  from  the  time  of  the  conver- 
sation he  had  stated  until  after  his  appeai-ing 
before  the  committee  and  refusing  to  answer. 

Mr,  SmUie  was  asked  to  name  the  member 
of  the  Committee  of  Foreign  Relations,  to  whom 
he  had  just  alluded,  and  replied  that  his  name 
was  no  secret — it  was  Mr.  Randolph. 

Mr.  Caubottn  said  that  the  member  of  the 
Committee  of   Foreign  Relations,  (Mr.  Ran- 
dolph,) to  whom  allusion  had  been  made,  not 
being  in  his  sea;t,  he  would  state  how  the  fact 
just  stated  had  occurred  in  the  committee. 
That  gentleman  stated  (said  Mr.  0.)  that  he  had 
doubts  of  the  power  of  the  committee  to  com- 
pel him  to  secrecy ;  bnt  the  gentleman  also 
stated  that  he  had  just  returned  from  Baltimore, 
where  he  found  the  British  Consul  possessed 
the  knowledge  of  an  intended  embargo,  and 
that  a  great  commercial  house  was  acting  on  it, 
and  therefore  he  did  not  feel  it  his  duty  to  keep 
it  secret.     I,  sir,  was  the  one  who  made  the 
motion  that  our  proceeding  should  he  confiden- 
tial.     After  the  statement  made  by  the  gentle- 
man from  Virgim'a,  that  he  should  feel  it  his 
duty  to  proclaim  the  fact,  combined  with  other 
circumstances,  I  did  not  feel  so  strongly  the  ob- 
ligation, and  the  motion  for  secrecy  was  waived. 
Under  the  impression  that  it  was  no  longer  a 
duty  to  confine  the  knowledge  of  this  transac- 
tion to  the  bosom  of  the  committee,  I  mentioned 
it  to  the  gentleman  from  Boston  and  other  com- 
mercial cities,  that  they  might  be  aware  of  the 
transaction ;  I  did  it  from  a  sense  of  duty,  that 
they  might  be  as  well  informed  on  this  head  as 
other  members  of  the  House. 
Voi»  IV.— 34 


Mr.  QunroT  rose  to  state  the  circumstances 
as  they  had  occurred  on  the  day  alluded  to,  and 
he  had  it  in  his  power  to  do  so,  because,  antici- 
pating that  some  difficulty  might  arise,  and 
wishing  to  relieve  himself  from  blame,  he  had 
on  the  morning  after  the  occurrence,  committed 
it  to  paper,  as  follows : 

"MakchSI,  1812. 

"  MEMOEASDtrM. — Mr.  Calhoan,  of  Sontli  Carolina, 
a  member  of  the  committee  of  Foreign  Belations, 
this  day  informedme  that  '  the  Committee  of  For- 
eign Relations  had  come  to  a  determination  that  an 
embargo  should  be  proposed  to  Congress  for  its 
adoption  to-morrow.'  I  asked  him  if  I  was  at  liberty 
to  mention  this  as  a  fact  from  him.  He  replied  that 
'  I  was  at  liberty.'  He  said  '  that  the  gentlemen  of 
the  committee  were  generally  of  opinion  that  the  sub- 
ject should  be  kept  secret.  But  Mr.  Randolph,*  one  of 
the  committee,  had  declared  that  be  would  not  consider 
himself  bound  to  any  such  obligation.  The  commit- 
tee, therefore,  had  thought  that  it  was  but  fair  to  give 
an  equal  chance  to  all  the  gentlemen  in  Congress. 
And  that  he  informed  me  of  the  fact,  as  a  member 
from  a  commercial  town,  in  order  that  I  might  com- 
municate it  to  my  mercantile  friends. ' 

"  I  soon  after  went  to  him  and  asked  him,  '  whether 
the  embargo  would  come  as  an  Executive  recom- 
mendation.' He  replied,  *  I  do  not  deem  myself  au- 
thorized to  answer  that  question.' 

"I  find  the  same  information  has  been  communi- 
cated by  other  members  of  the  committee  to  various 
members  of  Congress. 

"  JOSIAH  QUINCY." 

*"Mr.  Calhoun  has  since  stated  to  me,  that  the 
reasons  given  by  Mr.  Randolph  for  refusing  to  agree 
to  the  injunction  of  secrecy  were,  1st.  That  he 
doubted  the  right  of  the  committee  to  enjoin  secrecy ; 
2d.  That  having  just  returned  from  Baltimore,  he 
had  heard,  while  in  that  city,  that  the  intention  to 
lay  an  embargo  was  already  known  in  that  city,  and 
that  the  British  Consul  and  a  great  mercantile  house 
there  were  then  acting  on  the  information.    J.  Q." 

Mr.  Setbeet  said,  after  what  had  been  stated 
by  his  colleague,  it  was  very  evident  that  the 
information  which  had  found  its  way  to  the 
public  had  been  inadvertently  communicated  by 
a  member ;  and  he  hoped  the  House  was  satis- 
fied with  the  result.  When  he  made  the  origi- 
nal motion,  yesterday,  for  detaining  this  person, 
Mr.  S.  said  he  was  desirous  of  a  modification 
of  it ;  he  had  not  contemplated  so  rigorous  a 
confinement  as  it  would  perhaps  have  compre- 
hended. He  was  now  perfectly  satisfied,  and 
considered  it  his  duty  to  move  liat  the  witness 
be  discharged  from  the  custody  of  the  Sergeant- 
at-Arms. 

Mr.  RoBEBTS  was  opposed  to  discharging  the 
witness  until  he  had  explained  a  sentence  of  his 
letter  to  the  Speaker,  in  which  he  had  asserted 
that  he  was  not  permitted  to  explain  his  testi- 
mony. The  fact  was,  that  the  committee  had 
acted  with  the  greatest  patience  and  liberality 
towards  the  witness,  and  extended  to  him  every 
indulgence  in  their  power,  and  his  assertion  was 
therefore  unwarranted. 

Mr.  Maoon,  in  the  absence  of  Mr,  Rastoolph, 
thought  proper  to  remark  that  he  had  heard  of 
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the  embargo  in  Baltimore,  and  the  report  had 
brought  him  here.  It  appeared,  then,  it  was  no 
secret  at  all.  This  was  the  first  instance,  in- 
deed, Mr.  M.  said,  in  this  Government  in  which 
a  committee  had  undertaken  to  make  a  secret 
for  itself.  No  such  power  of  a  committee  was 
recognized  by  the  House.  Being  confidentially 
referred  by  the  House  to  a  committee,  they 
must  in  that  case  act  on  it  in  the  same  manner ; 
otherwise  there  was,  perhaps,  no  obligation. 
He  did  not  believe  there  was  a  man  in  the  na- 
tion who  would  be  farther  from  doing  a  dishon- 
orable act  than  the  gentleman  from  Virginia, 
whose  name  had  been  called  in  question. 

Mr.  Seybeet  said,  after  what  had  passed, 
he  presumed  every  one  was  satisfied  there  was 
no  occasion  to  pursue  the  inquiry,  and  as  the 
witness  had  submitted  to  the  authority  of  the 
House,  he  moved  the  following  resolution : 

Resohed,  That  Nathaniel  Rounsavell,  now  in  the 
custody  of  the  Sergeant-at-Aims  of  this  House,  for  a 
contempt  of  its  authority  in  not  answering  the  ques- 
tions propounded  to  him  hy  order  of  the  House,  hav- 
ing submitted  to  answer,  and  purged  himself  from  the 
contempt,  be  discharged  from  said  confinement." 

The  question  was  then  taken  on  Mr.  Set- 
beet's  motion,  and  carried  without  opposition ; 
and  the  Sergeant-at-Arms  was  ordered  to  dis- 
charge the  witnesses  from  confinement ;  and 
then,  on  motion,  the  House  adjourned  until  to 
morrow. 


latures  of  three-fourths  of  the  States,  shall  he  valid 
and  binding  as  a  part  of  the  Constitution  of  the  Unit- 
ed States: 

"  Reached,  That  the  Judges  of  the  Supreme  and 
Inferior  Courts  may  he  removed  from  office,  on  the 
joint  address  of  the  Senate  and  House  of  Representa- 
tives of  the  United  States." 

The  resolution  was  ordered  to  lie  on  the  ta- 
ble, and  to  he  printed — 44  to  83. 

Louisiana  Lead  Com/pany. 

The  House  resolved  itself  into  a  Committee  of 
the  Whole,  on  the  bill  to  incorporate  Moses 
Austin,  Henry  Austin,  John  E.  Jones  and  oth- 
ers, in  the  Territory  of  Louisiana,  by  the  name 
of  the  Lead  Company  of  Louisiana.  After  con- 
siderable debate,  the  first  section  of  the  bill  was 
stricken  out,  on  motion  of  Mr.  Teoup.  The 
question  on  concurrence  with  the  committee 
was  decided  by  yeas  and  nays.  For  concur- 
rence 46,  against  concurrence  43. 

And  so  the  said  bill  was  rejected. 


Thtjesday,  April  9. 
Importation  of  British  Goods. 
The  House  resolved  itself  into  a  Committee 
of  the  Whole  on  the  bill  to  authorize  the  im- 
portation of  goods,  wares,  and  merchandise, 
under  certain  circumstances,  from  Great  Brit- 
ain, her  colonies  or  dependencies. 

Eemoval   of  Federal   Judges   on  Address  of 


AMENDMENT   OF   THE   CONSTITUTION. 

Mr.  McKiM  oflTered  to  the  House  the  follow- 
ing resolution,  premising  that  he  bad  been  par- 
ticularly induced  to  offer  it,  by  considerations 
resulting  from  the  present  state  of  things  in  the 
State  of  New  York,  arising  from  the  disability 
of  the  District  Judge,  by  which  upwards  of 
seven  hundred  suits  were  kept  in  suspense,  to 
the  great  injury  of  individuals  and  prejudice  of 
the  Government.  In  order  to  remedy  that  dif- 
ficulty, a  bill  had  passed  both  Houses,  which 
had  been  returned  by  the  President  as  objec- 
tionable on  constitutional  grounds.  It  had 
been  pronounced  on  this  floor,  by  a  respectable 
law  authority,  that  if  that  bill  was  rejected 
there  was  no  other  remedy.  He,  therefore, 
had  been  induced  to  ofier  the  following  resolu- 
tion : 

Resolved,  hy  the  Senate  and  House  of  Bepreaentatives 
of  the  United  States  of  America  in  Congress  assembled: 
(two-thirds  of  both  Houses  concurring,)  That  the  fol- 
Jowing  section  be  submitted  to  the  Legislatures  'of 
,4he  several  States,  which,  when  ratified  by  theLegis- 


TuESDAT,  April  14. 

Cuniberland  Road. 
Mr.  MoEsow,  from  the  committee  to  whom 
was  referred  the  Message  of  the  President  of  the 
United  States,  of  the  1st  ultimo,  transmitting  a 
report  and  letter  concerning  the  proceedings 
under  the  act,  entitled  "  An  act  to  regulate  the 
laying  out  and  making  a  road  from  Cumberland, 
in  the  State  of  Maryland,  to  the  State  of  Ohio," 
and  also  a  petition  from  a  number  of  the  inhab- 
itants of  the  western  counties  of  the  State  of 
Pennsylvania,  praying  that  an  appropriation 
may  be  made  for  the  purpose  of  erecting  a 
bridge  over  the  Youghiogany  at  the  place  where 
the  new  road  crosses  the  said  river,  made  the 
following  report : 

That  two  subjects  are  suggested  by  the  said  Mes- 
sage, which  require  Legislative  provision,  viz:  the 
appropriation  of  $30,000  for  completing  the  said  road 
to  Tomlinsou's,  where  the  old  and  new  roads  meet, 
and  the  granting  authority  to  levy  toll  sufficient  to 
keep  the  said  road  in  repair. 

The  reasons  assigned  in  favor  of  such  provisions,  by 
the  report  and  letter  communicated  by  the  Message, 
are,  in  the  opinion  of  the  committee,  sufficient  to 
show  the  expediency  of  the  measure  ;  they  therefore 
refer  the  House  to  these  documents. 
_  It  is  proper,  however,  to  state  that  the  appropria- 
tions already  made  for  the  objects  have  exceeded  the 
moneys  produced  by  the  fund  pledged  to  defray  the 
expense  of  the  said  road,  which  will  appear  by  a  let- 
ter from  the  Treasury  Department,  accompanying 
this  report.  That  circumstance,  as  also  the  present 
state  of  the  public  finances,  the  necessity  arising  otit 
of  the  existing  crisis  in  the  national  concerns,  for  ap- 
plying the  public  resources  to  objects  of  secuiity  and 
defence,  have  been  duly  considered;  and  whatever 
ground  of  objection  to  the  proposed  measure  these  con- 
siderations may  afford,  the  committee  are  of  opinion, 
nevertheless,  that  the  advantages  the  public  would 
derive  from  an  immediate  extension  of  the  new  road 
to  where  it  will  intersect  with  the  old,  are  sufficient 
to  justify  the  appropriation. 

They  are  of  opinion,  that  an  appropriation  for 
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erecting  a  bridge  over  the  Yonghiogany  River  would 
he  improper  at  this  time,  because,  by  law,  the  super- 
intendent, in  making  the  road,  has  power  to  deviate 
from  the  original  survey,  only  that  the  road  shall  pass 
through  the  principal  points  established.  If,  then,  a 
bridge  should  be  erected  over  the  said  river,  that 
place  must  necessarily  become  fixed  as  a  point  to 
which  the  road  must  lead,  and  being  many  miles  in 
advance  of  the  parts  of  the  road  contracted  for,  might 
prove  inconvenient  in  the  further  prosecution  of  the 
work.  ' 

The  committee  respectfully  submit  the  following 
resolutions : 

Resolved,  That  |30,000,  in  addition  to  the  sums 
heretofore  appropriated,  and  reimbursable  by  the 
same  fund,  shall  be  appropriated  for  making  the  road 
leading  from  Cumberland  to  Brownsville. 

Resolved,  That  provision  be  made  for  the  levying 
of  toll  sufficient  to  keep  the  same  in  repair. 

Resolved,  That  it  is  inexpedient  to  appropriate 
money  for  erecting  a  bridge  over  Youghiogany  River 
on  the  said  road. 

The  report  was  referred  to  a  Committee  of 
the  Whole  on  Thvirsday  next. 


MosDAT,  April  20. 
Death  of  the  Vice  President. 

A  message  was  received  from  the  Senate,  an- 
nonncing  the  death  of  the  Vice  President  of  the 
United  States,  and  the  resolution  they  had 
adopted. 

The  House  agreed  to  consider  the  joint  reso- 
lution as  above  stated. 

Mr.  Tallmadgb  said,  it  was  assuredly  not 
from  any  want  of  respect  to  the  memory  of  the 
patriot  deceased,  that  some,  member  from  the 
State  of  New  York  did  not  on  this  occasion  ad- 
dress the  Chair.  At  their  request,  and  being 
himself  a  native  citizen  of  the  State  of  New 
York,  and  having  served  particularly  and  on 
honorable  occasions  in  the  Eevolutionary  war 
with  the  gentleman  whose  death  was  now  an- 
nounced ;  having  long  known  his  services  and 
merits  as  a  soldier  and  statesman,  he  took  the 
liberty,  in  behalf  of  the  delegation  from  New 
York,  to  move  a  concurrence  in  the  resolution 
of  the  Seoate. 

The  House  nnanimously  concurred;  and 
Messrs.  Tallmadgb,  Mitohili,,  Gold,  Stow, 
and  Macon,  were  appointed  a  committee  on 
their  part  to  act  with  the  committee  of  the 
Senate. 

And  the  House  adjourned,  to  meet  at  nine 
o'clock  to-morrow,  to  receive  the  report  of  the 
joint  committee  on  the  subject. 


Ttjbsdat,  April  21. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  Tallmadgb, 

Besohed,  unanimously.  That  from  an  unfeign- 
ed respect  to  the  late  Geoegb  Clinton,  Vice 
President  of  the  United  States,  and  President 
of  the  Senate,  the  Speaker's  chair  be  shrouded 
with  black  during  the  present  session :  And,  as 
a  further  testimony  of  respect  for  the  memory 
of  the   deceased,  the   members  will  go  into 


mourning,  and  wear  black  crape  on  the  left  arm 
for  thirty  days. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  Tallmadgb, 

Resolved,  unanimously,  That  the  members  of 
this  House  will  attend  the  funeral  of  Geokge 
Olintoii,  deceased,  the  Vice  President  of  the 
United  States,  to-day  at  four  o'clock. 

And  the  House  adjourned.* 

Feidat,  April  24. 
0(>rps  of  Engineers. 

The  House  resumed  the  consideration  of  the 
bill  making  further  provision  for  the  corps  of 
Engineers,  which  had  been  amended  in  Com- 
mittee of  the  Whole,  so  as  to  authorize  the  ap- 
propriation therein  made  to  be  disbursed  "  at 
such  place  as  may  be  designated  by  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  United  States  for  that  purpose." 

Mr.  Gold  spoke  against  a  concurrence  in  this 
amendment  at  some  length,  and  was  followed 
on  the  same  side  by  Mr.  Smilie  and  Mr. 
Widgeet;  to  whom  Mr.  Key,  Mr.  Willlamb, 
and  Mr.  Weight  replied. 

The  discussion  principally  involved  the  re- 
spective merits  of  West  Point  and  Washington 
City  (to  which  place  it  was  supposed,  probably, 
that  the  Executive  might  deem  it  expedient  to 
remove  the  Academy)  as  proper  sites  for  a  Mil- 
itary Academy.  The  question  on  the  amend- 
ment was  decided  by  yeas  and  nays.  For  the 
amendment  63,  against  the  amendment  56. 

Mr.  W.  Alston  moved  an  amendment  con- 
templating the  establishment  of  the  Academy 
at  Carlisle,  in  Pennsylvania,  a  place  w^ch  he 
stated  to  be  more  eligible,  in  point  of  economy, 
convenience,  and  comfort,  than  West  Point. 

Mr.  Gold  opposed  the  motion. 

A  motion  was  made  by  Mr.  Little  to  recom- 
mit the  bUl,  and  negatived. 

Mr,  FiNDLAT  spoke  in  favor  of  the  motion. 

Mr.  Baker  suggested  the  propriety  of  loca- 
ting the  Academy  at  Harper's  Ferry ;  and  be- 
cause, if  the  Academy  must  be  removed,  he 
thought  Harper's  Ferry  preferable  to  Carlisle, 
he  should  vote  against  the  motion. 

Mr.  Khea  made  a  motion  which  he  said  would 
put  an  end  to  all  these  propositions  to  amend 
the  bill,  viz :  to  postpone  the  bill  indefinitely. 
The  motion  was  negatived — yeas  32. 

The  question  was  then  taken — "Shall  the 
amendments  be  engrossed,  and,  together  with 
the  bill,  be  read  a  third  time  ? "  and  decided  in 
the  affirmative. 


Wednesday,  AprU  29. 

Belief  of  Carcuxas,  &c. 

Mr.  Macon  submitted  for  consideration  the 
following  resolution : 

Resolved,  That  the  Committee  of  Conimerce  and 
Manufactures  be  instructed  to  report  a  bill  authoriz- 
ing the  President  of  the  United  States  to  cause  to  be 
purchased baiTels  of  flour,  and  to  have  the  same 


*  The  practice  of  pronouncmg  funeral  eulogioms  on  de- 
ceased members  had  not,  at  this  time,  been  introduced  into 
Ck>ngress. 
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exported  to  some  port  in  Caraccas,  for  the  use  of  the 
inhabitants  who  have  suffered  by  the  earthquake ; 
and   also  anthoriziug  him  to  canse  to   be  pnrcbased 

barrels  of  flour,  and  to  have  the  same  exported 

to  some  port  in  Teneriffe  for  the  use  of  the  inhab- 
itants who  are  likely  to  starve  by  the  ravages  of  lo- 
custs." 

To  the  adoption  of  the  first  clause  of  this  res- 
olution, there  was  no  objection  made  by  any 
one ;  but  a  desultory  debate  took  place  on  inci- 
dental points  and  on  the  merits  of  the  last 
clause. 

Mr.  Eandolph  made  a  spec  ch  of  some  length 
in  favor  of  the  object  of  the  proposed  resolution, 
but  going  to  show  that  the  aid  the  Government 
could  afford  would  be  ineffectual  to  relieve  fam- 
ine, if  it  existed ;  and  that  unquestionably  the 
most  effectual  relief  that  could  be  afforded  on 
our  part  to  the  wretched  and  unfortunate  peo- 
ple of  Caraccas  would  be  a  suspension,  as  to 
them,  of  our  restrictive  system.  He,  therefore, 
moved  to  amend  the  resolution  by  adding  to 
the  end  of  it  the  words  "  and  to  authorize  ves- 
sels laden  with  provisions  to  clear  out  for  any 
port  of  the  aforesaid  country." 

Mr.  pALBOUN  expressed  his  regret  that  this 
proposition  to  aid  the  cause  of  humanity  could 
not  be  permitted  to  pass  without  the  intermix- 
ture of  party  feelings,  which  the  motion  and 
speech  of  the  gentleman  from  Virginia,  he 
thought,  were  calculated  to  excite.  He  was 
opposed  to  the  amendment,  which  he  conceived 
would  virtually  repeal  the  embargo,  and  he 
hoped,  as  there  could  be  no  probability  of  adopt- 
ing it,  he  would  withdraw  it.  Mr.  O.  said  he 
had  doubts  about  the  latter  clause  of  the  resolu- 
tion ;  because,  as  to  the  distress  at  Teneriffe,  the 
House  had  no  other  information  than  a  news- 
paper rejort,  whilst  of  the  scarcity  of  provis- 
ions at  Caraccas  they  had  accurate  information. 
Mr.  Randolph  defended  himself  against  the 
imputation  of  a  desire  to  excite  party  feelings, 
&c.,  and  declined  withdrawing  his  amendment, 
because  he  believed  its  adoption  to  be  essential 
to  the  accomplishment  of  the  object  of  the  orig- 
inal motion.  He  also  made  a  number  of  obser- 
vations on  the  impatience  which  gentlemen  of 
the  minority  were  listened  to  in  the  House,  and 
the  frequent  interrnptions  they  were  in  the 
habit  of  meeting  with,  &c. 

Mr.  Maoon  spoke  against  the  amendment, 
which,  if  adopted,  would  compel  him  to  vote 
against  his  own  motion.  The  restrictive  sys- 
rem,  he  said,  would  not  be  of  long  duration, 
and,  when  it  expired,  provisions  in  plenty  might 
be  exported  to  South  America  and  elsewhere ; 
so  that  there  was  very  little  necessity  for  sus- 
pending the  embargo  law,  which  was  only 
adopted  preparatory  to  a  different  state  of 
things.  The  clause  in  the  resolution  relating  to 
Teneriffe,  he  said,  had  been  added  at  the  sug- 
gestion of  another  member. 

Mr.  Calhoun  again  spoke  against  the  amend- 
ment, and  in  reply  to  Mr.  Randolph's  imputa- 
tion of  intolerance  to  the  minority.  This  course 
of  discussion  he  deprecated,  as  not  comporting 


with  the  sacred  cause  of  distant  and  oppressed 
humanity,  &o. 

Mr.  Smilie  made  some  remarks  in  reply  to 
an  observation  of  Mr.  Randolph,  that  the  do- 
nation by  the  British  Parliament  of  a  hundred 
thousand  pounds  to  the  sufferers  by  an  earth- 
quake in  Portugal,  some  years  ago,  was  an  act 
almost  sufficient  to  purchase  absolution  for  all 
the  sins  of  that  Government.  Mr.  S.  cited  in- 
stances of  similar  conduct  in  this  country,  in 
much  smaller  communities ;  and  expressed  his 
regret  that  gentlemen  chose  to  appreciate  every 
act  qf  other  Governments,  without  allowing 
merit  to  their  own  for  acts  much  more  praise- 
worthy. 

The  question  on  Mr.  Randolph's  motion  to 
amend,  was  negatived — ^yeas  30,  nays  74. 

Mr.  Blackledge  proposed  to  add  "  corn  and 
rice  "  to  the  flour  to  be  exported. 

Mr.  Macon  thereon  modified  his  resolution  so 
as  to  authorize  the  exportation  of  "  provisions," 
instead  of  "  flour,"  which  would  include  all  de- 
scriptions of  breadstuff. 

The  question  was  taken  on  the  first  clause  of 
the  resolution,  viz :  so  much  as  relates  to  Ca- 
raccas, and  carried  unanimously. 

The  question  was  taken  on  the  remainder  of 
the  resolution,  viz :  so  much  as  relates  to  Tener- 
iffe, and  negatived — for  its  adoption  47,  against 
it  57. 

So  it  was  Sesohed,  That  the  Committee  of 
Commerce  and  Manufactures  be  instructed  to 
report  a  bill  authorizing  the  President  of  the 
United  States  to  cause  to  be  purchased bar- 
rels of  provisions,  and  have  the  same  exported 
to  some  port  in  Caraccas,  for  the  use  of  the  in- 
habitants who  have  suffered  by  the  earthquake. 

Mr.  Randolph  adverted  to  the  uncertainty 
as  to  the  fact,  which  he  supposed  had  caused 
the  rejection  of  the  clause  of  the  resolution  re- 
lating to  Teneriffe,  and  offered  the  following 
resolution,  in  a  form  calculated  to  produce  the 
proper  inquiry : 

"  Resolved,  That  the  Committee  of  Commerce  and 
Manufactures  be  instructed  to  inquire  whether  any, 
and  what  relief  ought  to  be  extended  to  the  inhabit- 
ants of  the  Canary  Islands,  who  are  suffering  by 
famine  occasioned  by  locusts." 

Mr.  Newton  said,  as  this  motion  only  pro- 
posed inquiry,  and  was  not,  like  the  other,  per- 
emptory, he  hoped  it  would  pass. 

And  the  resolution  was  agreed  to. 

Monday,  May  4. 
Belief  for  Venesiiela. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  Newton,  the  House  resolv- 
ed itself  into  a  Committee  of  the  Whole  on  the 
bill  for  the  relief  of  the  inhabitants  of  Ven- 
ezuela, 

[The  bill  authorizes  the  President  to  cause  to 
be  exported  such  quantity  of  provision  as  he 
may  think  proper,  for  the  relief  of  the  inhab- 
itants of  Venezuela,  suffering  by  the  effects  of  an 
earthquake.] 

Mr.  Newton  proposed  to  fill  the  blank  for 
the  appropriation  with  the  sum  of  $30,000. 
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Ml-.  PiTKisr  inquired  for  the  official  informa- 
tion, which  might  have  been  laid  before  the 
committee,  on  the  subject  of  the  distress  exist- 
ing at  Caraccas. 

Mr.  Newton,  in  reply,  said,  that  there  were 
many  private  letters  in  confirmation  of  the  facts, 
and  also  a  letter  from  our  Consul,  &c.  Some 
of  which  were  read. 

Mr.  CALHOTiff  moved  to  fill  the  blank  with 
fifty  thousand  dollars,  which  he  thought  would 
be  little  enough  to  eflfeot  the  object  in  view. 

The  question  on  the  latter  motion  was  de- 
cided in  the  affirmative,  45  to  29. 

The  committee  rose,  and  reported  the  hill ; 
which  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed  for  a  third 
reading  this  day,  which  was  subsequently  done, 
and  the  bUl  passed. 


"Wbdnesdat,  May  13. 
Recall  of  Absentees. 
Mr.  Williams  said  he  rose  to  make  a  motion, 
the  object  of  which  was  in  itself  so  clear,  that 
he  believed  there  was  no  necessity  for  illustrat- 
ing it.  There  was  but  one  objection  that  he 
was  aware  of,  and  that  was,  that  there  was  no 
precedent  for  it;  hut  if  that. should  be  urged, 
he  would  reply  that  there  never  was  before  a 
crisis  requiring  it.     The  motion  was — 

Resolved,  That  the  Speaker  be  directed  to  address 
a  letter  to  each  member  of  the  House  now  absent, 
requesting  his  attendance  prior  to  the  first  day  of 
Juno. 

Mr.  Gettndt  said  the  object  of  the  motion, 
no  doubt,  was  a  correct  one.  He  should,  there- 
fore, vote  for  the  motion  as  it  now  stood,  but 
would  prefer  a  modification  of  it.  On  what 
particular  day  it  would  be  proper  to  have  every 
member  in  his  place,  could  not  be  foreseen  with 
certainty  hy  any  one.  To  fix  on  a  day,  how- 
ever, would  be  as  much  as  to  tell  the  members 
we  do  not  want  them  earlier,  and  would  put  it 
out  of  our  power  to  act  prior  to  that  day.  But, 
on  the  other  hand,  should  we  not  be  ready  to 
act  on  that  day,  is  it  not  pledging  ourselves  that 
we  will  then  act,  whether  we  are  ready  or  not  ? 
It  would  be  as  well  to  request  the  attendance 
of  members  immediately,  and  then  we  shall  not 
stand  committed  either  to  act  on  or  before  that 
day.  He  hoped  there  would  not  be  an  absent 
man  on  the  occasion  of  voting  the  final  meas- 
ure ;  though  he  should  consider  such  a  vote  as 
a  completion  of  what  was  already  begun,  and 
not  a  determination  of  the  course  to  be  pursued, 
which  question  he  considered  as  decided  in  the 
anterior  measures  already  adopted. 

Mr.  Roberts  said  the  call  of  the  House  met 
his  perfect  approbation ;  but,  in  its  present 
form,  he  should  be  constrained  to  vote  against 
it.  He  was  not  afraid  that  it  would  be  consid- 
ered a  pledge  to  act  on  a  certain  day ;  hut  the 
members  near  home,  after  it  was  passed,  would 
take  the  opportunity  of  the  interval  to  visit 
theii'  homes,  and  leave  the  House  without  a 
quorum.     He,  therefore,  moved  to  amend  the 


resolution,  so  as  to  request  the  attendance  of 
the  members  forthwith. 

This  motion  was  agreed  to — ayes  47. 

After  some  objections  by  Mr.  Stanfoed  to 
the  phraseology  of  the  resolution,  it  was  passed 
without  a  division,  there  not  being  more  per- 
haps than  five  dissenting  voicea 


Friday,  May  22. 
Jiudge  Toulmin. 

Mr.  PoDTDEXTEB,  from  the  select  committee, 
made  the  following  report: 

The  committee  to  whom  was  referred  the  letter  of 
CowLES  Mead,  Speaker  of  the  House  of  Representa- 
tives of  the  Mississippi  Territory,  enclosing  a  present- 
ment of  the  Grand  Jury  of  Baldwin  county,  in  said 
Territory,  complaining  of  the  conduct  of  Harry  Toul- 
min, Judge  of  the  District  of  Washington,  in  said 
Territory,  beg  leave  to  submit  the  following  report : 

That  the  charges  contained  in  the  presentment 
aforesaid,  have  not  been  supported  by  evidence  ;  and 
from  the  best  information  your  committee  have  been 
enabled  to  obtain  on  the  subject,  it  appears  that  the 
official  conduct  of  Judge  Toulmin  has  been  charac- 
terized by  a  vigilant  attention  to  the  duties  of  his 
station,  and  an  inflexible  zeal  for  the  preservation  of 
the  public  peace  and  tranquillity  of  the  country  over 
which  his  judicial  authority  extends.  They  therefore 
recommend  the  following  resolution  : 

"  Resolved,  That  it  is  unnecessary  to  take  any  fur- 
ther proceeding  on  the  presentment  of  the  Grand 
Jury  of  Baldwin  county,  in  the  Mississippi  Territory, 
against  Judge  Toulmin." 

The  report  was  read  and  concurred  in. 


"Wednesdat,  May  27. 
Renewal  of  Whitrmfs  Patent  Bight  to  the  Cot- 
ton Gin  Invention. 

The  House  resolved  itself  into  a  Committee 
of  the  Whole  on  the  bill  "for  the  relief  of  Eli 
Whitney." 

Mr.  Bibb  avowed  his  opposition  to  the  prin- 
ciple and  details  of  the  bill,  and  moved  to 
strike  out  as  much  as  provided  for  renewing 
Whitney's  patent  right  to  the  machine  for  gin- 
ning cotton.  Mr.  B.  said,  that,  although  the 
bill  assumed  the  character  of  a  private  act,  it 
involved  considerations  of  great  national  con- 
cernment. If,  sir,  said  he,  the  committee  wOl 
take  the  trouble  to  consider  it  attentively,  in  all 
its  relations,  I  am  persuaded  the  motion  sub- 
mitted wUl  not  have  been  made  in  vain.  The 
object  of  granting  patents  is  clearly  defined  by 
the  constitution  to  be  the  promotion  of  science 
and  useful  arts.  The  eflTect  of  such  promotion 
is  obviously  the  advancement  of  public  improve-  , 
ment  and  prosperity.  All  the  authority  which 
Congress  possesses  over  this  subject,  is  derived 
from  the  following  provision :  "  Congress  shall 
have  power  to  promote  the  progress  of  science 
and  useful  arts,  by  securing,  for  limited  times, 
to  authors  and  inventors,  the  exclusive  right 
to  their  respective  writings  and  discoveries." 
Here  are  two  distinct  propositions :  L  The  dele- 
gation of  power  to  promote  science  and  useful 
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arts;  2.  And  a  description  of  the  »n«a?i  author- 
ized to  he  employed.  The  benefit  proposed  to 
inventors  is  evidently  not  the  object  in  view, 
but  the  mean  whereby  the  end  may  be  accom- 
plished ;  it  is  the  incitement  oflfered  to  genius 
and  talent,  for  the  purpose  of  general  advan- 
tage ;  it  is  the  price  paid  by  the  people  of  the 
United  States  for  the  disclosure  of  useful  inven- 
tions. To  legislate,  therefore,  correctly,  on  the 
subject,  it  is  indispensable  that  this  distinction 
between  the  mean  and  the  olject  should  be 
kept  constantly  in  view.  So  long  as  patents 
are  granted  for  the  promotion  of  science  and 
useful  arts,  the  intent  and  meaning  of  the  con- 
stitution are  fairly  pursued ;  but  whenever  they 
are  allowed  with  any  other  view,  there  is  a 
manifest  departure  from  the  limit  of  authority 
to  which  Oongi-ess  is  confined.  Sir,  the  framers 
of  the  constitution  were  sensible  that  monopo- 
lies were  odious  every  where,  and  that  they 
would  be  particularly  so  to  the  people  of  this 
country.  Hence  the  limitation  imposed,  which 
permits  monopolies  only  in  an  expressly-defined 
case,  and  for  a  limited  time.  The  constitution 
declares,  that  "  all  powers  not  delegated  to  the 
United  States,  nor  prohibited  to  the  States,  are 
reserved  to  the  States  or  to  the  people."  It  is 
also  the  rule  of  construction,  universally  admit- 
ted, that  the  enumeration  of  powers  excludes 
all  powers  not  enumerated.  I  maintain,  then, 
that  the  constitution  having  clearly  designated 
the  object  for  which,  and  the  parties  to  whom, 
exclusive  rights  may  be  granted,  for  limited 
times.  Congress  is  restrained  within  those  pre- 
cise bounds.  If  there  can  be  a  legitimate  de- 
parture from  them  in  one  case,  the  restraint  be- 
comes wholly  nugatory.  The  doctrine  which 
deprives  Congress  of  the  power  to  establish 
banking  monopolies,  equally  forbids  them- in 
every  case,  and  for  every  purpose,  other  than 
tliose  specified  in  the  .clause  to  which  I  have 
adverted. 

If,  therefore,  I  establish  the  position  that  the 
proposed  renewal  of  Whitney's  patent  is  neither 
intended  nor  calculated  to  promote  science  or 
useful  arts,  I  shall  have  succeeded  in  showing 
that  this  bill  ought  to  be  rejected. 

Permit  me  to  inquire,  in  the  first  place,  how 
the  object  of  the  constitution  may  be  attained  ? 
By  pursuing  the  principle  which  has  heretofore 
governed  the  Legislature.  The  statute  securing 
patent  rights  must  be  general  in  its  application, 
holding  out  inducements  to  the  inventive  facul- 
ties of  all,  and  prospective  in  its  operation.  It 
must  grant  monopolies  for  a  limited  time  to  fu- 
ture and  not  past  discoveries.  The  term  dur- 
ing which  the  exclusive  rights  shall  continue, 
should  be  suflSciently  long  to  afibrd  the  necessa- 
ry incitement  to  the  exertions  of  genius,  to 
prornise  an  adequate  reward  for  the  labor  of  in- 
vention. "Whether  fourteen  years,  as  now  fixed 
by  law,  be  the  proper  term,  is  a  question  on 
which  gentlemen  may  rationally  differ  in  opin- 
ion, It  is  worthy  of  remark,  however,  that 
under  the  existing  statute,  the  progress  of  in- 
vention in  the  useful  arts  has  been  more  rapid 


in  the  United  States  than  in  any  other  country 
on  the  globe.  Still,  if  necessary,  Congress  is 
competent  to -extend  by  a  general  provision  ex- 
clusive rights  to  future  inventors  for  a  longer 
time ;  but  the  renewal  of  a  patent  for  a  discov- 
ery already  made  and  in  use,  stands  on  distinct 
grounds.  In  the  one  case,  the  progress  of  sci- 
ence and  useful  arts  (the  object  for  which  alona 
patents  are  constitutional)  would  probably  be 
promoted ;  but  in  the  other,  the  invention  be- 
ing already  made  and  disclosed,  public  improve- 
ment cannot  possibly  be  advanced  by  taking 
away  its  benefit  from  the  community.  Is  the 
object  of  this  bill  to  promote  science  or  the  use- 
ful arts  ?  The  candor  of  its  advocates  will  an- 
swer the  question  in  the  negative.  It  is  to 
promote  the  interests  of  Mr.  Whitney  at  the 
public  expense — to  convert  the  mean  prescribed 
by  the  constitution  into  the  end.  If  the  renew- 
al of  a  patent  in  a  special  case  would  furnish  an 
adequate  stimulus  to  the  exertions  of  other  in- 
genious men,  it  might  be  urged  with  some  ap- 
pearance of  plausibility ;  but  no  man  will  assert 
that  one  or  two  accidental  cases  of  this  sort,  out 
of  the  many  thousand  patents  which  are  issped, 
would  have  any  influence  on  the  expectations 
of  others.  It  follows,  therefore,  that  the  pas- 
sage of  the  present  bill  will  be  a  departure  from 
the  intent  and  meaning  of  that  instrument, 
which  is  the  fountain  of  our  authority. 

Sir,  there  is  another  view  of  this  subject  in 
relation  to  policy,  to  which  I  beg  leave  to  ask 
the  attention  of  the  committee.  In  this  widely- 
extended  country,  the  pursuits  of  the  people 
are  various  and  divereified.  In  one  section  cot- 
ton is  cultivated,  in  another  hemp,  and  in  a 
third  wheat.  Suppose  patents  are  obtained  for 
valuable  improvements  relative  to  these  articles, 
either  in  the  instruments  of  cultivation  or  of 
preparation  for  market.  The  patentees  are  en- 
titled by  law  to  exclusive  rights  for  fourteen 
years.  For  the  improvement  concerning  the 
article  of  cotton  only,  the  patent  is  extended  to 
twenty-one  or  twenty-eight  years,  as  now  pro- 
posed, while  exclusive  rights  to  the  other  in- 
ventions are  permitted  to  expire.  What  is  the 
consequence  ?  The  people  of  one  section  of  the 
Union  are  subjected  in  their  pursuits  to  the  pri- 
vations incident  to  monopolies,  for  that  term ; 
while  those  of  another  section  similarly  situated 
are  exempted  from  aU  restraint  at  the  expira- 
tion of  the  first  patent.  I  appeal  to  the  candor 
and  magnanimity  of  this  assembly  to  determine 
whether  such  a  course  of  proceeding  be  not 
manifestly  unjust,  and  utterly  incompatible  with 
that  equalit/of  rights  guarantied  to  the  respect- 
ive States.  The  constitution  imposes  uniformi- 
ty of  taxation  for  the  purpose  of  avoiding  the 
injustice  and  oppression  towards  particular 
States,  which  the  extension  of  patent  rights,  in 
special  cases,  is  calculated  to  produce.  The  fact 
cannot  be  disguised,  that  the  operation  of  this 
bill  will  be  to  levy  a  tax  on  the  people  of  Geor- 
gia, the  Mississippi  and  Louisiana  Territories 
alone  ;  and  if  it  passes,  it  will  be  owing  to  that 
circumstance.   I  know  enough  of  human  nature, 
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and  have  seen  much  in  the  course  of  my  ac- 
quaintance with  legislative  proceedings,  to  sat- 
isfy my  mind,  that  if  cotton  were  cultivated  in 
a  few  large  States,  this  bill  would  certainly  be 
rejected.  Does  any  man  believe  that  if  the 
large  States  of  Virginia,  Pennsylvania,  New 
York,  and  Massachusetts,  were  concerned  in 
this  thing,  as  are  those  portions  of  the  Southern 
country  I  have  mentioned,  the  application  of 
Mr.  Whitney  for  a  renewal  of  his  monopoly 
would  be  successful  ?  No,  sir ;  and  I  urge  this 
consideration  for  the  purpose  of  showing  the 
impolicy  of  extending  patents  in  special  cases, 
inasmuch  as  it  puts  it  in  the  power  of  Congress 
by  such  a  regulation  to  give  a  preference  to  one 
section  of  the  Union  over  another,  and  because 
the  power  will  never  be  exercised  in  oases  af- 
fecting a  particular  and  comparatively  small 
portion  of  the  community.  Enact  a  general 
law  on  the  subject  of  patents — make  what  pro- 
vision you  please  in  relation  to  future  discover- 
ies, and  none  can  complain.  Whether  improve- 
ments shall  be  made  interesting  to  this,  that,  or 
the  other  section  of  the  nation,  will  be  left  to 
chance;  when  made,  the  monopolies  will  be 
equal  in  their  duration,  and  all  wiU  be  equally 
exempt  from  partiality  or  oppression. 

There  is  another  aspect,  Mr.  Chairman,  in 
which  the  provisions  of  the  bill  now  before  the 
committee  are  manifestly  unjust.  The  Legisla- 
tures of  Tennessee  and  the  two  Carolinas  pur- 
chased, during  the  term  of  Whitney's  late  pa- 
tent, the  right  of  using  in  those  States  his  inven- 
tion for  ginning  cotton.  The  fact  will  not  be 
denied,  that  the  price  paid  was  proportionate  to 
the  extent  of  time  for  which  the  patentee  held 
the  exclusive  right.  Now  it  is  proposed  to  re- 
grant  to  Whitney  the  monopoly  for  an  addition- 
al term  of  years,  so  far  as  relates  to  my  constit- 
uents, whUe  the  three  States  I  have  mentioned 
are  expressly  exempted  from  its  operations. 
It  is  true,  the  Legislature  of  Georgia  did  not 
enter  into  any  arrangements  with  the  patentee 
on  the  subject,  but  it  will  be  perceived  that  all 
persons  who  erected  machines  without  permis- 
sion, during  the  fourteen  years,  are  left  by  the 
bill  subject  to  prosecution.  The  effect,  there- 
fore, wiU  be  to  impose  a  restraint  relative  to 
the  same  object  on  one  State  for  twenty-one  or 
twenty-eight  years,  while  other  States  are  ex- 
empted at  the  expiration  of  half  that  term.  I 
know,  sir,  that  unfavorable  impressions  exist 
on  the  minds  of  many  gentlemen  concerning  the 
conduct  of  Georgia  in  this  affair;  and  I  fear 
they  may  have  much  influence  on  the  decision 
of  the  question.  Whether  the  Legislature  ought 
or  ought  not  to  have  followed  the  example  of 
the  legislatures  of  other  States,  is  a  question 
which  belongs  exclusively  to  that  body  to  de- 
termine. Your  patent  law  imposed  no  obliga- 
tion on  the  subject,  and  they  had  the  right  to 
do  so  or  not,  as  they  pleased.  Having  done 
nothing  which  they  had  not  a  right  to  do,  and 
omitted  nothing  which  they  had  not  the  right 
to  omit,  I  cannot  consent  to  any  unauthorized 
control  of  this  House  over  their  proceedings. 


That  Mr.  Whitney's  invention  has  been  highly 
important  to  the  Southern  country  I  freely  ad- 
mit, and  that  he  deserves  much  for  his  useful 
labors,  none  can  deny ;  but,  if  the  conduct  of 
Georgia  has  not  been  so  liberal  towards  him  as 
some  gentlemen  think  it  ought  to  have  been,  an 
apology  may  be  found  in  the  resentment  which 
his  conduct  was  calculated  to  excite.  When  his 
machine  was  first  erected  in  Georgia,  as  I  have 
understood,  he  refused  to  sell  his  patent  right 
upon  any  terms  or  for  any  price.  It  was  de- 
termined to  monopolize  every  pound  of  cotton 
at  an  enormous  premium,  and  arrangements 
were  made  for  that  purpose.  To  that  circum- 
stance, and  the  opinion  which  prevailed,  that 
the  invention  was  not  new,  is  to  be  attributed 
the  course  of  proceeding,  now  made  the  subject 
of  complaint.  The  imprudence  of  Mr.  Whit- 
ney, or,  perhaps,  of  his  partner,  could  not  fail 
to  have  produced  feelings  of  resentment  rather 
than  of  liberality  towards  them.  I  repeat,  how- 
ever, that  the  conduct  of  Georgia  has  no  con- 
nection with  the  present  question.  The  United 
States  never  guarantied  to  any  patentee  the  re- 
ceipt of  any  given  sum  for  his  invention,  nor 
gave  any  pledge  that  his  exclusive  right  should 
in  no  instance  be  violated.  They  have  enacted 
laws  for  the  security  of  patentees,  provided  a 
remedy  for  violations  of  their  rights  in  all  cases, 
and  a  tribunal  before  which  that  remedy  may 
be  sought.  To  that  tribunal — the  courts  of  the 
United  States — ^Mr.  Whitney  should  be  referred 
for  redress.  This  is  not  a  time  for  exciting  State 
jealousies  and  individual  resentments  among 
ourselves.  Policy,  and  that  conciliatory  spirit 
which  ought  to  guide  our  deliberations,  unite 
in  prescribing  a  different  course,  and  I  do  trust 
that  prescription  will  not  be  disregarded  on  the 
present  occasion. 

But,  sir,  there  is  still  another  and  more  im- 
portant view  of  this  subject,  on  which  alone  I 
probably  might  have  relied.  The  patent  of  Mr. 
Whitney  expired  about  four  years  ago,  and  an 
unqualified  right  to  the  invention  was  thereby 
vested  (as  I  shall  show)  in  the  people  of  the 
United  States.  Under  such  circumstances,  it  is 
my  purpose  to  prove  the  proposed  renewal 
manifestly  unconstitutional.  I  presume  it  will 
be  admitted,  that,  without  the  provision  of  the 
constitution  on  the  subject,  and  the  law  pui'sn- 
ant  thereto,  no  exclusive  rights  would  belong  to 
inventors.  It  is  true  the  inventor  would  be  en- 
titled to  his  particular  machinery,  but  other 
persons  would  not  be  prohibited  from  imitating 
it,  and  consequently  his  right  to  his  discovery 
would  not  be  exclusive.  In  a  state  of  nature, 
occupancy  gives  a  right  to  soil,  upon  the  ground 
of  supposed  labor  on  the  part  of  the  occupant 
in  taking  possession.  The  right  and  the  occu- 
pancy, however,  are  inseparable.  If  the  latter 
be  abandoned,  the  former  ceases  to  exist — the 
soil  becomes  common  to  all,  and  may  be  appro- 
priated to  another's  use.  The  natural  law  in 
regard  to  inventions  is  the  same.  So  long  as 
the  inventor  is  alone  in  the  possession  of  a 
knowledge  of  his  discovery,  he  is  the  occupant, 
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and  has  an  exclusive  right.  But  the  moment 
he  discloses  that  knowledge  to  the  public  he 
abandons  his  occupancy,  and  the  invention  be- 
comes subject  to  the  use  of  others.  This  prin- 
ciple is  recognized  by  the  constitution  itself, 
and  fully  established  also  in  other  countries. 
The  express  delegation  of  power  to  secure  to 
inventors  the  exclusive  right  to  their  discover- 
ies, admits  that  without  it  no  such  riglit  would 
exist  after  disclosm-e.  In  Great  Britain  the 
doctrine  is  perfectly  settled.  If  gentlemen  will 
turn  to  the  famous  case  of  literary  property, 
Millar  vs.  Taylor,  which  was  argued  jvith  great 
ability,  and  decided  with  unusual  deliberation, 
they  will  be  satisfied  of  the  fact. 

The  court  were  divided  on  the  particular 
question  pending  before  them,  and  gave  their 
opinions  separately  and  very  much  at  large. 
On  that  occasion  it  was  determined  that  the 
publication  of  a  literary  work  did  not  of  itself 
divest  the  author  of  the  exclusive  right,  nor 
authorize  others  to  republish  it  for  their  advan- 
tage without  his  consent.  But  it  was  admitted, 
as  a  point  fully  and  entirely  settled,  that  the 
principle  did  not  apply  to  mechanical  inven- 
tions ;  that  the  disclosure  of  a  mechanical  in- 
vention did  divest  the  inventor  of  his  exclusive 
right  to  such  inventions,  and  that  the  public 
became  entitled  to  aU  the  benefits  which  could 
be  derived  from  it.  A  later  decision  of  the 
highest  courts  of  the  Kingdom  on  another  case, 
has  placed  the  question  of  literary  property  on 
the  same  footing  with  the  mechanical  inven- 
tions. The  principle  of  these  decisions  is,  that 
the  disclosure  of  an  invention  amounts  to  a  re- 
linquishment of  exclusive  use,  it  is  an  implied 
right  to  the  public.  And  if  such  be  the  doc- 
trine in  Great  Britain,  under  a  Government  the 
foundation  of  which  is  monopoly  and  exclusive 
privileges,  it  cannot  be  othervrise  among  this 
people,  the  fundamental  principle  of  whose 
Government  is,  equality  of  right  and  exclusion 
of  monopolies.  I  contend,  then,  sir,  that  if  the 
disclosure  of  an  invention  vests  in  the  public  a 
right  to  use  it  without  restraint,  much  more 
strongly  is  that  right  vested  after  the  expiration 
of  a  patent.  In  the  one  case  the  public  are  in- 
vested with  a  common  or  equal  right  by  an  im- 
plied gift,  and  in  the  other  by  contract.  The 
very  condition  on  which  patents  are  granted 
is,  that,  at  the  expiration  of  the  term  authorized 
by  law,  the  people  shall  be  entitled  to  the  free 
use  of  the  invention ;  and,  to  secure  this  right 
to  the  people,  such  a  specification  of  the  ma- 
chinery employed  is  required  at  the  time  of  issu- 
ing the  patent,  as  will  enable  others  to  under- 
stand and  imitate  it  with  success.  Need  I  un- 
dertake to  prove  that,  from  the  moment  Whit- 
ney's patent  expired,  his  exclusive  right  ceased 
to  exist?  None  will  deny  the  fact.  Is  it  ne- 
cessary to  show  that  the  right  which  was  exclu- 
sive during  the  patent,  is  now  the  common 
right  of  all  ?  It  will  be  admitted  that  every 
man  in  the  United  States  has  at  this  moment 
as  perfect  a  right  to  erect  gins  on  Whitney's 
plan,  as  to  buUd  a  house  or  make  any  imple- 


ment of  agriculture.  The  question  then  pre- 
sents itself;  has  Congress  the  power  to  divest 
the  people  of  that  right  ?  I  say  no,  sir ;  to  re- 
new a  patent  after  it  has  expired,  is  to  establish 
a  new  principle  unauthorized  by  the  constitu- 
tion. To  secure  a  pre-existent  right  is  one 
thing,  but  to  divest  the  people  of  tlie  United 
States  of  their  right,  and  vest  it  in  an  individual, 
is  quite  a  different  affair.  "  Congress  shall  have 
power  to  promote  the  progress  of  science  and 
useful  arts,  by  securing,  for  limited  times,  to  au- 
thors and  inventors,  the  exclusive  right  to  their 
respective  writings  and  discoveries."  What  is 
the  import  of  this  provision  ?  An  inventor 
while  in  the  sole  possession  of  the  knowledge  of 
his  invention  has  the  exclusive  right  to  it,  with- 
out the  intervention  of  law;  but  when  that 
knowledge  is  disclosed  to  the  public,  the  ex- 
clusive right  would  cease  to  exist.  Therefore, 
for  the  purpose  of  affording  a  stimulus  to  inge- 
nuity, and  of  obtaining  disclosures  of  useful 
discoveries,  Congress  is  authorized  to  provide 
by  law  for  securing  that  exclusive  right  for  a 
limited  time  after  disclosure,  which  previously 
existed  in  the  inventor,  and  which  enabled  him 
forever  to  withhold  his  invention  from  the  pub- 
lic. The  disclosure  is  the  great  object  to  be 
attained;  the  security  of  the  exclusive  right 
before  existing,  but  which  would  be  lost  with-, 
out  such  security,  by  the  act  of  disclosure,  is 
the  mean  authorized  to  be  employed.  Is  there 
no  difference  between  protecting  an  existing 
right,  and  taking  away  a  right  from  one  party 
for  the  purpose  of  vesting  it  in  another  party  ? 
The  States  composing  the  Union  arfe  now  enti- 
tled to  the  benefit  of  Whitney's  invention,  and 
may  make  whatever  regulations  concerning  it, 
within  their  territorial  limits,  they  please.  Will 
it  be  said  that  because  the  power  is  delegated 
to  Congress  to  promote  useful  inventions  and  to 
obtain  their  disclosure  to  the  public,  by  holding 
out  the  inducement  resulting  from  the  security 
of  a  monopoly  for  a  limited  time,  therefore  the 
States  may  be  constitutionally  deprived  of  their 
unquestionable  rights  ?  Surely  not.  Hence,  I 
conclude  that  the  power  of  Congress  over  this 
subject  has  terminated  by  their  own  act,  and 
that  to  resume  it  would  be  an  unconstitutional 
encroachment  on  the  rights  of  the  respective 
States.  Sir,  the  power  given  to  Congress  on 
the  question  of  patents  is  similar  in  extent  and 
in  every  other  view  to  that  which  in  England 
is  vested  in  the  King.  He  is  empowered  to 
grant  patents  for  new  and  useful  inventions  for 
a  limited  time,  but  it  is  held  that  when  that  time 
expires,  such  inventions  belong  to  the  public. 
"  If  a  patent  be  granted  in  case  of  a  new  inven- 
tion, the  King  cannot  grant  a  second  patent, 
for  the  charter  is  granted  as  an  encouragement 
to  invention  and  industry,  and  to  secure  the 
patentee  in  the  proflits  for  a  reasonable  time; 
hut  when  that  is  expired,  the  public  is  to  have 
the  benefit  of  the  discovery.'*— 10  Mad.  Eep. 
110.  It  is  also  laid  down  in  Bull  N.  P.  76, 
that  among  the  general  questions  ot  patents,  the 
first  is — "  Whether  the  invention  were  known 
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and  in  use  before  the  patent."  Snch  is  the 
English  law,  and  the  statutes  of  the  United 
States  heretofore  passed  are  founded  on  the 
same  principle.  The  existing  statutes  make  it 
.  an  indispensable  condition  to  securing  an  ex- 
clusive right,  that  the  invention  shall  not  have 
been  "  known  or  used  before  the  application ;" 
for  a  patent  itself  reads  thus :  "Whereas  A.  B., 
a  citizen,  &c.,  hath  alleged  that  he  has  invented 
a  new  and  useful  improvement,  being  [here  in- 
sert a  description  of  the  invention]  which  im- 
provement has  not  been  known  or  used  before 
his  application,"  &c.  It  is  then  perfectly  clear, 
that  our  predecessor^  who  have  legislated  on 
this  subject  considered  a  public  disclosure  of  an 
invention  an  abandonment  of  all  claim  to  the 
exclusive  use ;  that  ti|^y  understood  the  object 
of  the  constitution  to  be  the  advancement  of  na- 
tional improvement ;  and  that  when  the  public 
are  in  possession  of  any  important  discovery 
they  could  not  be  divested  of  it.  Suppose  the 
inventor  of  that  useful  instrument  the  screw- 
augur,  who  was  an  inhabitant  of  New  England, 
and  who  never  solicited  a  patent  for  it,  should 
now  make  appUcation.  Tour  law  excludes  him 
because  his  invention  is  known  and  in  use.  And 
I  call  on  gentlemen  to  show  how  the  progress 
of  science  or  useful  arts,  or  individual  justice, 
would  be  less  promoted  by  granting  a  patent  in 
that  case,  than  in  the  present  application.  Cer- 
tainly a  man  is  not  less  entitled  to  the  boim- 
ty  of  Congress  who  has  given  to  the  public  the 
results  of  his  labors,  than  he  who  has  enjoyed 
the  benefit  of  a  monopoly  for  fourteen  years ; 
nor  will  it  be  asserted  that  the  right  of  the  com- 
munity to  an  invention  is  less  complete  from 
the  expiration  of  a  patent,  than  from  the  bare 
act  of  disclosing  it. 

Mr.  Seybeet  said  he  did  not  know  that 
the  bill  for  the  relief  of  Mr.  Whitney  could  be 
acted  upon  this  day ;  indeed,  it  was  not  his  in- 
tention to  make  any  observations  on  the  sub- 
ject, until  the  motion  for  striking  out  a  portion 
of  the  bill  was  made  by  his  friend  from  Georgia, 
(Mr.  Bibb  ; )  he  tlierefore  hoped  the  House 
would  pardon  him  for  the  desultory  and  con- 
fused remarks  which  he  should  impose  upon  the 
patience  of  the  House.  He  came  from  a  State 
whose  interests  were  nowise  concerned  in  this 
question,  and  therefore  he  stood  as  an  impartial 
advocate  in  favor  of  the  patentee ;  his  feelings 
could  not  permit  him  to  remain  quiet  on  the 
question  ;  by  him  the  machine  of  Mr.  Whitney 
was  viewed  as  a  stupendous  monument  of  hu- 
man invention — great  mental  exertion  alone 
could  produce  resalts  hke  this,  and  he  appealed 
to  the  House  as  to  the  propriety  of  granting 
the  prayer  of  the  petition  as  reported  in  the 
bin.  It  was,  he  conceived,  not  a  favor,  but 
justice,  which  the  passage  of  this  biU  would 
render  to  Mr.  Whitney.  If  he  was  coiTectly 
informed,  Mr.  W.  received  but  a  trifling  com- 
pensation for  his  labors ;  that,  in  the  case  of  the 
State  of  Georgia,  he  expended  $20,000  more  in 
prosecuting  law-suits,  than  he  had  ever  been 
paid  in  that  State.     Mr.  S.  continued — ^he  was 


informed  that  in  South  CaroUna  Mr.  Whitney 
had  met  with  some  persecution ;  the  assembly 
of  that  State  originally  purchased  the  right  to 
use  the  machine  for  the  sum  of  $50,000,  which 
was  to  be  paid  by  regular  annual  instalments. 
In    the  following   year  Mr.  W.  visited  South 
Carolina  for  the  purpose  of  receiving  the  sec- 
ond instalment,  when,  instead  thereof,  he  dis- 
covered that  a  Legislature  lately  assembled  had 
repealed  the  law  formerly  enacted  on  the  sub- 
ject ;  and,  instqjd  of  receiving  a  second  instal- 
ment, the  Legislature  ordered  that  he  should  be 
prosecuted  for  the  recovery  of  that  which  he 
had  before  received.    Mr.  W.  was  saved  from 
prison  by  the    interference  of   some  private 
gentlemen.      [Here    Messrs.    Williams     and 
Cheves  rose,  and  in  conversation  explained  to 
the  satisfaction  of  Mr.  S.  that  the  statement 
made  was  not  accurate ;    that  the  delay  and 
difiiculties  caused  by  the  proceedings  of  the 
Legislature  of  South  Carolina,  were  owing  to 
well-grounded  suspicions,  at  that  time,  that  Mr. 
W.  was  not  the  inventor  of  the  cotton  gin,  and 
that  he  had  in  some  respects  failed  to  comply 
with  the  conditions  prescribed  by  the  law.] 
This  explanation  was  satisfactoiy  to  Mr.  S.,  and 
he  observed,  had  he  known  in  time  that  he 
would  have  taken  a  part  in  this  debate,  he 
should  have  considered  it  his  duty  to  consult 
his  friends  from  South  Carolina  on  this  subject. 
He  further  stated  that  Mr.  W.  had  informed  him 
that,  in  the  final  adjustment  of  this  afiair,  the 
State  of   South   Carolina  had  rendered  him 
ample  justice.    He  regretted  the  necessity  of 
mentioning  States  in  debate — ^he  would  quit 
this  part  of  the  subject,  and  proceed  to  commu- 
nicate those  facts  which  had  made  an  impres- 
sion on  his  mind  in  favor  t)f  the  bUl.     He  would 
first  quote  the  authority  of  Judge  Johnson  in 
his  decision  of  the  case  of  Whitney  vs.  Carter. 
Here  Mr.  S.  read  as  follows,  from  page  128 : 
"  With  regard  to  the  utility  of  this  discovery, 
the  court  would  deem  it  a  waste  of  time  to 
dwell  long  upon  this  topic.    Is  there  a  man 
who  hears   us    who  has   not  experienced  its 
utility  ?    The  whole  interior  of  the  Southern 
States  was  languishing,  and  its  inhabitants  emi- 
grating  for  want  of  some  object  to   engage 
their  attention  and  employ  their  industry,  when 
the  invention  of  this  machine  at  once  opened 
views  to  them,  which  set  the  whole  country  in 
active  motion.    From  childhood  to  age,  it  has 
presented  us  a  lucrative  employment.     Indi- 
viduals who  were  depressed  with  poverty,  and 
sunk  in  idleness,  have  suddenly  risen  to  wealth 
and  respectability.     Our  debts  have  been  paid 
off;  our  capitals  increased,  and  our  lands  are 
trebled  in  value.    We  cannot  express  the  weight 
of  obligation  which  the  country  owes  to  this 
invention ;    its  extent  cannot  now  be  seen." 
These  were  the  sentiments  of  a  gentleman  re- 
siding in  the  State  of  South  Carohna ;    from 
this  their  justness  may  be  estimated.    Mr.  S. 
continued — he  could  not  stop  here.     Foreign 
writers  prove  the  absolute  necessity  of  this 
machine,  to  bring  the  particular  species  of  cot- 
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ton  to  market,  which  constitutes  nine-tenths  of 
that  which  the  United  States  could  furnish.  He 
would,  in  proof  of  this  declaration,  read  from 
Edwards'  History  of  the  West  Indies,  vol.  2, 
page  265,  as  follows  :  "  Green  seed  cotton  is  of 
two  species ;  of  one  of  which  the  wool  was  so 
firmly  attached  to  the  seed,  that  no  method  has 
hitherto  been  found  of  separating  them,  except 
by  the  hand ;  an  operation  so  tedious  and  trouble- 
Bome,  that  the  value  of  the  commodity  is  not 
equal  to  the  pains  that  are  requisite  in  prepar- 
ing it  for  market.  This  sort,  therefore  is  at 
present  cultivated  principally  for  supplying  wick 
for  the  lamps  that  are  used  in  sugar  boiling,  and 
for  domestic  purposes ;  but  the  staple  being  ex- 
ceedingly good,  and  its  color  perfectly  white,  it 
would  doubtless  be  a  valuable  acquisition  to  the 
muslin  manufactory,  could  means  "be  found  of 
detaching  it  easily  from  the  seed."  Whilst  the 
mind  of  Mr.  Edwards  was  thus  occupied  in 
London,  that  of  Mr.  Whitney  in  the  United 
States  effected  this  valuable  desideratum.  Mr. 
W.'s  machine  was  brought  to  perfection  in  1792. 
Mr.  S.  dreaded  the  further  fatigue  of  the  House, 
but  he  could  not  refrain  from  stating  some  ad- 
ditional facts.  Consult,  said  he,  your  Treasury 
reports,  and  there  you  will  find  that,  in  the 
year  1810,  there  was  exported  from  the  United 
States  93,000,000  pounds  of  cotton,  of  which 
84,000,000  pounds  was  of  the  species  mentioned 
by  Edwards.  Without  the  gin  of  Whitney,  or 
some  machine  equivalent  thereto,  not  a  single 
pound  of  the  84,000,000  pounds  could  have 
been  sent  abroad — ^thus  would  the  United  States 
have  found  themselves  deprived  of  the  annual 
income  of  $15,000,000,  without  taking  into  view 
16,000,000  pounds  of  cotton  consumed  in  our 
country.  Can  we  do  too  much  for  this  man? 
Let  us  render  him  but  ordinary  justice  and  pass 
the  bill.  Let  us,  said  Mr.  S.,  consider  the  bene- 
fits resulting  from  the  application  of  useful  ma- 
chines in  Great  Britain.  Take  a  view  of  that 
of  Arkwright.  If,  said  Mr.  S.,  his  memory  did 
not  deceive  him,  in  the  year  1755  the  cotton 
manufacture  of  Great  Britain  was  ranked 
among  the  lowest  of  her  domestic  branches, 
and  did  not  value  more  than  £200,000  sterling 
annually;  in  1809,  that  nation  derived  thirty 
millions  pounds  sterhng  from  her  industry  in  this 
way.  England  well  knows  her  interest,  and  she 
fosters  her  arts.  Let  us  in  this  respect  follow 
her  example,  by  doing  justice  to  the  genius  of 
our  countrymen.  But  for  the  spinning  machi- 
nery invented  by  Arkwright,  and  the  gin  of 
Whitney,  the  cotton  manufacture  might  at  this 
time  remain  in  a  state  of  comparative  obscurity. 
Very  little  will  be  observed  on  the  constitution- 
ality of  the  question.  He  would  apprize  his 
friend  from  Georgia  of  an  error  which  he  had 
fallen  into,  in  confounding  monopolies  with 
patent  rights.  In  the  United  States  they  were 
distinct  things ;  and  whilst  on  the  one  hand  the 
Constitution  of  the  United  States  has  guaran- 
tied to  inventors  their  inventions,  in  its  spirit 
and  letter  it  is  opposed  to  monopolies.  The  re- 
newal of  a  patent,  said  Mr.  S.,  was  not  unpre- 


cedented, it  was  a  common  thing  in  England 
and  France;  and,  in  the  United  States,  the 
cases  of  Evans  ^nd  Whittemore  furnished  us 
with  examples  of  the  transaction  by  the  Con- 
gress of  the  United  States.  Mr.  S.  said  he 
would  finish  his  remarks  with  the  expectation 
that  the  House  would  pass  the  bill  as  reported. 
The  committee  rose,  and  had  leave  to  sit 
agaui. 

Thijesdat,  June  11. 
Amy  Dardin. 
The  House  then  resolved  itself  into  a  Com- 
mittee of  the  Whole  on  the  report  of  the  Com- 
mittee of  Claims  on  the  petition  of  Amy  Dardin, 
that  it  is  reasonable,  and  ought  to  be  granted. 
After  some  debate,  the  committee  rose,  and 
reported  their  agreement  to  the  report ;  which 
was,  after  debate,  concurred  in  by  the  House. 
For  the  report  64 ;  against  it  42. 


Monday,  June  22.  ^ 

Additional  Duties. 

An  engrossed  bill  for  imposing  additional  du- 
ties upon  all  goods,  wares,  and  merchandise, 
imported  from  any  foreign  port  or  place,  was 
read  the  third  time,  and  recommitted  to  a  Com- 
mittee of  the  Whole  to-day. 

The  House  accordingly  resolved  itself  into  a 
Committee  of  the  Whole  on  the  bill ;  and,  after 
some  time  spent  therein,  the  Committee  rose 
and  reported  the  bill  to  the  House  without 
amendment. 

Mr.  BiGELOw. — ^Mr.  Speaker,  it  is  well  known 
that  I  have  been  uniformly  opposed  to  the  meas- 
ures which  have  drained  the  Treasury  of  its  mo- 
ney— ^more  particularly  to  those  measures  of  the 
present  session,  which  have  rendered  necessary 
such  large  appropriations,  and  laid  the  founda- 
tion for  an  expense  which  no  man  can  calculate. 
But,  sir,  as  those  appropriations  have  been 
made ;  as  expenses  have  been  and  must  be  in- 
curred ;  the  means  of  payment  must  be  provid- 
ed. Sir,  I  hold  it  to  be  a  sound  political  prin- 
ciple— a  principle  from  which  this  Government 
never  ought  to  depart — that  the  creation  ot 
public  debt  ought  to  be  accompanied  with  the 
means  of  its  extinguishment.  This  principle  was 
strongly  recommended  in  the  administration  of 
Washington,  by  the  then  Secretary  of  the 
Treasury,  in  a  report  to  Congress  on  the  sub- 
ject of  finance.  He  stated  it  to  be  the  true 
secret  for  rendering  public  credit  immortal,  and 
expressed  a  fervent  hope  that  the  Government 
of  the  United  States  would  always  adhere  to  it. 
The  arguments  in  favor  of  this  principle  are 
plain  and  obvious.  The  public  credit  must  be 
supported,  or  the  Government  will  lose  the  con- 
fidence of  the  people.  The  public  credit  must 
be  supported,  or  you  put  at  hazard  the  best 
interests  of  the  country ;  you  hazard,  indeed,  the 
very  existence  of  the  Government.  In  popular 
Governments  there  is  always  a  reluctance  to 
laying  burdens  upon  the  people.  If,  then,  while 
creating  a  public  debt,  we  neglect  to  provide 
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the  means  of  payment,  what  will  be  the  conse- 
quence ?  Will  it  be  less  difficult  or  unpopular 
to  do  this  after  the  debt  has  accumulated  to  an 
enormous  amount  ?  No,  sir.  Depend  upon  it, 
the  longer  you  delay  to  provide  the  means  for 
discharging  the  public  debt,  the  greater  wiU  be 
the  risk  and  difficulty  of  doing  it.  What  will 
be  the  consequence  of  such  neglect  ?  Sir,  the 
country  will  be  deluged  with  Treasury  notes ; 
these  notes  will  depreciate,  like  tlie  old  con- 
tinental money — ^the  whole  history  of  which 
every  one,  acquainted  with  the  history  of  the 
Revolution,  knows  to  be  a  history  of  public 
and  private  frauds.  Sir,  the  floodgates  of  cor- 
ruption will  be  opened  upon  us.  Already,  sir, 
tigers  and  sharks  are  feasting,  in  anticipation, 
on  their  prey. 

Impressed,  as  I  am,  with  the  importance  of 
the  principle,  that  the  creation  of  public  debt 
ought  to  be  accompanied  with  the  means  of  its 
extinguishment,  I  confess  it  was  with  no  httle 
astonishment  I  learnt,  that  doubling  the  duties 
on  imported  articles  was  the  only  means  to  be 
provided;  that,  after  the  House  had  solemnly 
resolved  upon  a  system  of  taxation,  embracing 
various  subjects',  and  intended,  as  was  stated,  to 
equalize  upon  tha  people  of  the  different  States, 
as  far  as  possible,  the  burden  of  taxation,  that 
only  one  of  those  has  been  selected,  and  that 
one  the  most  unjust,  the  most  unequal,  and  the 
most  mischievous  of  the  whole.  These  remarks 
are  not  made,  Mr.  Speaker,  from  an  apprehen- 
sion that  doubling  the  duties  on  imported  arti- 
cles will  not  effectually  open  the  eyes  of  the 
people.  Sir,  it  will  be  the  most  unpopular  tax 
you  can  impose.  The  people  of  this  country — 
particularly  the  eastern  sections  of  it,  upon 
whom  this  tax  wUl  bear  peculiarly  hard — are 
too  enlightened  not  to  know,  to  see,  and  to  feel, 
the  operation  which  an  additional  duty  of  100 
per  cent,  upon  imported  articles  will  have  upon 
them.  They  are  too  enlightened  not  to  know 
that  this  will  be  but  the  beginning  of  sorrow. 
Neither,  sir,  are  they  so  ignorant  as  not  to  know 
that  the  five  millions  of  dollars  which  it  is  cal- 
culated to  raise  by  doubling  the  duties,  will  not 
discharge  a  loan  of  eleven  millions,  and  Treas- 
ury notes  to  the  amount  of  five  millions  more ; 
much  less  that  it  wUl  defray  the  expenses  of 
the  war.  Yes,  sir,  they  will  at  once  see,  that, 
sooner  or  later,  other  taxes  must  and  will  be 
resorted  to.  The  true  policy,  then,  of  the  Unit- 
ed States  is,  in  the  outset,  to  lay  the  foundation 
of  a  sure  and  certain  revenue,  and  not  to  de- 
pend, in  a  state  of  war,  upon  a  revenue  to  be 
derived  from  a  source  so  uncertain  as  that  of 
commerce.  My  objection  is  not  that  revenue 
ought  not  to  be  raised,  but  to  the  present  mode. 

1  have  stated,  sir,  that  this  is  an  unjust  meas- 
ure. Let  us  for  a  moment  look  at  its  opera- 
tion. There  is,  probably,  at  a  moderate  calcu- 
lation, seventy  millions'  worth  of  imported 
goods  now  in  the  United  States,  which  have 
paid  only  the  present  rate  of  duties.  Taking 
the  calculation  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury 
as  correct,  that  thirty-five  millions  of  imported 


goods  yield  a  revenue,  at  the  present  rate  of 
duties,  of  five  millions,  the  seventy  millions  now 
in  the  United  States  have  paid  duties  to  the 
amount  of  ten  millions. 

What  then  will  be  the  consequence  of  passing 
this  biU  ?  The  owners  of  the  imported  goods 
now  in  the  United  States  are  men  who  under- 
stand their  own  interest.  The  moment,  there- 
fore, you  pass  this  bUl,  and  impose  double  duties 
upon  goods  to  be  imported,  the  owners  of  goods 
now  on  hand  will  increase  the  price  as  much  at 
least  as  the  amount  of  the  present  rate  of  duties. 
The  purchasers  of  these  goods,  therefore,  will 
have  to  pay  to  the  owners  ten  millions  of  dol- 
lars more  than  the  present  value.  You  will  of 
course  lay  a  tax  of  ten  millions  of  dollars  upon 
the  purchasers  and  consumers  of  these  goods, 
without  benefiting  the  Treasury  a  single  cent. 

Does  this,  sir,  comport  with  the  principles  of 
justice?  Is  it  right  to  take  from  one  part  of 
the  community  ten  millions  of  dollars  and  put 
it  into  the  hands  of  another  part  ?  In  oppos- 
ing this  measure,  I  am  not  advocating  the  in- 
terest of  the  merchant,  but  of  the  farmer,  the 
tradesman,  and  mechanic.  I  am  not  willing 
that  the  people  whom  I  represent,  in  addition 
to  the  taxes  they  must  pay  to  carry  on  the  war, 
should  also  pay  such  an  enormous  tax  to  the 
merchant. 

Mr.  MiTOHiLi.  expressed  his  sentiments  as  be- 
ing favorable  to  an  augmentation  of  the  duties 
on  imports ;  though  he  was  quite  unprepared  to 
give  his  assent  to  such  increase  in  the  terms 
proposed  by  the  bill. 

It  is  therein  proposed,  sir,  to  double  the  ex- 
isting customs.  I  think  this  is  not  the  best  way 
of  accomplishing  the  object  intended.  The  bill 
is  brought  before  us  for  the  avowed  purpose  of 
raising  money.  The  mode  proposed  is,  by  an 
addition  of  one  hundred  per  cent,  on  the  sums 
levied  upon  imported  merchandise.  Now,  al- 
though I  am  friendly  to  a  revision  of  our  tariff, 
and  to  such  an  amendment  of  it  as  will  ma- 
terially increase  the  receipts  at  the  Treasury,  I 
am  very  far  from  believing  the  method  now 
proposed  for  that  purpose  is  the  one  we  ought 
to  adopt. 

I  object  to  the  plan,  because  it  takes  for 
granted  that  the  rate  of  duties  now  extant  In 
our  statutes  is  precisely  what  it  ought  to  be. 
This  I  humbly  conceive  is  not  "the  fact.  A 
brief  recital  of  our  commercial  system  inwards, 
wUl  show  it.  The  impost,  until  the  adoption 
of  the  constitution  of  1787,  belonged  to  the  re- 
spective States.  When  the  Government  went 
into  operation  in  1789,  it  took  the  direction  and 
the  profits  of  the  custom-houses.  One  of  the 
earliest  acts  of  the  legislators,  which,  on  that 
occasion,'  assembled  at  New  York,  was  to  fix 
the  sums  which  each  denomination  or  parcel  of 
foreign  merchandise  should  pay  on  being  ad- 
mitted into  our  country.  This  was  done,  in  the 
first  instance,  with  all  the  skill  which  the  pa- 
triotism and  intelligence  of  the  members  of  the 
first  Congress  permitted.  From  session  to  ses- 
sion, and  from  time  to  time,  it  was  altered  and 
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improved.  The  last  memorable  amendment, 
was,  if  I  recollect  right,  in  the  year  1804.  Then, 
a  variety  of  articles  which  had  paid  an  ad  -ealo- 
rem  duty  were  specifically  enumerated  and 
charged  with  duties  conformably.  At  that  time 
our  tariff  was  admirably  calculated  to  answer 
its  several  purposes.  Much  thought  and  pro- 
found knowledge  had  been  bestowed,  to  mature 
it,  and  render  it  as  complete  as  possible.  It 
was  at  that  time  peculiarly  and  happily  calcula- 
ted for  the  good  of  the  nation. 

But  eight  years  have  elapsed  since  that  table 
of  duties  was  arranged.  During  that  term,  pro- 
digious changes  have  taken  place  in  the  com- 
mercial world.  The  principal  part  of  the  Euro- 
pean Continent,  from  the  Baltic  to  the  Medi- 
terranean, and  from  the  Atlantic  to  the  Adria- 
tic, have  bowed  to  the  sovereignty  of  the  Em- 
peror of  the  French.  He  has  published  his 
modem  and  enormous  tariff,  and  caused  it  to 
be  enforced  throughout  his  extensive  dominions. 
Tobacco,  cotton,  and  other  great  articles  of 
American  produce,  have  been  subjected  to  ex- 
cessive and  almost  prohibitory  imposts. 

Memorable  alterations  have  been  made,  dur- 
ing the  aforesaid  period,  in  the  insular  tariff — I 
mean  of  the  British  dominions.  Their  regula- 
tions, as  relate  to  lumber  and  the  heavy  mate- 
rials of  our  growth,  as  well  as  to  the  exporta- 
tion of  their  own  manufacturesj  have  been  ma- 
terially tightened  and  straightened.  Their 
charges  for  convoy,  port  accommodations,  light- 
houses, and  quarantine,  are  exceedingly  heavy. 
It  is  high  time  they  should  be  examined,  and 
thoroughly  understood. 

A  great  change  has  also  taken  place  in  the 
colonial  system.  Trance  has  lost  Martinique, 
Guadaloupe,  and  the  Isle  of  Bourbon.  Neither 
the  East  nor  the  West  Indies  contain  any  prov- 
inces owing  allegiance  to  the  Corsican  Emperor. 
All  the  rum,  sugar,  coffee,  and  molasses  of  those 
productive  regions,  were  now  English — and 
with  the  English  nation  we  were  now  at  war. 
In  like  manner,  the  Batavian  colonies  had  been 
forced  to  submit  to  the  Mistress  of  the  Seas ; 
and  Guiana,  the  Cape  of  Good  Hope,  Batavia, 
the  Spice  Islands,  and  all  the  other  foreign  pos- 
sessions of  the  Dutch,  had  yielded  to  her  con- 
quering power.  All  their  productions  were 
now  Anglican  ;  and  we  could  only  obtain  them 
from  or  through  an  enemy.  * 

Our  own  country  had  been  transformed,  during 
the  last  eight  years,  into  a  situation  exceedingly 
different  from  what  it  had  ever  been  before.  It 
has  taken  many  strides  towards  independence. 
The  soil  has  been  more  profoundly  explored, 
and  found  to  contain  innumerable  and  inval- 
uable productions,  which  the  mineralogist  ex- 
amines with  pride,  and  the  economist'  turns  to 
profit.  The  forest  and  the  fields  have  been 
proved  to  rear  more  indigenous  plants,  and  to 
be  capable  of  maturing  more  exotic  ones,  than 
any  observer  had  supposed.  And  the  arts, 
trades,  and  manufactures,  which  have  arisen 
among  us,  have  progressed  with  a  tiu-il'tiness  of 
which  I  can  cite  you  no  example. 


Mr.  M.  then  took  a  survey  of  the  three  great 
purposes  intended  to  be  furthered  by  the  duties 
on  imported  merchandise.  The  first  of  these 
was  the  collection  of  money  for  the  Treasury ; 
the  second,  was  the  countervailing  of  other  na- 
tions, by  accommodating  our  duty  to  theirs; 
and  the  third  was  to  protect  our  infant  and 
growing  manufactures.  He  contended  that  the 
mode  proposed  by  the  bill  now  before  the 
House  was  very  imperfect  in  all  these  relations. 
It  was  unskilfully  devised.  It  did  not  contain 
those  evidences  of  care  and  sagacity  that  ought 
to  beam  in  every  feature.  He  was  not  willing 
to  legislate  in  this  way — by  a  hop,  step,  and 
a  jump.  He  wished  the  tariff  to  be  varied  in 
such  a  manner  as  to  suit  the  actual  state  of 
things,  and  the  existing  condition  of  society  and 
business.  With  such  vast  changes  in  the  com- 
mercial and  manufacturing  departments,  both 
at  home  and  abroad,  who  could  reconcfle  him- 
self to  a  regulation,  now  antiquated,  and  differ- 
ing almost  toto  caelo,  from  the  real  desideratum. 
Double  duties  on  articles  where  great  value 
was  united  to  small  bulk,  as  in  watches  of  gold 
and  silver,  and  in  precious  stones,  pearls  and 
jewelry  of  all  kinds,  migUthe  an  inducement  to 
smuggling.  Already  we  know  the  temptation 
was  too  great  to  be  resisted  under  the  present 
duties,  and  if  they  were  augmented  to  the 
amount  proposed,  what  evasions  might  not  be 
feared  ? 

Mr.  Blkeokeb. — Mr.  Speaker :  I  was  happy 
to  observe  on  Saturday  that  the  vote  of  the  ma- 
jority was  not  so  uniform  on  this  bill  as  usual. 
This  circumstance  very  much  fortifies  the  argu- 
ments urged  against  it  on  this  side  of  the  House, 
and  proves  that  the  opposition  cannot  be  refer- 
red merely  to  the  spirit  of  party.  Indeed,  sir, 
the  objections  to  the  increase  of  duty  contem- 
plated by  this  bill  are  so  palpable  and  obvious 
to  my  mind,  that  I  still  hope  it_  will  not  finally 
pass.  It  wiU  be  unequal  and  unfair  in  its  ope- 
ration in  many  respects.  It  wiU  ^ve  a  vast 
advantage  to  the  merchants  who  now  have 
goods  on  hand  over  those  whose  goods  are  not 
yet  in  the  country,  and  which  will  be  imported 
after  the  passage  of  this  bill.  The  additional 
duty  wiU  by  the  former  be  added  to  the  price 
of  the  goods,  and  thus  an  enormous  profit  will 
be  given  them.  But  this  is  comparatively  a 
minor  consideration.  It  is  to  be  regretted,  sir, 
that  we  have  not  a  fair,  just,  and  equal  system 
of  internal  taxation,  judiciously  devised,  with  & 
wise  reference  to  the  feelings  and  temper  of  the 
people.  But,  in  all  our  late  plans  and  schemes, 
we  appear  to  go  on  without  any  reference  at  all 
to  the  temper  and  feelings  of  the  people.  A 
revenue  derived  altogether  from  duties  on  im- 
ports must  always  be  unequal  in  its  operation 
on  different  parts  of  the  country,  and  different 
classes  of  the  community.  There  will  be  dis- 
tricts of  the  country — ^there  will  be  whole 
States — in  which  manufactures  will  be  can-ied 
on  to  a  great  extent ;  while  other  parts  of  the 
country,  and  other  States,  have  few  or  no  man- 
ufactures.   In  this  respect  there  will  be  a  se- 
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rious  inequality  between  manufacturing  and  non- 
manufacturing  States.  Again,  sir,  it  is  said 
that  the  duty  will  be  paid  by  the  consumer. 
But  it  is  not  invariably  true  that  the  consumer 
pays  the  duty.  The  whole  of  it  is  sometimes 
paid  by  the  consumer ;  it  is  sometimes  divided 
between  the  importer  and  consumer,  and  not 
unfretiuently  falls  altogether  on  the  importer. 
This  depends  on  a  variety  of  circumstances — 
principally  the  state  of  the  market.  When  the 
market  is  overstocked,  a  great  portion  of  it 
must  fall  on  the  merchant.  There  must  often 
be  in  this  country  a  state  of  things  which  ren- 
ders it  difficult  or  impossible  to  add  the  amount 
of  the  duty  to  the  price  of  the  commodity. 
"What  the  state  of  things,  and  what  the  market 
will  be  during  the  war,  for  which  this  revenue 
is  to  be  provided,  it  is  difficult  to  foresee ;  for 
what  sort  of  a  war  we  are  to  have,  no  one  can 
tell.  It.  will  perhaps  be  another  anomaly  fur- 
nished by  American  polities.  I  believe,  how- 
ever, by  the  way,  that  gentlemen,  who  expect 
much  of  "  the  pride,  pomp,  and  circumstance  of 
glorious  war,"  wiU  be  much  disappointed. 
■  But,  sir,  admitting  with  the  gentlemen  on  the 
other  side,  that  the  additional  duty  provided  by 
this  bill  wiU  be  paid  by  the  consumers  of  im- 
ported articles,  if  the  consumption  is  much  more 
in  one  part  of  the  country  than  in  another,  the 
burdens  of  the  war  will  be  imposed  very  une- 
qually and  unjustly.  Now  it  was  proved  to  de- 
monstration by  the  iatelligent  and  accurate  gen- 
tleman from  Connecticut,  (Mr.  PiTKOf,)  that  the 
consumption  of  imported  articles  is  much  great- 
er in  one  section  of  the  country  than  in  the 
other.  His  statement  and  arguments  on  this 
subject  have  not  been  denied.  Indeed,  the 
candid  and  honorable  gentleman  who  advocated 
this  bin  on  Saturday,  (Mr.  Bibb,)  admitted  that 
it  would  not  operate  equally.  It  will  impose 
the  burdens  of  the  war  on  the  Atlantic,  the 
commercial,  States.  It  is  true,  sir,  that  many 
imported  articles  are  consumed  in  every  part 
of  the  Union.  Tea  and  coffee,  as  the  gentleman 
from  Pennsylvania  (Mr.  Smiije)  told  us,  are  used 
in  the  "Western  country.  But  the  great  consump- 
tion of  foreign  goods  is  in  the  Atlantic  States ; 
and,  more  than  anywhere  else,  in  the  North- 
eastern section,  the  most  commercial  States. 

I  know,  sir,  that  this  topic  is  regarded  by 
many  gentlemen  as  ungracious  and  invidious. 
But  legislating  as  we  are  for  a  confederated 
Eepublic,  it  is  worse  than  idle  not  to  regard  the 
character,  situation,  and  interest  of  the  people, 
in  the  several  sections  of  the  Union ;  and  I  ask 
gentlemen  who  are  so  ardent  in  the  war,  whose 
bosoms  seem  to  glow  with  patriotic  fire,  is  it 
just  and  fair  to  abandon  the  internal  taxes  and 
impose  so  much  of  the  burden  of  the  war  upon 
the  people  of  the  Northern  and  Eastern  States, 
the  majority  of  whom  are  known  to  be  opposed 
to  it;  whose  hearts  and  souls  are  not  in  the 
business;  who  are  diiven,  and  dragged,  and 
forced  into  a  war,  in  which  they  will  go  with 
yon  no  farther,  nor  any  longer,  than  a  patriotic 
obedience  to  the  constitution  and  laws  of  the 


country  requires;  a  war  which  they  consider 
unwise,  impolitic,  inexpedient,  and  ruinous ;  a 
war  which  must  annihilate  their  commerce ; 
that  commerce  to  which  they  owe  their  rapid 
progi-ess  in  population,  in  the  arts  of  civilized 
life,  in  knowledge,  in  literature,  in  aU  that 
adorns  and  makes  society  valuable  and  inter- 
esting? Prom  this  people,  in  such  a  war,  you 
have  little  to  expect.  "While  we  are  talking  of 
the  protection  of  commerce  and  the  violation 
of  neutral  rigljts,  they  see  us  adopt  the  most 
effectual  means  to  destroy  all  their  commerce. 

Another  objection  of  no  little  importance, 
that  has  been  urged  against  this  bOl,  is  its  ten- 
dency to  promote  smuggling.  Before  the  re- 
strictive system,  which,  however  well  meant  by 
many,  has  proved  so  inefficacious  and  ruinous, 
we  had  in  this  country  a  system  of  commercial 
morals,  of  which  we  had  much  reason  to  boast. 
Such  was  the  purity  and  fairness  of  the  mer- 
cantile character  that  in  no  other  country  in 
the  world  was  the  revenue  arising  from  duties 
on  imports  so  punctually  paid,  so  easily  and 
cheaply  collected,  and  with  the  aid  of  so  few 
officers.  But  the  unfortunate  policy  adopted 
in  1806  has  destroyed  the  purity  and  elevation 
of  commercial  morals.  Evasions  and  violations 
of  the  laws  are  no  longer  disreputable.  And 
what,  sir,  must  he  the  situation  of  a  country  in 
which  a  constant  evasion  and  open  violation  of 
the  laws  are  not  reprobated  by  public  sentiment. 
The  moral  and  patriotic  observer  wiU  see  with 
pain  and  mortification  that  we  are  about  to  add 
to  the  temptations  to  increase  the  stimulus  to 
evasions  and  violations  of  the  laws,  stUl  more 
to  debase  and  degrade  the  commercial  character 
of  the  country. 

There  is,  sir,  another  important  view  of  the 
subject  before  us  at  this  moment.  The  increase 
of  the  duty,  a  reliance  upon  the  impost  as  the 
means  of  supporting  the  war,  in  connection 
with  the  abandonment  of  the  internal  taxes, 
affords  an  instructive  practical  lesson  on  the 
nature  of  our  Government.  It  teaches  you  that 
it  is  unfit  for  the  purposes  of  foreign  and  offen- 
sive war.  If  gentlemen  are  now  afraid  to  im- 
pose the  taxes,  they  must  believe  that  the  peo- 
ple wiU  not  bear  them.  And,  indeed,  sir,  few 
cases  wOl  occur  in  which  the  people  wiU  sub- 
mit to  support  the  burdens  of  an  offensive  war. 
Seldom  will  the  Government  be  able  to  carry 
on  such  a  war.  But,  sir,  the  conduct  of  those 
gentlemen  of  the  majority  who  are  for  imposing 
additional  duties  and  abandoning  the  taxes, 
proves  another  thing.  If,  when  they  have  just 
entered  upon  the  war,  they  hesitate,  and  are 
afraid  to  exact  of  the  people  the  means  neces- 
sary to  carry  it  on,  they  must  be  conscious  that 
the  war  is  not  so  popular  as  they  have  imagin- 
ed, for  if  the  people  are  so  hearty  in  the  busi- 
ness as  gentlemen  have  professed  to  believe,  if 
they  think  the  war  a  wise,  politic,  and  necessary 
measure,  they  cannot  be  unwUling  to  be  taxed  a 
little  for  its  support. 

Mr.  Beigham. — Mr.  Speaker,  the  protection 
and  the  regulation  of  commerce  has  become  a 
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prime  object  of  legislation.  This  bill  provides 
for  the  doubling  of  the  duties  ou  all  imported 
merchandise. 

Sir,  the  restrictive  system  Las  operated  very 
severely  on  the  commercial  part  of  the  commu- 
nity— it  has  been  the  source  of  much  complaint. 
The  commercial  class  of  our  fellow-citizens  have 
been  oppressed ;  they  have  been  impoverished 
by  the  policy  of  their  own  Government,  and 
they  have  been  soliciting  their  rulers  for  relief. 
They  complained  of  the  first  embargo ;  what  did 
they  get  ?  why,  non-intercourse.  They  com- 
plained of  the  non-intercourse,  and  you  soon 
gave  them  non-importation ;  when  they  com- 
plained of  the  non-importation,  they  had,  in  ad- 
dition to  the  evil  complained  of,  a  second  em- 
bargo. They  then  complained  and  prayed  for 
the  repeal  of  both  these  laws,  and  you  have 
given  them  a  declaration  of  war — an  open  war 
against  the  United  Kingdom  of  Great  Britain 
and  Ireland,  and  the  dependencies  thereof. 
They  complain  of  this  war,  and  you  give  them 
double  duties  on  all  imported  merchandise. 

Sir,  commerce,  and  the  regulation  of  com- 
merce, have  become  the  Alpha  and  the  Omega ; 
it  is  the  cause  of  war — it  is  the  professed  ob- 
ject and  end  of  war ;  and  by  this  bill,  you  are 
making  provision  for  this  very  class  of  citizens, 
who  have  been  thus  complaining,  oppressed  and 
impoverished,  to  support  the  war  by  paying 
double  duties. 

Mr.  Speaker,  this  increase  of  impost  is  a  tax 
which,  in  my  opinion,  will  operate  unjustly  and 
unequally.  It  is  imposing  a  heavier  burden  on 
the  Eastern  and  Northern,  than  on  the  Southern 
and  Western  States. 

The  former  are  under  the  necessity  of  import- 
ing and  of  consuming  more  of  the  foreign  manu- 
factures, than  the  Southern  States ;  and  though 
they  are  a  hardy  race,  they  are  not  able  to  en- 
counter the  severities  and  rigors  of  the  Northern 
winters  without  a  much  greater  quantity  of 
clothing  than  is  necessary  for  the  people  in  the 
Southern  climates. 

Sir,  the  people  in  the  Eastern  States  have  been 
reduced  in  their  supplies ;  they  have  not  been 
able  to  carry  on  their  ordinary  domestic  manu- 
factures for  want  of  the  necessary  means  to  pre- 
pare the  crude  article  for  manufacture ;  and 
during  this  long  session  they  have  been  memo- 
rializing Congress,  and  praying  that  they  might 
be  allowed  to  import  the  article  of  wire,  and  of 
such  size  as  is  not  manufactured  within  the 
limits  of  the  United  States,  for  the  making  of 
cards,  necessary  to  prepare  cotton  and  wool  for 
the  making  of  cloth ;  but  they  have  not  been 
permitted.  Many  have  solicited  Congress  for 
leave  to  import  such  goods  and  merchandise  as 
Were  ordered  and  paid  for  before  the  issuing  of 
the  President's  proclamation  in  November, 
1810;  but  without  success. 

Mr.  PoTTEE  was  in  favor  of  a  recommitment, , 
but  for  other  reasons  than  those  assigned  by 
the  mover.      He  wished  it  referred,  to  give  an 
opportunity  to   ascertain    the  sentiments  of 
the  House  on  the  subject  of  the  repeal,  or  the 


partial  suspension,  of  the  present  non-importa- 
tion act. 

Mr.  P.  said  he  had  found  more  pleasure  in  the 
pursuit  of  many  of  the  things  of  this  world,  than 
in  the  possession  of  them  ;  and  he  found  it,  in 
some  measure,  so  with  those  who  had  been  very 
zealous  in  the  pursuit  of  war.  They  appeared  to 
him  to  have  taken  more  pleasure  in  the  pursuit 
of  their  favorite  object,  than  in  the  enjoyment  of 
it ;  and  he  was  not  sorry  to  see  that  the  war 
spirit  had  already  began  to  evaporate,  and  the 
cold  calculating  spirit,  so  much  reprobated  at 
the  commencement  of  this  session,  becoming 
more  fashionable. 

Mr.  P.  had  been  induced  to  believe  from  the 
zealous  patriotism  displayed  this  session,  that 
this  was  to  be  a  fighting,  and  not  a  trading  war ; 
that  those  who  had  so  generously  pledged  their 
lives  in  support  of  the  present  war,  would  have 
had  an  opportunity  of  fighting,  and  that  those 
who  had  in  the  same  manner  pledged  their  for- 
tunes in  support  of  any  measure  adopted  by  the 
Administration,  would  have  an  opportunity  of 
paying. 

Mr.  P.  thought  we  had  commenced  this  war 
for  the  protection  of  our  commerce  and  the  en- 
couragement of  our  manufactories,  and  not  for 
the  purpose  of  extending  the  commerce  and  en- 
couraging the  manufactories  of  Great  Britain ; 
as  by  this  war,  with  the  partial  importation  act, 
(contemplated  for  the  purpose  of  revenue,)  we 
at  once  destroy  our  own  commerce,  by  placing 
in  the  hands  of  the  English  the  greatest  part 
we  have  at  sea,  leaving  the  remainder  useless, 
to  rot  at  our  wharves.  We  destroy  our  manu- 
factories of  cotton  by  the  strange  selection,  in 
our  partial  importation  act.  We  give  to  Great 
Britain  advantages  in  this  war,  that  she  has  not 
enjoyed  in  time  of  peace.  We  surrender  to  her 
what  many  say  she  has  been  contending  for — 
the  commerce  of  the  world — ^by  giving  her  an 
opportunity  of  supplying  us  with  her  merchan- 
dise under  the  flag  of  her  friends ;  and,  in  the 
first  onset  of  this  war,  implicitly  acknowledge 
our  dependence  upon  them  ;  that  we  cannot  do 
without  their  manufactures  to  clothe  the  nation, 
nor  without  their  commerce,  to  raise  a  revenue 
to  carry  on  the  war.  Mr.  P.  said,  if  he  had 
been  in  favor  of  this  war,  it  would  have  been 
painful  to  him  to  be  compelled  to  acknowledge 
that  the  people  in  this  country,  who  pretended 
to  sigh  so  much  for  war,  would  not  bear  the 
least  privations,  or  consent  in  any  event  to  pay 
taxes,  but  must  depend  upon  their  enemy  to 
clothe  them,  and  to  furnish  them  with  an  indi- 
rect commerce  to  raise  a  revenue  to  fight  them 
with.  Mr.  P.  said  a  war  thus  carried  on  must 
be  without  an  object — very  ruinous  to  this 
country  and  of  long  duration ;  for,  if  Great  Brit- 
ain can  send  her  manufactures  into  the  United 
States  at  high  prices,  and  purchase  our  produce 
almost  at  her  own  price,  and  be  the  exclusive 
carrier,  both  ways,  in  her  own  ships,  under  thC 
flag  of  nfeutrals  entirely  under  her  control ;  she 
can  have  no  object  in  making  peace. 

Mr.  P.  said  if  the  non-importation  act  should 
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be  repealed  or  suspended  in  part,  agreeable  to 
the  letter  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury,  and 
we  are  to  have  a  trading  war,  we  shall  have  a 
revenue  sufficient  to  answer  all  our  purposes, 
without  increasing  our  duties  at  all,  as  we  can 
disband  our  army  and  reduce  our  expenses,  as 
the  difference  of  expense  between  a  trading  and 
a  fighting  war  will  be  so  great  that  the  present 
rate  of  duties  will  answer  all  our  purposes ;  but, 
if  the  non-importation  act  should  not  be  repeal- 
ed or  suspended,  we  shall  have  no  importations 
of  importance  for  the  double  duties  to  operate 
upon;  for,  if  you  double  your  duties  under 
Buoh  circumstances,  by  which  you  raise  one 
million  of  dollars,  what  is  the  operation  upon 
the  consumer  ?  Allowing,  which  is  certainly 
the  fact,  that  the  whole  amount  of  goods  in  the 
country  at  this  time  is  equal  to  one  year's  im- 
portation, which  would  have  given  the  Gov- 
ernment a  revenue  of  at  least  fifteen  millions  of 
dollars,  the  present  holder  of  the  goods  in  this 
country  wUl  immediately  add  the  double  duties 
to  his  present  price,  which  will  be  increased  in 
consequence  of  the  war ;  so  that  the  consumers 
wiU  have  to  pay  the  present  holders  of  the 
goods  now  in  this  country  at  least  fifteen  mil- 
lions of  dollars,  of  which  the  Government's  ob- 
taining  one  million  of  dollars  on  future  import- 
ations, you  compel  the  consumer  to  pay  at  least 
sixteen.  <> 

Mr.  P.  said  he  would  for  a  moment  examine 
the  letter  from  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  on 
the  subject  of  revenue,  recommending  a  par- 
tial suspension  of  the  present  non-importation 
act.  He  calculates  that,  by  doubling  the  duties 
on  such  partial  importation,  allowing  that  we 
should  import  only  half  as  much  from  Great 
Britain  in  time  of  war  as  in  peace,  that  the 
duties  would  amount  to  the  same.  Here  again, 
you  have  no  mercy  on  the  consumers  ;  as  the 
operation  in  the  first  place  will  be  to  give  Great 
Britain  double  her  prices  for  her  goods,  on 
which  the  Government  gets  double  duties, 
all  which  is  to  be  paid  by  the  consumer,  when 
the  price  of  his  produce  is  to  decrease  in  much 
the  same  proportion. 

Mr.  P.  had  heard  much,  on  former  occasions, 
about  the  encouragement  of  our  mknufactories, 
and,  although  he  never  was  himself  for  encour- 
aging them  at  the  expense  of  the  farmer,  or  the 
depression  of  our  commerce,  yet  he  could  but 
lament  that,  after  the  commercial  spirit  of  the 
country  was  almost  broken  down,  and  many  of 
our  commercial  and  seafaring  citizens  had  been 
compelled  to  quit  their  former  employment  and 
resort  to  manufacturing  for  the  support  of  their 
families,  that  the  labor  of  that  valuable  class  of 
citizens  were  next  to  be  assailed ;  for,  in  exam- 
ining the  bill  on  our  tables,  in  consequence  of 
the  letter  of  the  Secretary  of  the_  Treasury,  re- 
commending the  partial  importation,  what  will 
be  the  effect  upon  the  cotton  factories  ?  All 
cotton  cloth  under  fifteen  pence  and  over  three 
shillings  per  square  yard,  prime  cost,  is  to  be 
prohibited,  and  all  between  these  two  prices  are 
to  be  imported,  so  that  the  quality  almost  ex- 


clusively manufactured,  and  in  general  use  in 
this  country,  is  to  be  permitted. 

Mr.  P.  thought  this  a  very  left-handed  way 
of  encouraging  the  manufactures  of  this  country ; 
but  it  seems  as  though  every  consideration  in 
time  of  war  as  well  as  peace,  is  to  be  sacrificed 
for  the  purpose  of  collecting  money  from  the  peo- 
ple in  a  manner  the  most  likely  for  them  to  re- 
main in  ignorance  of  the  burdens  that  the  Gov- 
ernment imposes  upon  them. 

A  motion  waA  then  made  by  Mr.  Randolph 
to  amend  the  bDl  by  striking  out  the  words 
"  one  hundred  "  before  the  words  "  per  centum  " 
in  the  first  section ;  and  the  question  thereon 
being  taken,  it  was  determined  in  the  neg- 
ative— yeas  50,  nays  75. 


Sattjedat,  June  27. 
.Naturalization  Law. 
Mr.  Laoook  said  that  he  should  not  offer  any 
subject  for  the  consideration  of  the  House 
at  this  late  stage  of  the  session,  had  he  not  been 
connnced  the  subject  was  such  as  required  the 
immediate  interposition  of  Congress.  It  would 
be  found,  by  an  examination  of  the  naturaliza- 
tion laws,  that,  after  the  declaration  of  war 
with  Great  Britain,  the  courts  were  prohibited 
from  naturalizing  aty  foreigners,  although  they 
might  have  registered  their  names  and  resided 
in  the  country  during  the  probationary  period 
required  by  law.  To  these  persons,  it  appeared, 
the  Government  was  pledged,  and  the  change 
of  the  relation  between  the  two  countries,  did 
not  lessen  the  obligation  the  Government  was 
under  to  redeem  that  pledge,  and  admit  those 
persons  to  the  rights  of  citizens.  It  would, 
moreover,  be  recollected  that,  by  the  State  laws, 
those  persons  were  made  subject  to  perform 
militia  duty,  and  that,  as  volunteers,  or  other- 
wise, they  would  compose  a  part  of  our  Army ; 
and,  perhaps,  while  in  this  situation,  might  be 
taken  and  punished  as  traitors  by  their  Govern- 
ment. No  apprehension  of  danger  could  be  en- 
tertained by  their  admission  to  the  rights  of 
citizens.  They  were,  most  of  them,  attached 
strongly  to  our  Government,  and  sought  this 
country  as  an  asylum  from  oppression,  &c.  He 
was,  by  these  considerations,  induced  to  offer 
the  following  resolution : 

"  Resolved,  That  a  committee  be  appointed  to  in- 
qmre  into  the  expediency  of  so  amending  the  nat- 
uralization laws  of  the  United  States  as  to  admit  to 
the  rights  of  citizenship  such  aliens  as  have  emigrat- 
ed from  the  United  Kingdom  of  Great  Britain  and 
Ireland  and  her  dependencies  to  the  United  States 
or  her  Territories  previous  to  the  eighteenth  day  of 
June,  1812,  and  that  the  committee  have  leave  to 
report  by  bill  or  otherwise. 

The  resolution  was  agreed  to,  and  Messrs. 
Laoock,  Emott,  and  Teotip,  were  appointed  a 
committee  accordingly. 


544 


ABEIDGMENT  OP  THE 


Confidential  Supplemental  Journal — Embargo  Bill. 


Monday,  July  6. 
Adjournment. 

A  message  from  the  Senate  informed  the 
House  that  the  Senate  have  concurred  in  the 
resolution  for  the  appointment  of  a  joint  com- 
mittee to  wait  on  the  President  of  the  United 
States,  and  inform  him  of  the  proposed  recess 
of  Congress ;  that  the  President  of  the  United 
States  did,  this  day,  approve  and  sign  "  An  act 
respecting  the  pay  of  the  Army  of  the  United 
States ;"  and  that  the  Senate,  having  completed 
the  legislative  business  before  them,  are  ready 
to  adjourn. 

Mr.  Newton,  from  the  committee  appointed 


to  wait  on  the  President  of  the  United  States 
and  inform  him  of  the  proposed  recess  of  Con- 
gress, reported  that  the  committee  had  per- 
formed that  service,  and  that  the  President  an- 
swered, that  he  had.  no  further  communication 
to  make. 

Ordered,  That  a  message  be  sent  to  the  Sen- 
ate to  inform  them  that  this  House,  having  com- 
plete the  business  before  them,  are  now  ready 
to  adjourn ;  and  that  the  clerk  do  go  with  the 
said  message. 

The  clerk  accordingly  went  with  the  said 
message ;  and,  having  returned,  the  Speaker  ad- 
journed the  House  until  the  first  Monday  in 
November  next. 
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■Wednesday,  April  1, 1812. 

A  confidential  Message  was  received  from  the 
President  of  the  United  States,  by  Mr.  Coles, 
his  Secretary;  which  he  delivered  in  at  the 
Speaker's  table:  Whereupon,  the  House  was 
cleared  of  all  persons  except  the  Members,  Clerk, 
Sergeant-at-Arms,  and  Doorkeeper,  and  the 
doors  were  closed. 

The  Message  was  then  read  at  the  Clerk's 
table,  and  is  as  follows  : 

To  the  Senate  and  House  of 

Sepresentatives  of  the  United  States  : 
Considering  it  as  expedient,  under  existing  ciicum- 
stances  and  prospects,  that  a  general  embargo  be 
laid  on  all  vessels  now  in  port,  or  hereafter  arriving, 
for  the  period  of  sixty  days,  I  recommend  the  im- 
mediate passage  of  a  law  to  that  effect. 

JAMES  MADISON. 
Apkil  1.  1812. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  Poetee,  the  Message  was 
referred  to  the  committee  appointed  on- that 
part  of  the  President's  Message  at  the  com- 
mencement of  the  session,  which  relates  to  For- 
eign Relations. 

And,  after  a  short  lapse  of  time,  Mr.  Poetee, 
from  the  Committee  on  Foreign  Relations,  to 
whom  was  referred  the  above-cited  Message  of 
the  President  of  the  United  States,  presented  a 
biU  laying  an  embargo  on  all  ships  and  vessels 
in  the  ports  and  harbors  of  the  United  States ; 
which  was  read  twice,  and  committed  to  a 
Committee  of  the  whole  House  to-day. 

The  House  accordingly  resolved  itself  into 
a  Committee  of  tha  Whole  on  the  said  bill; 
and, 

Mr.  Boyd  then  moved  to  amend  it  by  striking 


ont  of  the  first  section  sixty  days,  and  insert 
one  hundred  and  twenty  days.  He  said  a  gen- 
tleman declared  the  measure  to  be  a  precursor 
to  war — ^the  time  will  be  much  too  short  for 
the  great  amount  of  American  property  now 
abroad  to  return ;  the  motion  was  negatived. 

Mr.  Seybekt  viewed  the  subject  as  of  vast 
importance ;  he  considered  that  the  proposition 
came  to  the  House  in  a  very  questionable 
shape ;  he  wanted  information,  and  he  called 
upon  the  Committee  of  Foreign  Relations  to 
say  whether  it  is  to  be  considered  as  a  peace 
measure  or  a  precursor  to  war. 

Mr.  Geundy  (one  of  the  committee)  said  hp 
was  willing  to  answer  the  very  proper  inquiry 
of  the  gentleman  from  Pennsylvania,  (Mr. 
Seybeet,)  that  he  understands  it  as  a  war 
measure,  and  it  is  meant  that  it  shall  lead  di- 
rectly to  it ;  that  with  any  other  view  there 
can  be  no  propriety  in  it ;  as  a  peace  measure, 
he  had  no  idea  that  the  President  would  have 
recommended  it,  nor  would  the  committee  have 
agreed  to  it.  He  hoped  the  gentleman  from 
Pennsylvania  would  now  be  satisfied,  and  pre- 
pare his  mind  to  vote  for  it.. 

Mr.  MoKeb  objected  to  the  last  section,  on 
account  of  the  penalties  which  it  proposed, 
which  he  considered  altogether  nnimportant, 
as  it  is  to  be  a  precursor  to  war,  it  being  merely 
precautionary  and  for  a  short  time.  He  made 
some  other  inquiries  rejecting  the  section,  and 
why  such  provisions  were  in  it. 

Mr.  PoETER  said  the  bill  was  draughted  ac- 
cording to  the  wishes  and  directions  of  the 
Secretary  of  the  Treasury. 

Mr.  Stow  said  the  subject  before  the  com- 
mittee ought  to  be  considered  of  very  gi'eat  im- 
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portanoe.  If,  as  Bome  gentlemen  say,  it  is  a 
precursor  to  war,  there  were  some  very  serious 
questions  to  be  asked — ^What  is  the  situation  of 
our  fortresses  ?  What  is  the  situation  of  our 
country  generally?  He  would  answer,  they  are 
defenceless,  particularly  the  fortifications  in 
New  York,,  which  are  unmanned  and  unarmed. 
He  said  this  fact  appeared  by  a  letter  now  in 
possession  of  a  member  of  the  House,  which 
has  very  lately  been  received  from  Judge  Liv- 
ingston, of  New  York.  Mr.  S.  said,  that  to  try 
the  question  whether  we  will  now  lay  an  em- 
bargo, he  moved  that  the  first  section  of  thebUl 
be  stricken  out. 

Mr.  Clay  (the  Speakee)  then  warmly  express- 
ed his  satisfaction  and  fuU  approbation  of  the 
Message,  and  the  proposition  now  before  the 
Committee.  He  approved  of  it  because  it  is  to 
be  viewed  as  a  direct  precursor  to  war.  He 
did  not  wish  upon  this  occasion  to  hear  of  the 
opinion  of  Brockholst  Livingston  or  &ny  other 
man.  No  gentleman  can  question  the  pro- 
priety of  the  proposition.  Gentlemen  who  said 
60  much  about  the  want  of  preparation  are  not 
for  war.  He  considered  this  a  war  measure, 
and  as  such  he  should  discuss  it.  Sir,  said  Mr.  0., 
after  the  pledges  we  have  made,  and  the  stand 
we  have  taken,  are  we  now  to  cover  ourselves 
with  shame  and  indelible  disgrace  by  retreat- 
ing from  the  measures  and  grounds  we  have 
taken?  He  then  stated  our  measures,  our 
pledges,  and  the  great  injuries  and  abuses  we 
have  received.  He  said,  what  would  disgrace 
an  individual  under  certain  circumstances  would 
digrace  a  nation.  And  what  would  you  think 
of  one  individual  who  had  thus  conducted  to 
another,  and  should  then  retreat?  He  did  not 
think  we  were  upon  this  occasion  in  the  least 
embarrassed  by  the  conduct  of  France  in  burn- 
ing our  vessels ;  thaf  may  be  a  subject  of  future 
consideration.  We  have  complete  evidence  as 
to  the  enemy  whom  we  have  selected.  As  weak 
and  imbecile  as  we  are,  we  would  combine 
France  if  necessary.  He  said  there  was  no  in- 
trinsic difficulty  or  terror  in  the  war:  there 
was  no  terror  except  what  arises  from  \the 
novelty.  Where  are  we  to  come  in  contact  with 
our  enemy  ?  On  our  own  continent.  If  gen- 
tlemen please  to  call  these  sentiments  Quixotic, 
he  would  say  he  pitied  them  for  their  sense  of 
honor.  We  know  no  pains  have  been  spared  to 
viUify  the  Government.  If  we  now  proceed  we 
shall  be  supported  by  the  people.  Many  of  our 
people  have  not  believed  that  war  is  to  take 
place.  They  have  been  wilfully  blinded.  He 
was  willing  to  give  them  further  notice.  It  re- 
mains for  us  to  say  whether  we  wiU  shrink  or 
foUow  up  the  patriotic  conduct  of  the  President. 
As  an  American  and  a  member  of  this  House, 
he  felt  a  pride  that  the  Executive  had  recom- 
mended this  measure. 

Mr.  Eandolph  said  he  was  so  impressed  with 
the  importance  of  the  subject  and  the  solenmity 
of  the  occasion,  that  he  could  not  be  silent.  Sir, 
said  Mr.  E.,  we  are  now  in  conclave ;  the  eyes 
of  the  surrounding  world  are  not  upon  us.  We  | 
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are  shut  up  here  from  the  light  of  Heaven;  but 
the  eyes  of  God  are  upon  us.  He  knows  the 
spirit  of  our  minds.  Shall  we  deliberate  upon 
this  subject  with  the  spirit  of  sobriety  and  can- 
dor, or  with  that  spirit  which  has  too  often 
characterized  our  discussions  upon  occasions 
like  the  present  ?  We  ought  to  realize  that  we 
are  in  the  presence  of  that  God  who  knows  our 
thoughts  and  motives,  and  to  whom  we  must 
hereafter  render  an  account  for  the  deeds  done 
in  the  body.  HeWboped  the  spirit  of  party  and 
every  improper  passion  would  be  exorcised,  that 
our  hearts  might  be  as  pure  and  clean  as  fall  to 
the  lot  of  human  nature. 

He  was  confident  in  declaring  that  this  was 
not  a  measure  of  the  Executive — ^that  it  was 
engendered  by  an  extensive  excitement  upon 
the  Executive.  He  agreed  with  the  gentleman 
from  Pennsylvania  (Mr.  Seybeet)  that  it  comes 
to  us  in  a  very  questioTidble  shape,  or  rather  in 
an  unquestionable  shape — -whose  ever  measure 
it  is,  the  people  of  the  United  States  will  con- 
sider it  as  a  subteriuge  for  war ;  as  a  retreat 
from  the  battle.  We  some  years  ago  resolved 
that  we  must  have  war,  embargo,  or  submission 
—we  have  not  had  war  or  submitted — we  must 
therefore  have  embargo.  It  appears  to  be  lim- 
ited to  sixty  days ;  at  the  expiration  of  that  time 
wUl  any  one  say  we  shall  be  prepared  for  war  ? 
Sir,  we  are  in  the  situation  of  a  debtor  who 
promises  to  pay  his  note  at  the  bank  in  sixty 
days — ^we  shaU  prolong  the  time  sixty  iays, 
and  sixty  days  after  that,  until  deferred  hope 
makes  the  heart  sick.  He  would  tell  the  honor- 
able Speaker  that,  at  the  end  of  sixty  days,  we 
shaU  not  have  war,  and  the  reason  is,  the  Ex- 
ecutive dare  not  plunge  the  nation  into  a  war 
in  our  unprepared  state. 

Mr.  BoTD,  of  New  Jersey,  said,  while  he  ad- 
mitted the  fire  and  spirit  of  the  honorable 
Speaker,  he  thought  he  would  do  well  to  be 
considerate.  He  asked  whether  we  were  pre- 
pared to  assail  our  enemy,  or  repel  her  attacks? 
He  asked,  whether  it  is  wise  in  an  unarmed  na- 
tion, as  we  are,  to  commence  hostilities  against 
one  so  completely  prepared  ? 

The  motion  to  strike  out  the  first  section  was 
lost — ayes  35,  noes  70. 

Mr.  Seybeet  said,  that  in  voting  for  the  sev- 
eral important  measures  which  Congress  have 
agreed  to  this  session,  he  felt  himself  pledged  to 
go  to  war ;  that  he  was  in  favor  of  an  embargo 
as  a  precautionary  measure  and  precursor  to 
war.  When  we  voted  for  the  twenty-five  thou- 
sand men  he  supposed  the  Executive  intended 
war — but  he  has  now  such  information  from  a 
friend  in  whom  he  confides,  as  leads  him  to  be- 
lieve that  offensive  operations  are  not  meant. 
We  ought  to  be  better  prepared  before  we  en- 
gage in  war.  He  had  observed  in  the  Balti- 
more papers  that  the  British  have  ordered  a 
squadron  and  twenty  thousand  men  for  our  coast- 
Mr.  Smilie  expressed  his  surprise  at  the  ob- 
servations of  his  friend  and  colleague :  he  did 
not  know  from  what  quarter  he  had  obtained 
his  information,  that  the  President  does  not 


546 


ABRIDGMENT  OF  THE 


Confidential  Supplemental  Journal — Embargo  Bill. 


mean  war.  Does  he  believe  he  has  all  this 
time  been  deceiving  the  Legislature !  He  had 
heard  but  one  sentiment  from  the  President, 
which  is,  that  we  must  make  v>ar  unless  Great 
Britain  relents.  The  President  had  always  sup- 
posed that  the  embargo  must  precede  war — the 
only  difference  has  been  as  to  the  time,  which 
has  been  finally  compromised.  The  embargo 
is  intended  as  a  war  measure.  He  would  assure 
his  colleague  it  was  intended  by  both  the  Ex- 
ecutive and  the  Committee  of  Foreign  Rela- 
tions. That  being  now  up,  he  would  observe 
that,  at  the  beginning  of  the  session,  he  was  not 
so  warm  for  war  as  many  were,  but  he  was  for 
commercial  restrictions.  He  was  not  for  the 
twenty-five  thousand  men;  but  as  the  House 
have  determined  otherwise  he  would  now  go  to 
war — if  we  now  recede  we  shall  be  a  reproach 
among  all  nations. 

Mr.  Sbtbebt  then  said,  that  his  intention  was 
to  resist  seriously  Great  Britain ;  he  would  be 
plain ;  but  he  was  not  for  going  to  war  unpre- 
pared. When  the  bill  for  raising  the  twenty- 
five  thousand  men  was  before  the  House,  it  was 
then  declared  to  be  according  to  the  wishes  of 
the  Secretary  at  War — since  that  time  the  Sec- 
retary has  said  it  was  not  his  wish,  from  which 
he  concluded  it  was  not  the  wish  of  the  Presi- 
dent. 

Mr.  Randolph  proposed  to  read,  from  memo- 
randa in  his  possession,  of  what  occurred  in  the 
Committee  of  Foreign  Relations,  and  a  confer- 
ence between  them  and  the  Secretary  of  State ; 
which  was  objected  to. 

Mr.   Bassetx   (Chairman)   considered    it  in 
order. 
Mr.  Calhoun  appealed. 
The   Chairman's   decision  was  confirmed — 
yeas  60. 

Mr.  Randolph  said,  it  will  appear  that  the 
embargo  is  not  preparatory  to  war,  that  is  to 
say,  It  was  not  necessarily  so,  and  of  course  not 
of  the  character  which  thie  Speaker  has  con- 
sidered It.  From  his  minutes  .(among  other 
facts)  it  appeared  that  Mr,  Monroe  said  to  the 
committee  that  the  President  thought  we  ought 
to  declare  war  before  we  adjourn,  unless  Great 
Britain  recedes,  of  which  there  was  no  pros- 
pect. That  there  was  conversation  about  an 
embargo.  Mr.  Monroe  was  asked  by  some  of 
the  committee  whether  the  Presideut  would 
recommend  it  by  message ;  he  answered  that  ie 
"would,  if  he  could  be  assured  it  would  be  ac- 
ceptable to  the  House.  He  also  said  Mr.  Bar- 
low had  been  instructed  to  represent  to  the 
French  Government  our  sense  of  the  injuries 
received,  and  to  press  upon  them  our  demands 
for  reparation — that  if  she  refused  us  justice, 
the  embargo  would  leave  the  policy  as  respects 
France,  and  indeed  of  both  countries,  in  our 
hands.  He  was  asked  if  any  essential  altera- 
tions would  be  made  within  sixty  days,  in  the 
defence  of  our  maritime  frontier  or  seaports  ? 
Mr.  M.  answered  that  pretty  considerable  pre- 
parations would  be  made.  He  said  New  York 
was  in  a  respectable  state  of  defence,  but  not 


such  as  to  resist  a  formidable  fleet ;  but  that  it 
was  not  to  be  expected  that  such  a  kind  of  war 
would  be  carried  on.  It  was  replied  that  >ve 
must  expect  what  commonly  happens  in  wars. 
Mr.  M.  said  that,  although  a  great  distress  and 
injury  might  take  place  in  one  part  of  the  Union, 
it  would  not  essentially  affect  the  population  or 
resources  of  the  Union  at  large.  As  to  the  pre- 
pared state  of  the  country,  he  said,  in  case  of  a 
declaration  of  war,  the  President  would  not 
feel  himself  bound  to  take  upon  himself  more 
than  his  share  of  the  responsibility.  Mr.  M. 
said  that  the  unprepared  state  of  the  country 
was  the  only  reason  why  ulterior  measures 
should  be  deferred. 

Mr.  R.  then  said  that  the  step  we  are  about 
taking  is  too  high  a  price  to  pay  for  the  con- 
sistency of  gentlemen  who  think  they  have  gone 
too  far  to  recede ;  it  is  too  expensive  to  bolster 
them  up  in  this  way.  He  asked  what  will  be 
the  situation  of  this  people  in  sixty  days  ?  Put 
your  note  into  the  bank,  and  see  how  soon  it 
will  be  out.  "What  will  be  the  situation  of  this 
unhappy,  misguided  country  ?  What  would  it 
have  been  for  sixty,  one  hundred,  or  three  hun- 
dred and  sixty-five  days  past  ?  He  had  hoped 
not  to  have  seen  the  old  story  of  the  dog  wor- 
rying the  cat,  &c.,  realized.  Are  the  majority, 
in  donsequence  of  having  been  goaded  by  the 
presses,  to  plunge  the  people  into  a  war  by 
bringing  them  first  to  the  whipping-post  and 
then  by  exciting  their  spirit  ?  He  would  assure 
the  House  the  spirit  of  the  people  is  not  up  to 
it  at  this  time ;  if  so,  there  would  be  no  necessity 
of  those  provocations  to  excite  this  false  spirit 
— this  kind  of  Dutch  courage.  If  you  mean 
war,  if  the  spirit  of  the  country  is  up  to  it,  why 
have  you  been  spending  five  months  in  idle  de- 
bate? 

Messrs.  Getjndt  and  Calhoun  said  they  were 
not  impressed  with  a  recollection  of  the  facts 
which  occurred  before  the  Committee  of  Foreign 
Relations  in  the  same  manner  as  had  been  stated 
by  Mr.  Randolph.  They  did  not  recollect  that 
Mr.  Monroe  said  the  embargo  would  leave  the 
policy,  as  respects  both  belligerents,  in  our 
hands. 

Mr.  PoETEB  said  he  was  in  favor  of  an  em- 
bargo, as  a  measure  which  ought  to  precede 
war ;  but  it  was  very  impoi-tant  that  we  should 
be  prepared  before  we  commence  war.  He 
did  not  believe  it  was  possible  to  commence  it 
with  safety  within  four  months  from  this  time. 
Such  a  measure  as  an  embargo  would  be  of 
immense  injury  to  the  State  of  New  York, 
•on  account  of  their  flour  which  has  gone  to 
•market. 

The'  committee  rose  and  reported  the  bill 
without  amendment,  and  the  question  was, 
Shall  it  be  engrossed  for  a  third  reading  ? 

Mr.  QuDJOY  then  moved  that  the  injunction 
of  secrecy  be  taken  off  from  the  proceedings. 

Mr.  Pitkin  said  there  was  but  one  precedent 
of  an  embargo  being  passed  with  closed  doors. 

The  ayes  and  noes  were  agreed  to  be  taken 
on  Mr.  Quejot's  motion. 
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Mr.  Weight  then  made  a  question  of  order 
on  Mr.  Qthkoy's  motion. 

The  Speakee  decided  it  was  not  in  order, 
another  qnestion  being  before  the  Honse. 

Mr.  Little  then  moved  the  previous  ques- 
tion, which  he  soon  withdrew. 

Mr.  Stow  then  expressed  his  alarm  and  as- 
tonishment at  the  conrse  we  are  taking.  He 
said  the  country  was  wholly  unprepared  to 
enter  into  a  war  within  the  time  which  had 
been  mentioned.  He  warned  gentlemen  of  their 
danger,  and  the  ruin  which  threatened  our  de- 
fenceless towns.  The  authority  which  he  had 
cited  ought  to  have  more  weight  than  the  hear- 
says of  some  young  members  in  this  House. 
The  elections  of  the  maritime  parts  of  the  coun- 
try will  put  your  places  into  the  possession  of 
your  political  adversaries.  You  may  be  assured 
you  tread  on  deceitful  ground.  The  intelligent 
party  of  the  community  at  the  North  are  against 
the  war.  There  is  no  calculating  the  injury  it 
will  be  to  the  State  of  New  York. 

Mr.  Bassett  spoke  in  favor  of  the  measure, 
and  respecting  the  injuries  we  have  received 
from  Great  Britain. 

Mr.  EoBEETS  then  moved  for  the  previous 
question. 

Mr.  Sheffet  called  for  the  ayes  and  noes. 

The  motion  for  the  previous  question  was 
carried — ayes  66,  noes  40. 

The  question  was.  Shall  the  bill  he  engrossed 
for  a  third  reading  ? — Carried — ayes  71,  noes  30. 

The  question  was  then,  on  what  day  shall  it 
be  read  ? 

Mr.  Geuudt  moved  it  be  read  immediately. 

Mr.  Maoon  proposed  to-morrow. 

Mr.  QuiNCT  said  (it  then  being  half-past 
seven  o'clock  in  the  evening)  he  had  not  been 
able  to  take  any  part  in  the  debate ;  that  the 
measure  which  had  been  thus  hurried,  was  ex- 
tremely interesting  to  his  immediate  constitu- 
ents, and  he  was  very  anxious  to  express  Ms 
sentiments  upon  it — but  he  was  so  fatigued  with 
the  tedious  sitting,  that  he  was  unable  to  do  it 
this  evening,  and  hoped  the  House  would  in- 
dulge him  until  to-morrow.  He  would  not 
condescend  to  debate  such  a  question  in  the 
present  state  of  the  House,  and  he  asked  for  the 
ayes  and  noes  on  Mr.  Macon's  motion,  which 
were  agreed  to  be  taken. 

Mr.  D.  E.  Wn:.iiW.MS  said  he  was  desirous  to 
grant  the  request  of  the  gentleman  from  Massa- 
chusetts. It  was  in  his  opinion  a  very  reasona- 
ble one.  The  deportment  of  the  other  side  of 
the  House  had,  during  the  whole  of  the  session, 
been  very  gentlemanly  towards  the  majority; 
and,  sir,  said  he,  wiU  you  now  refuse  to  give 
them  an  opportunity  to  express  their  sentiments 
upon  a  measure  which,  in  their  view,  is  im- 
portant ?  He  said  that  policy  on  the  part  of 
the  majority  ought  to  dictate  the  indulgence 
asked  for.  The  majority  now  stand  on  high 
ground — what  will  be  said,  and  what  wiU  be 
the  consequence  of  a  refusal?  We  shall  lose 
the  ground  on  which  we  now  stand. 
Mr.  Macon  was  of  the  same  opinion;  he 


thought  the  minority  had  acted  with  more  pro- 
priety than  he  ever  knew  in  a  minority. 

Mr.  Weight  objected,  although  he  was  will- 
ing to  acknowledge  the  minority  had  conducted 
with  propriety. 

Mr.  Nelson  said  it  appeared  to  him  that  ac- 
cording to  the  importance  of  subjects,  so  is  our 
precipitancy.  Is  the  minority  thus  to  be  dra- 
gooned into  this  measure  ?  For  one,  he  wished 
to  reflect  upon  it.  The  first  intimation  he  had 
of  this  measure,  %as  the  Message.  If  it  is  in- 
tended as  a  precautionary  measure,  as  the  pre- 
cursor to  war,  as  some  gentlemen  have  treated 
it,  it  is  a  question  of  doubt  in  his  mind.  He 
thought  it  better  to  arm  our  merchantmen ;  to 
grant  letters  of  marque  and  reprisal ;  and  re- 
peal our  non-importation  law.  We  have  al- 
ready suffered  enough  under  our  restrictive  sys- 
tem. If  we  pass  the  bill  to-night,  it  cannot  be 
a  law  until  the  other  branch  act  upon  it.  When 
we  are  going  to  war,  it  will  be  well  known  that 
we  have  the  spontaneous  support  of  more  than 
one-half  the  community. 

Mr.  Alston  said  he  would  have  voted  on  the 
motion,  if  the  gentleman  had  not  asked  for  the 
ayes  and  noes ;  hut  as  he  appears  desirous  to 
marshal  one  side  of  the  House  against  the 
other,  he  was  not  disposed  to  gratify  bun  in 
his  request. 

Mr.  Widgeet  declared  war  to  be  inevitable, 
and  it  ought  not  to  be  delayed ;  on  this  account 
he  was  against  postponing  the  bill  until  to- 
morrow. If  we  do  it  at  all,  it  ought  to  be 
speedily.  It  is  not  to  be  believed  that  argu- 
ment wiU  change  a  single  vote.  The  responsi- 
bility is  on  the  majority. 

.  The  question  on  reading  to-morrow  was  neg- 
atived— 57  to  54. 

It  was  then  read  a  third  time ;  and  on  the 
question,  Shall  the  biU  pass?  it  was  carried — 
ayes  70,  noes  41. 

Ordered,  That  the  title  be,  "  An  act  laying 
an  embargo  on  all  ships  and  vessels  in  the  ports 
and  harbors  of  the  United  States  for  a  limited 
time." 

Mr.  Getcstdt  and  Mr.  Weight  were  appointed 
a  committee  to  carry  the  said  bill  to  the  Senate, 
and  to  inform  them  that  the  House  of  Eepre- 
sentatives  have  passed  the  same,  in  confidence, 
and  to  desire  their  concurrence  therein. 

And  the  doors  were  then  opened. 


Thuesdat,  April  2. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  Geundt,  the  House  was 
cleared  of  all  persons  except  the  members, 
Clerk,  Sergeant-at-Arms,  and  Doorkeeper,  and 
the  doors  were  closed. 

Mr.  Geundt,  from  the  Committee  on  Foreign 
Eelations,  presented  a  bill  "  in  addition  to  the 
act,  entitled  'An  act  to  raise  an  additional  mili- 
tary force,  passed  the  eleventh  of  January,' " 
1812,  which  was  read  twice,  and  committed  to 
a  Committee  of  the  Whole  to-day. 

A  question  was  made  and  taken,  whether  the 
provisions  contained  in  the  bUl  were  of  such  a 
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nature  as  to  require  secrecy  in  the  discussion, 
and  passed  in  the  affirmative— yeas  Tl,  nays  34. 

The  House  then  resolved  itself  into  a  Com- 
mittee of  the  Whole  on  the  said  bill ;  and,  after 
some  time  spent  therein,  the  bill  was  reported 
without  amendment,  and  ordered  to  be  en- 
gi-ossed,  and  read  the  third  time  to-day. 

The  said  bill  was  accordingly  engrossed,  and 
read  the  third  time ;  and,  on  the  question  that  the 
same  do  pass,  it  was  resolved  in  the  affirmative 
— yeas  73,  nays  20. 

Ordered,  That  the  title  be,  "  An  act  in  addi- 
tion to  the  act,  entitled  '  An  act  to  raise  an  ad- 
ditional military  force,  passed  on  the  eleventh 
of  January,  1812.'" 

Messrs.  Oalhoto  and  "Williams  were  ap- 
pointed a  committee  to  carry  the  said  bill  to  the 
Senate,  and  to  inform  them  that  the  House  of 
Representatives  have  passed  the  same,  in  confi- 
dence, and  to  desire  their  concurrence  therein. 

The  doors  were  then  opened. 


Feidat,  April  8. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  Getwdt,  the  House  was 
cleared,  and  the  doors  were  closed. 

A  motion  was  then  made  by  Mr.  Geitndt, 
that  the  House  do  come  to  the  following  reso- 
lution : 

Resolved,  That  a  committee  be  appointed  to  inquire 
whether  there  has  been  any,  and  if  any,  what  viola- 
tion of  the  secrecy  imposed  by  this  House  during  the 
present  session,  as  to  certain  of  its  proceedings,  and 
that  the  said  committee  have  power  to  send  for  per- 
sons, papers,  and  records. 

And  the  question  thereon  being  taken,  it 
passed  in  the  affirmative — ^yeas  106,  nays  3. 

Messrs.  GRtnrDT,  Teotjp,  Eobbets,  Beeoken- 
BiDGB,  and  Tallmadge,  were  appointed  the  com- 
mittee. 

Mr.  PoETEE,  from  the  Committee  on  Foreign 
Relations,  presented  a  bill  authorizing  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  United  States  to  appoint  additional 
Brigadier  Generals,  in  certain  oases ;  which  was 
read  the  first  time :  When  a  message  was  re- 
ceived from  the  Senate,  by  a -committee  of  that 
body,  appointed  for  the  purpose,  consisting  of 
Messrs.  Bibb  and  Campbell,  of  Tennessee,  no- 
tifying the  House  that  the  Senate  have  passed 
the  bill,  entitled  "  An  act  laying  an  embargo  on 
all  ships  and  vessels  in  the  ports  and  harbors  of 
the  United  States,  for  a  limited  time,"  with 
amendments ;  in  which  they  desire  the  concur- 
rence of  the  Hoitse. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  Pobtee,  the  bill  reported 
by  the  Committee  on  Foreign  Relations,  this 
day,  was  ordered  to  lie  on  the  table. 

The  House  proceeded  to  consider  the  amend- 
ments of  the  Senate  to  the  bill,  entitled  "  An 
act  laying  an  embargo  on  all  ships  and  vessels 
in  the  ports  and  harbors  of  the  United  States;" 
and  the  said  amendments  being  read  at  the 
Clerk's  table,  a  motion  was  made  by  Mr.  Lewis, 
that  the  said  bills  and  amendments  be  postponed 
indefinitely.  • 

Mr.  QumcT  expressed  ia  strong  -terms  his  ab- 


horrence of  the  measure.  He  said  that  if  he 
believed  it  to  be  a  preparation  for  war,  he 
should  have  a  less  indignant  sense  of  the  injijry 
than  he  felt  now,  as  he  deemed  it  pure,  unso- 
phisticated, reinstated  embargo.  The  limita- 
tion of  sixty  or  ninety  days  gave  little  consola- 
tion or  hope  to  him,  because  he  knew  how 
easily  {he  same  power  which  originated  could 
continue  this  oppressive  measure. 

He  said  that  his  objection  was,  that  it  was 
not  what  it  pretended  to  be ;  and  was  what  it 
pretended  not  to  be.  That  it  was  not  embargo 
preparatory  to  war ;  but,  that  it  was  embargo 
as  a  substitute  for  the  question  of  declaring 
war.  It  was  true  that  it  was  advocated  as  a 
step  incipient  to  a  state  of  war,  and  by  way  of 
preparation  for  it,  by  gentlemen  whose  sincerity 
he  was  bound  to  respect.  He  could  not,  how- 
e^^r,  yield  the  conviction  of  his  senses  and  re- 
flections to  their  asseverations ;  nor  declare,  in 
complaisance  to  any,  let  them  be  as  respectable 
as  they  might,  that  he  saw  in  this  measure  more 
or  less  than  its  features  indicated. 

Is  this  embargo  what  it  pretends  to  be — ^pre- 
paration for  war  ?  In  the  first  place,  no  sudden 
attack  is  expected  from  Great  Britain.  It  is 
not  suggested  that  we  have  a  tittle  of  evidence 
relative  to  any  hostility  of  her  temper  which  is 
not  possessed  by  the  whole  community.  The 
President  has  not  communicated  to  us  one  docu- 
ment or  reason  for  the  measure.  His  Message 
merely  notifies  to  us  his  will  and  pleasure. 

An  embargo,  as  preparatory  to  war,  presup- 
poses some  new  and  hidden  danger,  not  known 
to  the  mercantile  commnnity.  In  such  case, 
when  the  Government  sees  a  danger  of  which 
the  merchant  is  unapprised,  it  may  be  wise  to 
stay  the  departure  of  property  until  the  natui-e 
and  extent  of  it  can  be  explained,  hut  not  a 
moment  longer.  For,  let  the  state  of  things  be 
that  of  war  or  peace,  the  principle  is  precisely 
the  same.  The  interest  which  the  community 
has  in  the  property  of  individuals  is  best  pre- 
served by  leaving  its  management  to  the  in- 
terest of  the  immediate  proprietor,  after  he  is 
made  acquainted  with  aU  the  circumstances  of 
the  times  which  have  a  tendency  to  increase  its 
exposure. 

The  reason  of  an  embargo,  considered  as  an 
incipient  step  to  war,  is  either  to  save  our  prop- 
erty from  depredation  abroad,  or  keep  proper- 
ty which  we  want  at  home.  Now  it  happens 
that  the  nature  of  the  great  mass  of  our  exports 
is  such  that  there  is  little  danger  of  depredation 
from  the  enemy  we  pretend  to  fear  abroad,  and 
little  want  of  the  articles  most  likely  to  be  ex- 
posed at  home.  The  total  export  of  last  year 
amounted,  as  appears  by  the  report  of  the  Sec- 
retary of  the  Treasury,  to  $45,000,000.  It  also 
appears  by  that  report,  our  exports  to  Great 
Britain  and  her  dependencies,  and  also  to  those 
of  Spain  and  Portugal,  were  $38,500,000.  Near- 
ly seven-eighths  in  value  of  our  whole  exports 
have  been,  and  continue  to  be,  to  the  dominions 
of  that  very  power  from  which  so  much  is  pre- 
tended to  be  apprehended.     Now,  it  is  well 
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known  that  these  articles  are  of  very  great  ne- 
cessity and  importance  to  her,  and  whether, 
evep  in  the  case  of  actual  war  between  our 
countries,  Great  Britain  would  capture  them, 
might  he  questionable.  But  that  she  would 
capture  them  on  the  mere  preparation,  before 
one  really  hostile  act  was  committed  on  our 
part,  is  not  only  unreasonable,  but  absolutely 
absurd  to  expect.  This  very  commerce  which, 
by  the  passing  of  this  bill,  you  indicate  it  is  her 
intention  to  prohibit  or  destroy,  it  is  her  obvi- 
ous and  undeniable  policy  to  unite  and  cherish ; 
besides,  the  articles  are  in  a  very  great  propor- 
tion perishable,  which,  by  this  embargo,  are  to 
be  prohibited  from  going  to  market.  Which  is 
best — ^to  keep  them  at  home,  to  a  certain  loss 
and  probable  ruin,  or  adventure  them  abroad 
to  a  possible  loss  and  highly  probable  gain? 
Ask  your  merchant.     Ask  common  sense. 

But  it  is  said  "we  must  protect  our  mer- 
chants." Heaven  help  our  merchants  from 
embargo-protection/  It  is  also  said  that  "the 
present  condition  of  things  has  been  brought 
upon  the  country  by  the  merchants ;  that  it 
was  their  clamor,  in  1805  and  1806,  which  first 
put  Congress  upon  this  system  of  coercive  re- 
striction, of  which  they  now  so  much  complain." 
It  is  true  that,  in  those  years,  the  merchants 
did  petition ;  not  for  embargo,  not  for  commer- 
cial embarrassment  and  annihilation,  but  for 
protection.  They,  at  that  time,  really  thought 
that  this  national  Government  was  formed  for 
protection,  aud  that  it  had  at  heart  the  pros- 
perity of  all  the  great  interests  of  the  country. 
If  "it  was  a  grievous  fault,  grievously  have  the 
merchants  answered  it."  They  asked  you  for 
relief,  and  you  sent  them  embarrassment.  They 
asked  you  for  defence,  and  you  imposed  em- 
bargo. They  "asked  bread,  and  you  gave  them 
a  stone."  They  "asked  a  fish,  and  you  gave 
them  a  serpent."  Grant  that  the  fault  was 
great,  suppose  that  they  did  mistake  the  nature 
and  character  of  the  Government,  is  the  penalty 
they  incurred  by  this  error  never  to  be  remit- 
ted? Permit  them  once  to  escape,  and  my 
word  for  it,  they  will  never  give  you  an  apology 
for  this  destructive  protection.  If  they  do,  they 
will  richly  deserve  all  the  misery  which,  under 
the  name  of  protection,  you  can  find  means  to 
visit  upon  them.  Your  tender  mercies  are 
cruelties.  The  merchants  hate  and  spurn  this 
ruinous  defence. 

Mr.  Q.  then  took  notice  of  an  intimation 
which  had  been  thrown  out  in  relation  to  an 
express,  sent  off  on  the  day  preceding  the  Mes- 
sage of  the  President,  giving  notice  that  the 
embargo  would  be  proposed  the  ensuing  day. 
He  said  that  there  was  no  necessity  of  speaking 
of  that  matter  by  distant  allusions,  as  if  there 
was  any  thing  that  sought  concealment.  That 
is  not  an  affair^said  Mr.  Q.,  that  shnns  the  light. 
I  had  the  honor  and  the  happiness,  in  conjunc- 
tion with  another  member  of  this  House,  from 
the  State  of  New  York,  (Mr.  Emott,)  and  a 
Senator  from  Massachusetts,  (Mr.  Llotd,)  to 
transmit  that  intelligence  to  Philadelphia,  New 


York,  and  Boston,  by  an  express  which  started 
on  Tuesday  afternoon.  In  doing  this,  we  vio- 
lated no  obligation,  even  of  the  most  remote 
and  delicate  kind.  The  fact  that  the  Committee 
of  Foreign  Relations  had  decided  that  an  em- 
bargo should  be  proposed  on  "Wednesday,  was 
openly  avowed  here  on  Tuesday,  by  various 
members  of  that  committee,  to  various  members 
of  this  House.  Among  others,  I  was  informed 
of  it.  I  shall  always  be  grateful  to  the  gentle- 
man who  gave  n^^  that  information.  Indeed, 
the  whole  commercial  community  are  under 
great  obligations  to  the  Committee  of  Foreign 
Relations  for  their  feeling  and  patriotism  in 
resolving  on  that  disclosure.  It  enabled  us,  by 
anticipating  the  mail,  to  give  an  opportunity 
for  great  masses  of  property  to  escape  from  the 
ruin  our  Cabinet  was  meditating  for  them. 
Yes,  sir ;  to  escape  into  the  jaws  of  the  British 
lion,  and  of  the  French  tiger,  which  are  places 
of  refuge,  of  joy  and  delight,  when  compared 
with  the  grasp  and  fangs  of  this  hyena  em- 
bargo. "What  was  the  effect  of  this  informa- 
tion? "When  it  reached  Philadelphia,  the  whole 
mercantile  class  was  in  motion,  and  all  that  had 
it  in  their  power  were  flying  in  aU  directions 
from  the  coming  mischief,  as  if  it  were  a  plague 
and  a  pestilence.  Look,  at  this  moment,  on 
the  river  below  Alexandria,  and  the  poor  sea- 
men, towing  down  their  vessels  against  wind 
and  tide,  anxious  only  to  escape  from  a  country 
which  destroys  under  the  mask  of  preserving. 

Mr.  Gold. — The  first  object  with  a  wise  Le- 
gislature is.  Is  the  law  expedient  ?  The  second 
object,  which  should  never  for  a  moment  escape 
attention.  Can  the  law  be  executed?  Under 
the  first  head,  the  advocates  of  embargo  dis- 
claim the  measure  as  appertaining  to  the  odious 
restriction  system :  they  present  it  as  the  old- 
fashioned,  legitimate  precursor  of  war,  as  the 
provident  measure  of  Government  to  protect 
your  merchants  against  reprisals  resulting  from 
meditated  hostilities. 

In  this  view  can  you  be  prepared  for  war  at 
the  expiration  of  the  embargo  ?  "WiU  you  open 
your  campaign  at  mid-summer  ?  "Whatever  ap- 
pearance this  measure  may  now  assume,  the 
country  have  grounds  to  fear  a  relapse  into 
the  old  system — ^you  will  go  again  back  into 
Egypt. 

But,  on  the  second  head,  can  your  law  be 
executed  ?  Does  the  history  of  the  past  in  our 
own,  or  any  other  country,  warrant  such  an 
expectation?  Can  you  watch  the  extended 
line,  of  forty-five  degrees  north,  for  hundreds 
of  miles,  so  as  to  prevent  a  transit  for  commer- 
cial exchange,  indispensable  to  the  necessities 
of  the  country  ?  Ko,  sir,  it  is  a  vain  expecta- 
tion; your  army  of  25,000  could  not  prevent 
the  intercourse :  their  sympathies  would  rather 
lead  them  to  connive  at  what  they  could  not 
fail  to  see.  Great  Britain,  with  a  canvas  that 
whitens  every  sea,  her  revenue  boats  always  in 
motion,  and  tide  waters  at  every  inlet  or  ave- 
nue, has  not  been  able  to  prevent  the  smuggling 
in  of  about  one-half  the  tea  consumed  in  that 
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Kingdom.  Such  is  the  conviction  of  English 
writers  I  It  may  be  found  in  the  appendix  to 
McCartney's  Embassy,  and  in  the  Life  of  the 
second  Pitt.  Where  men  have  expended  their 
substance  in  purchasing  and  collecting  an  arti- 
cle for  export,  under  the  subsisting  faith  of  your 
laws  permitting  such  export,  it  is  not  mere  in- 
justice, but  cruelty  in  the  Government  towards 
its  citizens  to  arrest  such  a  commerce  by  an  ex 
post  facto  law,  and  consign  those  concerned  to 
the  prison  walls,  and  their  families  to  beggary. 
Nothing  short  of  the  most  imperious  necessity, 
the  safety  of  the  community,  can  justify  so  se- 
vere a  proceeding.  But,  sir,  with  a  single  ex- 
ception of  timber,  the  commerce  between  the 
northern  frontiers  and  Canada,  will,  for  the 
ninety  days  of  this  embargo,  be  little  else  than 
the  mere  exchange  of  articles  indispensably  ne- 
cessary to  the  poor  frontier  settlers.  How  are 
they  to  be  supplied  with  the  article  of  salt  ? 
Believe  me,  sir,  the  morality  of  no  part  of  the 
United  States,  or  of  any  nation  on  earth,  will 
restrain  persons  under  such  circumstances  from 
eluding  the  laws.  Does  any  man  believe  that 
this  frontier  traffic  is  not  as  beneficial  to  us  as 
to  ftur  enemies  ?  Can  your  law  fail  of  produc- 
ing more  injury  and  loss  to  the  United  States, 
than  benefit?  Have  you  not  witnessed,  sir, 
that  while  you  was  exercising  paternal  care  in 
enacting  an  embargo  by  water,  for  the  sea- 
board, that  our  merchants  and  navigators, 
roused  as  by  a  shock  of  thunder,  escaped  from 
your  shores,  with  their  vessels,  as  from  a  de- 
stroying angel — from  pestilence  and  death  ? 

Mr.  Bleeokee,  in  a  speech  of  about  twenty 
minutes,  made  an  able,  solemn,  and  impressive 
address  to  the  House,  urging  them  to  ponder, 
and  desist  from  the  dangerous  course  they 
were  pursuing,  and  forewarned  them  of  the 
calamitous  consequences  that  would  inevitably 
result. 

Mr.  MiTCHiLi.  said,  in  viewing  political  sub- 
jects and  dangers,  some  are  inclined  to  look 
through  political  miscroscopes,  which  diminish 
them;  others,  misled  by  their  imaginations, 
look  through  political  telescopes,  and  are  apt 
to  magnify  and  enhance  them.  He,  for  one, 
was  for  viewing  our  situation  with  his  naked 
optics — for  looking  at  it  as  it  really  is.  He 
could  not  be  considered  as  less  alive  to  the 
interests  and  happiness  of  the  inhabitants  of 
that  city,  respecting  whom  so  much  sensibility 
has  been  expressed,  than  any  other  gentleman. 
There  were  his  intimate  friends,  connections, 
and  what  little  property  he  possessed.  No  one 
could  feel  more  for  their  sufferings  under  com- 
mercial restrictions,  or  in  case  of  an  assault 
upon  it  by  the  enemy.  And  if  he  was  to  con- 
sult only  his  personal  sensibilities,  they  were 
all  in  favor  of  the  people  of  that  country  with 
whom  we  are  to  enter  into  a  coniiict.  He  has 
no  prejudice  against  them.  He  there  received 
his  education.  He  has  lived  in  North  and 
South  Britain.  From  actual  residence,  he 
knows  them  from  the  Grampian  Hills  to  Dover. 
He  knows  them,  however,  to  be  a  proud,  over- 


bearing nation.  From  former  residence,  and 
also  from  recent  intelligence,  (and  that  within 
a  few  days,  by  late  arrivals,)  he  knows  that 
they  consider  us  a  sort  of  a  generation  whom 
they  have  a  right  to  despise.  We  are  viewed 
in  this  unworthy,  degraded  situation,  not  on 
account  of  our  want  of  resources,  or  popula- 
tion ;  but  because  they  believe  we  cannot  stand 
together — that  we  have  no  confidence  in  our- 
selves— ^that  we  cannot  lead  armies  into  their 
countries.  Their  object  has  been,  since  the  year 
1806,  to  divide  and  distract  us,  and  to  prevent 
our  taking  efiScient  measures.  Sir,  what  has 
been  the  cause  of  our  present  condition  ?  It  is 
well  known  that,  in  1806,  he  was  made  the 
organ  of  his  constituents,  as  other  gentlemen 
were  for  Salem  and  other  commercial  places, 
to  present  to  Congress  their  plaints  and  wail- 
ings,  on  account  of  the  grievances  they  sufiered 
upon  the  subject  of  carrying  colonial  produce, 
and  the  continuity  of  voyage.  The  archives  of 
this  House  wiU  prove  this.  They  declared  they 
should  be  ruined  if  the  British  doctrine  should 
be  countenanced.  The  Government  were  goad- 
ed by  these  applications  for  relief.  The  Gov- 
ernment began,  and  continued  pacific  measures, 
until  we  have  got  into  our  present  situation. 

Mr.  WiDGEBT  spoke  with  much  warmth  in 
favor  of  the  embargo  and  war. 

Mr.  Stuaet  said,  if  it  was  in  order,  he  would 
ask  the  gentleman  from  Massachusetts  (Mr. 
Widgeet)  a  few  questions.  He  would  ask 
that  gentleman  if  he  was,  during  the  last  em- 
bargo, a  ship  owner  ?  If  so,  did  he  not  go  to 
England  during  the  embargo  ?  If  so,  how  did 
he  go? 

Mr.  WiDGEKT  answered  that  he  went  by 
water. 

The  Spbakeb  observed  these  questions  were 
not  in  order. 

Mr.  Stijaet  said  if  they  were  not  in  order  he 
would  sit  down. 

The  question  was  now  taken  on  indefinite 
postponement,  and  determined  in  the  negative 
— yeas  42,  nays  72. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  Eobeets,  the  previous 
question  was  demanded  by  a  majority  of  the 
members  present :  Whereupon  the  question  was 
taken,  in  the  form  prescribed  by  the  rules  and 
orders  of  the  House,  to  wit :  "  Shall  the  main 
question  be  now  put  ?"  and  passed  in  the  aifinn- 
ative — yeas  67,  nays  44. 

The  Speakee  then  decided  that  the  main 
question  to  now  put,  was:  "Will  the  House 
concur  with  the  Senate  in  the  amendments 
made  to  the  bill  ?"  and  not  upon  the  proposi- 
tion for  postponement. 

From  whi^  decision  Mr.  Eandolph  moved 
an  appeal ;  which  being  seconded,  the  question 
was  put,  "  Is  the  decision  of  the  Chair  correct  ?" 
and  decided  in  the  affirmative. 


Saiuedat,  April  4. 

The  House  was  cleared  of  all  persons,  and 
the  doors  were  closed. 
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Additional  Brigadier  Oenerah. 

The  Honse  resumed  the  consideration  of  the 
bill  authorizing  the  President  of  the  United 
States  to  appoint  additional  Brigadier  Generals, 
&c. 

Mr.  Sammons. — Mr.  Speaker :  If  those  officers 
are  intended  to  command  the  militia,  I  trust  in 
God  this  biU  will  not  pass.  What !  shall  our 
militia  be  commanded  by  officers  commissioned 
by  the  President?  Can  the  President  be  as 
well  acquainted  with  the  qualifications  and 
abilities  of  officers  in  the  militia  as  the  Gov- 
ernors of  the  States  ?  It  cannot  be  expected. 
What  spirit  can  be  in  the  people  to  support  the 
war  if  the  Federal  Government  takes  away  the 
right  of  the  States  to  appoint  the  officers  for 
commanding  their  militia  ?  If  our  Government 
takes  away  our  libei'ty,  is  it  necessary  to  con- 
tend with  a  foreign  Government  for  our  rights? 
In  former  times  the  officers  were  appointed  in 
such  parts  as  the  men  were  raised :  that  is  not 
the  case  now.  Some  time  in  the  session,  I  was 
told  by  some  of  the  Southern  members,  "we 
will  give  you  officers  if  you  will  find  the  men." 
It  is  a  fact,  that,  before  our  New  York  troops 
were  raised,  a  Major  from  North  Carolina  was 
-appointed ;  and  was  ordered  to  take  the  com- 
mand of  troops  enlisted  in  New  York.  Gov- 
ernor Hull's  son,  from  Detroit,  is  appointed  to 
the  command  of  one  of  our  companies,  and  is 
on  command  with  his  father  as  his  aid.  Where 
is  the  justice  ?  Shall  we  have  companies  with- 
out captains,  or  shall  the  United  States  pay  for 
two  captains  ?  (for  Hull  is  returned  in  Colonel 
Schuyler's  regiment  as  captain.)  He  cannot 
belong  there.  In  such  proceedings  I  almost 
tremble  for  the  consequence  to  mj  country. 

There  is  no  necessity  or  propriety  in  appoint- 
ing more  Generals,  in  my  opinion,  at  present, 
for  our  regulars — for  the  President  is  directed 
to  appoint  eight  Brigadiers  and  two  Major 
Generals.  I  believe  they  are  not  all  appointed, 
and  of  those  that  are  appointed,  I  hear  one  is 
sent  home  because  they  have  no  command  for 
him.  If  this  biU  passes,  onr  Government  wUl 
be  as  bad  as  that  of  Great  Britain  before  the 
Eevolution.  In  the  Declaration  of  Independ- 
ence we  complain  of  the  King,  that  "he  has 
erected  a  multitude  of  new  offices,  and  sent 
hither  swarms  of  officers  to  harass  our  people 
and  eat  out  their  substance."  But  if  those  ten 
Generals  are  not  sufficient,  this  House  has  pass- 
ed a  bill  at  the  request  of  the  President  of  the 
United  States  to  commission  and  appoint  the 
officers  for  fifty  thousand  militia  volunteers. 
There  are  limits  empowering  how  many  he 
shall  appoint — he  may  appoint  twelve  Briga- 
diers and  four  Major  Generals — ^wiU  not  that  be 
as  many  as  he  wanted  ? 


Monday,  April  13. 

A  confidential  message  was  received  from  the 

Senate  by  a  committee  of  that  body  appointed 

for  the  purpose,  consisting  of  Mr.  Vaentjm  and 

St.  Andbesoit,  notifying  the  House  that  the 


Senate  have  passed  the  bill,  entitled  "An  act  to 
prohibit  the  exportation  of  specie,  goods,  wares, 
and  merchandise,  for  a  lunited  time,"  with 
amendments ;  in  which  they  desire  the  concur- 
rence of  the  House. 

The  said  amendments  were  read  at  the  Clei-k's 
table :  When  a  motion  was  made  by  Mr.  Golds- 
borough  that  the  said  bill  be  posPponed  indefi- 
nitely. 

And  the  question  thereon  being  taken,  it  was 
determined  in  the  negative — yeas  35,  nays  62. 

The  question  Was  then  taken  to  concur  in  the 
said  amendments,  and  passed  in  the  affirmative. 

Mr.  Smilie  and  Mr.  Pleabasts  were  appoint- 
ed a  committee  to  deliver  a  message  to  the 
Senate,  and  inform  them  that  the  House  of  ' 
Representatives  have  concurred  in  their  amend- 
ment to  the  bill  aforesaid. 

The  doors  were  then  opened. 


TuBSDAT,  April  14. 

Mr.  Ceawfoed,  from  the  Joint  Committee  for 
Enrolled  Bills,  reported  that  the  committee  had 
examined  an  enrolled  bill  "  to  prohibit  the  ex- 
portation of  specie,  goods,  wares,  and  merchan- 
dise, for  a  limited  time,"  and  had  found  the 
same  to  be  truly  enrolled  :  When,  the  Speakeb 
signed  the  said  bill. 

Mr.  Ceawfoed  and  Mr.  Tuenee  were  ap- 
pointed a  committee  to  carry  the  said  biU  to 
the  Senate  for  the  signature  of  their  President. 

The  doors  were  then  opened ;  and  having  re- 
mained so  for  some  time,  they  were  again  closed ; 

When,  Mr.  Tuenee,  from  the  above-mentioned 
committee,  reported  that  the  committee  had 
presented  to  the  President  of  the  United  States 
the  said  bill,  and  that  they  were  instructed  by 
the  President  to  inform  the  two  Houses  that  he 
had  approved  and  signed  the  same. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  Calhoun,  the  injunction  of 
secrecy  imposed  upon  the  said  biH  and  the  pro- 
ceedings thereon,  were  then  removed. 

The  doors  were  then  opened. 


MosDAT,  June  1. 

A  confidential  Message,  in  writing,  was  re- 
ceived from  the  President  of  the  United  States, 
by  Mr.  Edward  Coles,  his  Secretary ;  which  he 
delivered  in  at  the  Speaker's  table. 

The  House  was  then  cleared  of  all  persons, 

except  the  Members,  Clerk,  Sergeant-at-Arms, 

and  Doorkeepers,  and  the  doors  were  closed ; 

and  the  said  Message  was  read,  and  is  as  follows : 

[Confidential.] 

To  the  Senate  and  Sottse  of 

Jiepresentaiives  of  the  United  States : 

I  communicate  to  Congress  certain  documents,  be- 
ing a  continuation  of  those  heretofore  laid  before  them 
on  the  suhjeot  of  our  affairs  with  Great  Britain. 

Without  going  back  beyond  the  renewal,  in  one 
thousand  eight  hundred  and  three,  of  the  war  in 
which  Great  Britain  is  engaged,  and  omitting  unre- 
paired wrongs  of  inferior  magnitude,  the  conduct  of 
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her  Government  presents  a  aeries  of  acts,  hostile  to  the 
United  States  as  an  independent  and  neutral  nation. 

British  cruisers  have  been  in  the  continued  prac- 
tice of  violating  the  American  flag  on  the  great  high- 
way of  nations,  and  of  seizing  and  carrying  off  per- 
sons sailing  under  it ;  not  in  the  exercise  of  a  bellige- 
rent right,  founded  on  the  law  of  nations  against  an 
enemy,  but  a  municipal  prerogative  over  British  sub- 
jects. British  jurisdiction  is  thus  extended  to  neutral 
vessels,  in  a  situation  where  no  laws  can  operate  but 
the  law  of  nations,  and  the  laws  of  the  country  to 
which  the  vessels  belong ;  and  a  self-redress  is  as- 
sumed, which,  if  British  subjects  were  wrongfully  de- 
tained and  alone  concerned,  is  that  substitution  of 
force,  for  a  resort  to  the  responsible  Sovereign,  which 
falls  within  the  definition  of  war.  Could  the  seizure 
of  British  subjects,  in  such  cases,  be  regarded  as 
within  the  exercise  of  a  belligerent  right,  the  acknowl- 
edged laws  of  war,  which  forbid  an  article  of  captured 
property  to  be  adjudged,  without  a  regular  investiga- 
tion before  a  competent  tribunal,  would  imperiously 
demand  the  fairest  trial,  where  the  sacred  rights  of  per- 
sons were  at  issue.  In  place  of  such  a  trials  these  rights 
are  subjected  to  the  will  of  every  petty  commander. 

The  practice,  hence,  is  so  far  from  affecting  British 
subjects  alone,  that,  under  the  pretext  of  searching 
for  these,  thousands  of  American  citizens,  under  the 
safeguard  of  public  law,  and  of  their  national  flag, 
have  been  torn  from  their  country,  and  from  every 
thing  dear  to  them  ;  have  been  dragged  on  board 
ships  of  war  of  a  foreign  nation,  and  exposed,  under 
the  severities  of  their  discipline,  to  be  exiled  to  the 
most  distant  and  deadly  climes,  to  risk  their  lives  in 
the  battles  of  their  oppressors,  and  to  be  melancholy 
instruments  of  taking  away  those  of  their  own  brethren. 

Against  this  crying  enormity  which  Great  Britain 
would  be  so  prompt  to  avenge  if  committed  against 
herself,  the  United  States  have  in  vain  exhausted  re- 
monstrances and  expostulations ;  and  that  no  proof 
might  be  wanting  of.  their  conciliatory  dispositions, 
and  no  pretext  left  for  a  continuance  of  the  practice, 
the  British  Government  was  formally  assm-ed  of  the 
readiness  of  the  United  States  to  enter  into  arrange- 
ments, such  as  could  not  be  rejected,  if  the  recovery 
of  British  subjects  were  the  real  and  the  sole  object. 
The  communication  passed  without  effect. 

British  cruisers  have  been  in  the  practice  also  of 
violating  the  right  and  the  peace  of  our  coasts.  They 
hover  over  and  harass  our  entering  and  departing 
commerce.  To  the  -most  insulting  pretensions  they 
have  added  the  most  lawless  proceedings  in  our  very 
harbors;  and  have  wantonly  spilt  American  blood 
within  the  sanctuary  of  our  territorial  jurisdiction. 
The  principles  and  rules  enforced  by  that  nation, 
when  a  neutral  nation,  against  armed  vessels  of  bel- 
ligerents hovering  near  her  coasts  and  disturbing  her 
commerce,  are  weU  known.  When  called  on,  never- 
theless, by  the  United  States,  to  punish  the  greater 
offences  committed  by  her  own  vessels,  her  Govern- 
ment has  bestowed  on  their  commanders  additional 
marks  of  honor  and  confidence. 

Under  pretended  blockades,  without  the  presence 
of  an  adequate  force,  and  sometimes  without  the 
practicability  of  applying  one,  our  commerce  has 
been  plundered  in  every  sea ;  the  great  staples  of  our 
country  have  been  out  off  from  their  legitimate  mar- 
kets ;  and  a  destructive  blow  aimed  at  our  agricul- 
tural and  maritime  interests.  In  aggravation  of 
these  predatory  measures,  they  have  been  considered 
as  in  force  from  the  dates  of  their  notification  ;  a  re- 


trospective effect  being  thus  added,  as  has  been  done 
in  other  important  cases,  to' the  unlawfulness  of  the 
course  pursued.  And  to  render  the  outrage  the  more 
signal,  those  mock  blockades  have  been  reiterated 
and  enforced  in  the  face  of  official  communications 
from  the  British  Government,  declaring,  as  the  true 
definition  of  a  legal  blockade,  "  the  particular  ports 
must  be  actually  invested,  and  previous  warning 
given  to  vessels  bound  to  them,  not  to  enter." 

Not  content  with  these  occasional  expedients  for 
laying  waste  our  neutral  trade,  the  Cabinet  of  Brit- 
ain resorted,  at  length,  to  the  sweeping  system  of 
blockades,  under  the  name  of  Orders  in  Council; 
which  hj,8  been  moulded  and  managed  as  might  best 
suit  its  political  views,  its  commercial  jealousies,  or 
the  avidity  of  British  cruisers. 

To  our  remonstrances  against  the  complicated  and 
transcendent  injustice  of  this  irmovation,  the  first  re- 
ply was,  that  the  orders  were  reluctantly  adopted  by 
Great  Britain,  as  a  necessary  retaliation  on  decrees 
of  her  enemy,  proclaiming  a  general  blockade  of  the 
British  Isles,  at  a  time  when  the  naval  force  of  that 
enemy  dared  not  issue  from  his  own  ports.  She  was 
reminded,  without  effect,  that  her  own  prior  block- 
ades, unsupported  by  an  adequate  naval  force  actu- 
ally applied  and  continued,  were  a  bar  to  this  plea : 
that  executed  edicts  against  millions  of  our  property 
could  not  be  retaliation  on  edicts  confessedly  impos- 
sible to  be  executed :  that  retaliation,  to  be  just, 
should  fall  on  the  party  setting  the  guilty  example, 
not  on  an  iimocent  party,  which  was  not  even  charg- 
able  with  an  acquiescence  in  it. 

When  deprived  of  this  flimsy  veil  for  a  prohibition 
of  our  trade  with  her  enemy,  by  the  repeal  of  his  pro- 
hibition of  oxa  trade  with  Great  Britain,  her  Cabi- 
net, instead  of  their  corresponding  repeal,  or  a  prac- 
tical discontinuance  of  its  orders,  formally  avowed  a 
determination  to  persist  in  them  against  the  United 
States,  until  the  markets  of  her  enemy  should  be  laid 
open  to  British  products ;  thus  asserting  an  obliga- 
tion on  a  neutrsi  power  to  require  one  belligerent  to 
encourage,  by  its  internal  regulations,  the  trade  of 
another  belligerent ;  contradicting  her  own  practice 
towards  all  nations,  in  peace  as  well  as  in  war ;  and 
betraying  the  insincerity  of  those  professions  which 
inculcated  a  belief,  that,  having  resorted  to  her  or- 
ders vrith  regret,  she  was  anxious  to  find  an  occasion 
for  putting  an  end  to  them. 

Abandoning  still  more  all  respect  for  the  neutral 
rights  of  the  United  States,  and  for  its  own  consist- 
ency, the  British  Government  now  demands,  as  pre- 
requisite to  a  repeal  of  its  orders  as  they  relate  to 
the  United  States,  that  a  formality  should  be  observed 
in  the  repeal  of  the  French  decrees,  no  wise  necessary 
to  their  termination,  nor  exemplified  by  British  usage ; 
and  that  the  French  repeal,  besides  including  that 
portion  of  the  decrees  which  operate  within  a  territo- 
rial jurisdiction,  as  well  as  that  which  operates  on  the 
high  seas,  against  the  commerce  of  the  United  States, 
should  not  be  a  single  and  special  repeal  in  relation 
to  the  United  States,  but  should  be  extended  to  what- 
ever other  neutral  nations,  unconnected  with  them, 
rnay  be  affected  by  those  decrees.  And,  as  an  addi- 
tional insult,  they  are  called  on  for  a  formal  disa- 
vowal of  conditions  and  pretensions  advanced  by  the 
French  Government,  for  which  the  United  States  are 
so  far  from  having  made  themselves  responsible,  that, 
in  ofScial  explanations  which  have  been  published  to 
the  world,  and  in  a  correspondence  of  the  American 
Minister  at  London  with  the  British  Minister  for  For- 
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eign  Affairs,  such  a  responsibility  was  explicitly  and 
emphatically  disclaimed. 

It  has  become,  indeed,  sufficiently  certain,  that  the 
commerce  of  the  Dnited  States  is  to  be  sacrificed, 
not  as  interfering  with  the  belligerent  rights  of  Great 
Britain  ;  not  as  supplying  the  wants  of  her  enemies, 
which  she  herself  supplies ;  but  as  interfering  with 
the  money  which  she  covets  for  her  own  commerce 
and  navigation.  She  carries  on  a  war  against  the 
lawful  commerce  of  a  friend,  that  she  may  the  better 
carry  on  a  commerce  with  an  enemy ;  a  commerce 
polluted  by  the  forgeries  and  perjuries  which  are,  for 
the  most  part,  the  only  passports  by  which  it  can  suc- 
ceed. 

Anxious  to  make  every  experiment  short  of  the  last 
resort  of  injured  nations,  the  United  States  have  with- 
held from  Great  Britain,  under  successive  modifica- 
tions, the  benefits  of  a  free  intercourse  with  their 
market,  the  loss  of  which  could  not  but  outweigh  the 
profits  acciTiing  from  her  restrictions  of  our  com- 
merce with  other  nations.  And  to  entitle  these  ex- 
periments to  the  more  favorable  consideration,  they 
were  so  framed  as  to  enable  her  to  place  her  adver- 
sary under  the  exclusive  operation  of  them.  To 
these  appeals  her  Government  has  been  equally  in- 
flexible, as  if  willing  to  make  sacrifices  of  every  sort, 
rather  than  yield  to  the  claims  of  justice,  or  renounce 
the  errors  of  a  false  pride.  Nay,  so  far  were  the 
attempts  carried  to  overcome  the  attachments  of  the 
British  Cabinet  to  its  unjust  edicts,  that  it  received 
every  encouragement  within  the  competence  of  the 
Executive  branch  of  our  Government,  to  expect  that 
a  repeal  of  them  would  be  followed  by  a  war  be- 
tween the  United  States  and  France,  unless  the 
French  edicts  should  also  be  recalled.  Even  this 
communication,  although  silencing  forever  the  plea 
of  a  disposition  in  the  United  States  to  acquiesce  in 
those  edicts,  originally  the  sole  plea  for  them,  re- 
ceived no  attention. 

If  no  other  proof  existed  of  a  predetermination  of 
the  British  Government  against  a  repeal  of  its  orders, 
it  might  be  found  in  the  correspondence  of  the  Minis- 
ter Plenipotentiary  of  the  Unit'ed  States  at  London, 
and  the  British  Secretary  for  Foreign  Affairs,  in  one 
thousand  eight  hundred  and  ten,  on  the  question 
whether  the  blockade  of  May,  one  thousand  eight 
hundred  and  six,  was  considered  as  in  fbrce,  or  as 
not  in  force.  It  had  been  ascertained  that  the 
French  Government,  which  urged  this  blockade  as 
the  ground  of  its  Berlin  decree,  was  willing,  in  the 
event  of  its  removal,  to  repeal  that  decree ;  which, 
being  followed  by  alternate  repeals  of  the  other  offen- 
sive edicts,  might  abolish  the  whole  system  on  both 
sides.  This  inviting  opportunity  for  accomplishing 
an  object  so  important  to  the  United  States,  and  pro- 
fessed, 'SO  often,  to  be  the  desire  of  both  the  beUige- 
rents,  was  made  known  to  the  British  Government. 
As  that  Government  admits  that  an  application  of  an 
adequate  force  is  necessary  to  the  existence  of  a  legal 
blockade,  and  it  was  notorious  that,  if  such  a  force 
had  ever  been  applied,  its  long  discontinuance  had 
annulled  the  blockade  in  question,  there  could  be  no 
sufficient  objection  on  the  part  of  Great  Britain  to  a 
formal  revocation  of  it;  and  no  imaginable  objection 
to  a  declaration  of  the  fact  that  the  blockade  did  not 
exist.  The  declaration  would  have  been  consistent 
with  her  avowed  principles  of  blockade  ;  and  would 
have  enabled  the  United  States  to  demand  from 
France  the  pledged  repeal  of  her  decrees;  either 
with  success,  in  which  case  the  way  would  hare  been 


opened  for  a  general  repeal  of  the  belligerent  edicts ; 
or  without  success,  in  which  case  the  United  States 
would  have  been  justified  in  turning  their  measures 
exclusively  against  France.  The  British  Govern- 
ment would,  however,  neither  rescind  the  blockade, 
nor  declare  its  non-existence  ;  nor  permit  its  non- 
existence to  be  inferred  and  affirmed  by  the  Ameri- 
can Plenipotentiary.  On  the  contrary,  by  repre- 
senting the  blockade  to  be  comprehended  in  the  Or- 
ders in  Council,  the  United  States  were  compelled  so 
to  regard  it,  in  their  subsequent  proceedings. 

There  was  a  period  when  a  favorable  change 
in  the  policy  of  the  British  Cabinet  was  justly  con- 
sidered as  established.  The  Minister  Plenipotentiary 
of  His  Britannic  Majesty  here,  proposed  an  adjust- 
ment of  the  differences  more  immediately  endanger- 
ing the  harmony  of  the  two  countries.  The  proposi- 
tion was  accepted  with  the  promptitude  and  cordiality 
corresponding  with  the  invariable  professions  of  this 
Government.  A  foundation  appeared  to  be  laid  for  a  sin- 
cere and  lasting  reconciliation.  The  prospect,  however, 
quickly  vanished.  The  whole  proceeding  was  dis- 
avowed by  the  British  Government,  without  any  ex- 
planations, which  could,  at  that  time,  repress  the 
behef,  that  the  disavowal  proceeded  from  a  spirit  of 
hostility  to  the  commercial  rights  and  prosperity  of 
the  United  States.  And  it  has  since  come  into  proof, 
that  at  the  very  moment  when  the  public  Minister 
was  holding  the  language  of  friendship,  and  inspiring 
confidence  in  the  sincerity  of  the  negotiation  with 
which  he  was  charged,  a  secret  agent  of  bis  Govern- 
ment was  employed  in  intrigues,  having  for  their 
object  a,  subversion  of  our  Government,  and  a  dis- 
memberment of  our  happy  Union. 

In  reviewing  the  conduct  of  Great  Britain  towards 
the  United  States,  our  attention  is  necessarily  drawn 
to  the  warfare,  just  renewed  by  the  savages,  on  one 
of  our  extensive  frontiers ;  a  warfare  which  is  known 
to  spare  neither  age  nor  sex,  and  to  be  distinguished 
by  features  pecuharly  shocking  to  humanity.  It  is 
difficult  to  account  for  the  activity  and  combinations 
which  have  for  some  time  been  developing  them- 
selves among  tribes  in  constant  intercourse  with 
British  traders  and  garrisons,  without  connecting 
hostUity  with  that  influence,  and  without  recollecting 
the  authenticated  examples  of  such  interpositions, 
heretofore  furnished  by  the  officers  and  agents  of  that 
Government. 

Such  is  the  spectacle  of  injuries  and  indignities 
which  have  been  heaped  on  our  country ;  and  such 
the  crisis  which  its  unexampled  forbearance  and  con- 
ciliatory efforts  have  not  been  able  to  avert.  It 
might  at  least  have  been  expected,  that  an  enlight- . 
ened  nation,  if  less  urged  by  moral  obligations,  or 
invited  by  friendly  dispositions  on  the  part  of  the 
United  States,  would  have  found,  in  its  true  interest 
alone,  a  sufficient  motive  to  respect  their  rights  and 
their  tranquillity  on  the  high  seas ;  that  an  enlarged 
policy  would  have  favored  that  free  and  general  cir- 
culation of  commerce  in  which  the  British  nation  is 
at  all  times  interested,  and  which,  in  times  of  war, 
is  the  best  alleviation  of  its  calamities  to  herself,  as 
well  as  to  other  belligerents ;  and,  more  especially, 
that  the  British  Cabinet  would  not,  for  the  sake  of 
a  precarious  and  sun-eptitious  intercourse  with  hos- 
tile markets,  have  persevered  in  a  course  of  measures 
which  necessarily  put  at  hazard  the  invaluable  mar- 
ket of  a  great  and  growing  country,  disposed  to  cul- 
tivate the  mutual  advantages  of  an  active  commerce. 

Other  councils  have  prevailed.     Our  moderation 
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and  conciliation  have  had  no  other  effect  than  to  en- 
courage perseverance  and  to  enlarge  pretensions. 
We  behold  our  seafaring  citizens  still  the  daily  vic- 
tims of  lawless  violence,  committed  on  the  great  com- 
mon and  highway  of  nations,  even  within  sight  of 
the  country  which  owes  them  protection.  We  be- 
hold our  vessels,  freighted  with  the  products  of  our 
soil  and  industry,  or  returning  with  the  honest  pro- 
ceeds of  them,  wrested  from  their  lawful  destinations, 
confiscated  by  prize  courts,  no  longer  the  organs  of 
public  law,  but  the  instruments  of  arbitrary  edicts, 
and  their  unfortunate  crews  dispersed  and  lost,  or 
forced,  or  inveigled  in  British  ports  into  British 
fleets,  whilst  arguments  are  employed  in  support  of 
these  aggressions,  which  have  no  foundation  but  in 
»  principle  equally  supporting  a  claim  to  regulate 
our  external  commerce  in  all  cases  whatsoever. 

We  behold,  in  fine,  on  the  side  of  Great  Britain,  a 
state  of  war  against  the  United  States ;  and  on  the 
side  of  the  United  States,  «,  state  of  peace  towards 
Great  Britain. 

Whether  the  United  States  shall  continue  passive 
under  these  progressive  usurpations,  and  their  accu- 
mulating vn-ongs,  or,  opposing  force  to  force  in  de- 
fence of  their  national  rights,  shall  commit  a  just 
cause  into  the  hands  of  the  Almighty  Disposer  of 
events,  avoiding  all  connections  which  might  entan- 
gle it  in  the  contest  or  views  of  other  powers,  and 
preserving  a  constant  readiness  to  concur  in  an  honor- 
able re-establishment  of  peace  and  friendship,  is  a 
solemn  question,  which  the  constitution  wisely  con- 
fides to  the  Legislative  Department  of  the  Govern- 
ment .  In  recommending  it  to  their  early  delibera- 
tion, I  am  happy  in  the  assurance,  that  the  decision 
will  be  worthy  the  enlightened  and  patriotic  councils 
of  a  virtuous,  a  free,  and  a  powerful  nation. 

Having  presented  this  view  of  the  relations  of  the 
United  States  with  Great  Britain,  and  of  the  solemn 
alternative  growing  out  of  them,  I  proceed  to  remark, 
that  the  communications  last  made  to  Congress  on 
the  subject  of  our  relations  with  France,  will  have 
shown,  that  since  the  revocation  of  her  decrees,  as 
they  violated  the  neutral  rights  of  the  United  States, 
her  Government  has  authorized  illegal  captures  by  its 
privateers  and  public  ships ;  and  that  other  outrages 
have  been  practised  on  our  vessels  and  our  citizens. 
It  will  have  been  seen,  also,  that  no  indemnity  had 
been  provided,  or  satisfactorily  pledged,  for  the  exten- 
sive spoliations  committed  under  the  violent  and  re- 
trospective orders  of  the  p'rench  Government  against 
the  property  of  our  citizens,  seized  within  the  juris- 
diction of  France.  I  abstain,  at  this  time,  from  re- 
commending to  the  consideration  of  Congress  defini- 
tive measures  with  respect  to  that  nation,  in  the  ex- 
pectation that  the  result  of  unclosed  discussions  be- 
tween our  Minister  Plenipotentiary  at  Paris  and  the 
French  Government  will  speedily  enable  Congress  to 
decide,  with  greater  advantage,  on  the  course  due 
to  the  rights,  the  interests,  and  the  honor,  of  our 
countiy. 

JjUVIES  MADISON. 

Washington,  June  1,  1812. 

A  motion  was  then  made  oy  Mr.  Eandolph, 
that  the  said  message  be  referred  to  the  Com- 
mittee of  the  whole  House  on  the  state  of  the 
Union : 

And  the  question  thereon  being  taken,  it  was 
determined  in  the  negative— yeas  37,  nays  85. 


On  motion  of  Mr.  D.  K.  Williams,  the  Mes- 
sage was  referred  to  a  committee  appointed  on 
that  part  of  the  President's  Message  which  re- 
lates to  our  foreign  relations. 


Tuesday,  June  2. 
The  House  met,  and  adjourned  till  to  morrow. 


Wednesdat,  June  3. 

Report  on  Foreign  Eelations. 

Mr.  CALHOTJif,  from  the  Committee  on  For- 
eign Eelations,  to  whom  was  referred  the  Mes- 
sage of  the  President  of  the  United  States  of  the 
first  instant,  made  a  report,  stating  at  large  the 
causes  and  reasons  of  a  war  with  Great  Britain, 
which  was  read  as  follows : 

"That,  after  the  experience  which  the  United 
States  have  had  of  the  great  injustice  of  the  British 
Government  towards  them,  exemplified  by  so  many 
acts  of  violence  and  oppression,  it  will  be  more  diffi- 
cult to  justify  to  the  impartial  world  their  impatient 
forbearance,  than  the  measures  to  which  it  has  be- 
come necessary  to  resort,  to  avenge  the  wrongs,  and 
vindicate  the  rights  and  honor  of  the  nation.  Your 
committee  are  happy  to  observe,  on  a  dispassionate 
view  of  the  conduct  of  the  United  States,  that  they 
see  in  it  no  cause  for  censure. 

"  If  a  long  forbearance  under  injuries  ought  ever  to 
be  considered  a  virtue  in  any  nation,  it  is  one  which 
peculiarly  becomes  the  United  States.  No  people 
ever  had  stronger  motives  to  cherish  peace ;  none 
have  ever  cherished  it  with  greater  sincerity  and 
zeal. 

"  But  the  period  has  now  arrived,  when  the  United 
States  must  support  their  character  and  station  among 
the  nations  of  the  earth,  or  submit  to  the  most  shame- 
ful degradation.  Forbearance  has  ceased  to  be  a  vir- 
tue. War  on  the  one  side,  and  peace  on  the  other,  is 
a  situation  as  ruinous  as  it  is  disgraceful.  The  mad 
ambition,  the  lust  of  power,  and  commercial  avarice 
of  Great  Britain,  arrogating  to  herself  the  complete 
dominion  of  the  ocean,  and  exercising  over  it  an  un- 
bounded and  lawless  tyranny,  have  left  to  neutral 
nations  an  alternative  only  between  the  base  surren- 
der of  their  rights,  and  a  manly  vindication  of  them. 
Happily  for  the  United  States,  their  destiny,  under 
the  aid  of  Heaven,  is  in  their  own  hands.  The  crisis 
is  formidable  only  by  their  love  of  peace.  As  soon  as 
it  becomes  a  duty  to  relinquish  that  situation,  danger 
disappears.  They  have  suffered  no  wrongs,  they  have 
received  no  insults,  however  great,  for  which  they 
cannot  obtain  redress. 

"  More  than  seven  years  have  elapsed  since  the 
commencement  of  this  system  of  hostile  aggression 
by  the  British  Government,  on  the  rights  and  inter- 
ests of  the  United  States.  The  manner  of  its  com- 
mencement was  not  less  hostile  than  the  spirit  with 
which  it  has  been  prosecuted.  The  United  States 
have  invariably  done  every  thing  in  their  power  to 
preserve  the  relations  of  friendship  with  Great  Brit- 
ain. Of  this  disposition  they  gave  a  distinguished 
proof  at  the  moment  when  they  were  made  the  vic- 
tims of  an  opposite  policy.  The  wrongs  of  the  last 
war  had  not  been  forgotten  at  the  commencement  of 
the  present  one.    They  warned  us  of  dangers,  against 
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which  it  was  sought  to  provide.  As  early  as  the  year 
1804,_  the  Minister  of  the  United  States  at  London 
was  instructed  to  invite  the  British  Government  to 
enter  into  a  negotiation  on  all  the  points  on  which  a 
collision  might  arise  hetween  the  two  countries,  in  the 
course  of  the  war,  and  to  propose  to  it  an  arrange- 
ment of  their  claims  on  fair  and  reasonable  condi- 
tions. The  invitation  was  accepted.  A  negotiation 
had  commenced,  and  was  depending,  and  nothing 
had  occurred  to  excite  a  douht  that  it  would  not  ter- 
minate to  the  satisfaction  of  both  the  parties.  It  was 
at  this  time,  and  under  these  circumstances,  that  an 
attack  was  made  by  surprise,  on  an  important  branch 
of  the  American  commerce,  which  affected  every  part 
of  the  United  States,  and  involved  many  of  their  citi- 
zens in  ruin. 

"  The  commerce  on  which  this  attack  was  so  un- 
expectedly made,  wa3  that  between  the  United  States 
and  the  colonies  of  France,  Spain,  and  other  enemies 
of  Great  Britain.  A  commerce  jv.rt  in  itself;  sanc- 
tioned by  the  example  of  Great  Britain,  in  regard  to 
the  trade  with  her  own  colonies ;  sanctioned  by  a 
solemn  act  between  the  two  Governments  in  the  last 
war  ;  and  sanctioned  by  the  practice  of  the  British 
Government  in  the  present  war :  more  than  two 
years  having  then  elapsed,  without  any  interference 
with  it. 

"  The  injustice  of  this  attack  could  only  be  equalled 
by  the  absurdity  of  the  pretext  alleged  for  it.  It 
was  pretended  by  the  British  Government  that,  in 
case  of  war,  h3r  enemy  had  no  right  to  modify  its 
colonial  regulations,  so  as  to  mitigate  the  calamities 
of  war  to  the  inhabitants  of  its  colonies.  This  pre- 
tension, peculiar  to  Great  Britain,  is  utterly  incom- 
patible with  the  rights  of  sovereignty  in  every  inde- 
pendent State.  If  we  recur  to  the  well-established, 
and  universally  admitted  law  of  nations,  we  shall 
find  no  sanction  to  it  in  that  venerable  code.  The 
sovereignty  of  every  State  is  co-extensive  with  its 
dominions,  and  cannot  be  abrogated,  or  curtailed  in 
its  rights,  as  to  any  part,  except  by  conquest.  Neu- 
tral nations  have  a  right  to  trade  to  every  port  of 
either  belligerents,  which  is  not  legally  blockaded, 
and  in  all  articles  which  are  not  contraband  of  war. 
Such  is  the  absurdity  of  this  pretension,  that  your 
committee  are  aware,  especially  after  the  able  man- 
ner in  which  it  has  been  heretofore  refuted  and  ex- 
posed, that  they  would  offer  an  insult  to  the  under- 
standing of  the  House,  if  they  enlarged  on  it ;  and  if 
any  thing  could  add  to  the  high  sense  of  injustice  of 
the  British  Government  in  this  transaction,  it  would 
he  the  contrast  which  her  conduct  exhibits  in  regard 
to  this  trade,  and  in  regard  to  a  similar  trade  by  neu- 
trals, with  her  own  colonies.  It  is  known  to  the 
world,  that  Great  Britain  regulates  her  own  trade,  in 
war  and  in  peace,  at  home  and  in  her  colonies,  as 
she  finds  for  her  interest;  that  in  war  she  relaxes  the 
restraints  of  her  colonial  system  in  favor  of  the  colo- 
nies, and  that  it  never  was  suggested  that  she  had 
not  a  right  to  do  it,  or  that  a  neutral,  in  taking  ad- 
vantage of  the  relaxation,  violated  a  belligerent  right 
of  her  enemy.  But  with  Great  Britain  every  thing 
is  lawful.  It  is  only  in  trade  with  her  enemies,  that 
the  United  States  can  do  wrong :  with  them,  aU  trade 
is  unlawful. 

"  In  the  year  1793,  an  attack  was  made  by  the 
British  Government  on  the  same  branch  of  our  neu- 
tral trade,  which  had  nearly  involved  the  two  coun- 
tries in  war,  "That  difference,  however,  was  amica- 
bly accommodated.     The  pretension  was  withdravpn, 


and  reparation  made  to  the  United  States  for  the 
losses  which  they  had  suffered  by  it.  It  was  fair  to 
infer  from  that  arrangement,  that  the  commerce  was 
deemed  by  the  British  Government  lawful,  and  that 
it  would  not  be  again  disturbed. 

"  Had  the  British  Government  been  resolved  to 
contest  this  trade  with  neutrals,  it  was  due  to  the 
character  of  the  British  nation,  that  the  decision 
should  be  known  to  the  Government  of  the  United 
States.  The  existence  of  a  negotiation  which  had 
been  invited  by  our  Government,  for  the  purpose  of 
preventing  diffK-ences,  by  an  amicable  arrangement 
of  their  respective  pretensions,  gave  a  strong  claim 
for  the  notification,  while  it  afforded  the  fairest  op- 
portunity for  it  But,  a  very  different  policy  anima- 
ted the  then  Cabinet  of  England.  Generous  senti- 
ments were  unknown  to  it.  The  liberal  confidence 
and  friendly  overtures  of  the  United  States  were 
taken  advantage  of  to  ensnare  them.  Steady  to  its 
purpose,  and  inflexibly  hostile  to  this  country,  the 
British  Government  calmly  looked  forward  to  that 
moment  when  it  might  give  the  most  deadly  wound 
to  our  interest.  A  trade,  just  in  itself,  which  was 
secured  by  so  many  strong  and  sacred  pledges,  was 
considered  safe.  Our  citizens,  with  their  usual  in- 
dustry and  enterprise,  had  embarked  in  it  a  vast 
proportion  of  their  shipping  and  of  their  capital, 
which  were  at  sea  under  no  other  protection  than  the 
law  of  nations,  and  the  confidence  which  they  re- 
posed in  the  justice  and  friendship  of  the  British  na- 
tion. At  this  period,  the  unexpected  blow  was  given. 
Many  of  our  vessels  were  seized,  carried  into  port, 
and  condemned  by  a  tribunal,  which,  while  it  pro- 
fesses to  respect  the  law  of  nations,  obeys  the  man- 
date of  its  own  Government  in  opposition  to  all  law. 
Hundreds  of  other  vessels  were  driven  from  the 
ocean,  and  the  trade  itself  in  a  great  measure   sup- 


"  The  effect  produced  by  this  attack  on  the  lawful 
commerce  of  the  United  States,  was  as  might  have 
been  expected  from  a.  virtuous,  independent,  and 
highly-injured  people.  But  one  sentiment  pervaded 
the  whole  American  nation.  No  local  interests  were 
regarded,  no  sordid  motives  felt.  Without  looking 
to  the  parts  which  suffered  most,  the  invasion  of  our 
rights  was  considered  a  common  cause,  and  from  one 
extremity  of  our  Union  to  the  other,  was  heard  the 
voice  of  a  united  people,  calling  on  their  Govern- 
ment to  avenge  their  wrongs,  and  vindicate  the  rights 
and  honor  of  the  country. 

"From  this  period,  the  British  Government  has 
gone  on  in  a  continued  encroachment  on  the  rights 
and  interests  of  the  United  States,  disregarding  in  its 
course,  in  many  instances,  obligations  which  have 
heretofore  been  held  sacred  by  civilized  nations. 

"  In  May,  1806,  the  whole  coast  of  the  continent, 
from  the  Elbe  to  Brest,  inclusive,  was  declared  to  be 
in  a-  state  of  blockade.  By  this  act,  the  well-estab- 
Ushed  principles  of  the  law  of  nations,  principles 
which  have  served  for  ages  as  guides,  and  fixed  the 
boundary  between  the  rights  of  belligerents  and  neu- 
trals, were  violated.  By  the  law  of  nations,  as  recog- 
nized by  Great  Britain  herself,  no  blockade  is  lawful, 
unless  it  be  sustained  by  the  application  of  an  ade- 
quate force ;  and  that  an  adequate  force  was  applied 
to  this  blockade,  in  its  fuU  extent,  ought  not  to  be 
pretended.  Whether  Great  Britain  was  able  to  main- 
tain legally  so  extensive  a  blockade,  considering  the 
war  in  which  she  is  engaged,  requiring  such  exten- 
sive naval  operations,  is   a  question  which  is  not 
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necessary  at  this  time  to  examine.  It  is  sufficient  to 
be  known,  that  such  force  was  not  applied,  and  this 
is  evident,  from  the  terms  of  the  blockade  itself,  by 
which,  comparatively,  an  inconsiderable  portion  of 
the  coast  only  was  declared  to  be  in  a  state  of  strict 
and  rigorous  blockade.  The  objection  to  the  meas- 
ure is  not  diminished  by  that  circumstance.  If  the 
force  was  not  applied,  the  blockade  was  unlawful, 
from  whatever  cause  the  failure  might  proceed.  The 
beUigerent  who  institutes  the  blockade,  cannot  ab- 
solve itself  from  the  obligation  to  apply  the  force, 
under  any  pretext  whatever.  For  a  belligerent  to 
relax  a  blockade  which  it  could  not  maintain,  with  a 
view  to  absolve  itself  from  the  obligation  to  maintain 
it,  would  be  a  refinement  in  injustice,  not  less  insult- 
ing to  the  understanding,  than  repugnant  to  the  law 
of  nations.  To  claim  merit  for  the  mitigation  of  evil 
which  the  party  either  had  not  the  power,  or  found 
it  inconvenient  to  inflict,  would  be  a  new  mode  of  en- 
croaching on  neutral  rights.  Your  committee  think 
it  just  to  remark,  that  this  act  of  the  British  Govern- 
ment does  not  appear  to  have  been  adopted  in  the 
sense  in  which  it  has  been  since  construed.  On  con- 
sideration of  all  the  circumstances  attending  the 
measure,  and  particularly  the  character  of  the  dis- 
tinguished statesman  who  announced  it,  we  are  per- 
suaded that  it  was  conceived  in  a  spirit  of  concilia- 
tion, and  intended  to  lead  to  an  accomodation  of  all 
differences  between  the  United  States  and  Great 
Britain.  His  death  disappointed  that  hope,  and  the 
act  has  since  become  subservient  to  other  purposes. 
It  has  been  made,  by  his  successors,  a  pretext  for 
that  vast  system  of  usurpation,  which  has  so  long  op- 
pressed and  harassed  our  commerce. 

"  The  next  act  of  the  British  Government  which 
claims  our  attention,  is.  the  Order  of  Council  of  Janu- 
ary 7,  1807,  by  which  neutral  powers  are  prohibited 
trading  from  one  port  to  another  of  France,  or  her 
allies,  or  any  other  country  with  which  Great  Britain 
might  not  freely  trade.  By  this  order,  the  preten- 
sions of  England,  heretofore  disclaimed  by  every 
other  power,  to  prohibit  neutrals  disposing  of  parts  of 
their  cargoes  at  different  ports  of  the  same  enemy,  is 
revived,  and  with  vast  accumulation  of  injury.  Every 
enemy,  however  great  the  number,  or  distant  from 
each  other,  is  considered  one,  and  the  like  trade, 
even  with  powers  at  peace  with  England,  who,  from 
motives  of  policy,  had  excluded  or  restrained  her 
commerce  was  also  prohibited.  In  this  act,  the  Brit- 
ish Government  evidently  disclaimed  all  regard  for 
neutral  rights.  Aware  that  the  measures  authorized 
by  it  could  find  no  pretext  in  any  belligerent  right, 
none  was  urged.  To  prohibit  the  sale  of  our  produce, 
consisting  of  innocent-  articles,  in  any  port  of  a  belli- 
gerent, not  blockaded ;  to  consider  every  belligerent 
as  one,  and  subject  neutrals  to  the  same  restraints 
with  all  as  if  there  was  but  one,  were  bold  encroach- 
ments. But  to  restrain,  or  in  any  manner  interfere 
with  our  commerce  with  neutral  nations,  with  whom 
Great  Britain  was  at  peace,  and  against  whom  she 
had  no  justifiable  cause  of  war,  for  the  sole  reason 
that  they  restrained  or  excluded  from  their  ports  her 
commerce,  was  utterly  incompatible  with  the  pacific 
relations  subsisting  between  the  two  countries. 

"  We  proceed  to  bring  into  view  the  British  Order 
in  Council  of  November  11,  1807,  which  superseded 
every  other  order,  and  consummated  that  system  of 
hostility  on  the  commerce  of  the  United  States, 
which  has  been  since  so  steadily  pursued.  By  this 
order  all  France  and  her  allies,  and  every  other  coun- 


try at  war  with  Great  Britain,  or  with  which  she 
was  not  at  war,  from  which  the  British  flag  was  ex- 
cluded, and  all  the  colonies  of  her  enemies,  were  sub- 
ject to  the  same  restrictions  as  if  they  were  actually 
blockaded  in  the  m  ost  strict  and  rigorous  manner ; 
and  all  trade  in  articles,  the  produce  and  manufac- 
ture of  the  said  countries  and  colonies,  and  the  ves- 
sels engaged  in  it,  were  subjected  to  capture  and 
condemnation  as  lawful  prize.  To  this  order  certain 
exceptions  were  made,  which  we  forbear  to  notice, 
because  they  were  not  adopted  from  a  regard  to  neu- 
tral rights,  but  were  dictated  by  policy,  to  promote 
the  commerce  of  England,  and  so  far  as  they  related 
to  neutral  powers,  were  said  to  emanate  from  the 
clemency  of  the  British  Government. 

"  It  would  be  superfluous  in  your  committee  to 
state,  that,  by  this  order,  the  British  Government  de- 
clared direct  and  positive  war  against  the  United 
States.  The  dominion  of  the  ocean  was  completely 
usurped  by  it,  all  commerce  forbidden,  and  every  flag 
driven  from  it,  or  subjected  to  capture  and  condem- 
nation, which  did  not  subserve  the  policy  of  the 
British  Government,  by  paying  it  a  tribute,  and  sail- 
ing under  its  sanction.  From  this  period,  the  United 
States  have  incurred  the  heaviest  losses,  and  most 
mortifying  humiliations.  They  have  borne  the 
calamities  of  war  without  retorting  them  on  its 
authors. 

"  So  far  your  committee  has  presented  to  the  view 
of  the  House  the  aggressions  which  have  been  com- 
mitted, under  the  authority  of  the  British  Govern- 
ment, on  the  commerce  of  the  United  States.  We 
will  now  proceed  to  other  wrongs,  which  have  been 
still  more  severely  felt.  Among  these  is  the  impress- 
ment of  our  seamen,  a  practice  which  has  been  un- 
ceasingly maintained  by  Great  Britain  in  the  wars 
to  which  she  has  been  a  party  since  our  Revolution. 
Your  committee  cannot  convey  in  adequate  terms 
the  deep  sense  which  they  entertain  of  the  injustice 
and  oppression  of  this  proceeding.  Under  the  pretext 
of  impressing  British  seaman,  our  fellow-citizens  are 
seized  in  British  ports,  on  the  high  seas,  and  in  every 
other  quarter  to  which  the  British  power  extends ; 
are  taken  on  board  British  men-of-war,  and  com- 
pelled to  serve  there  as  British  subjects.  In  this 
mode  our  citizens  are  wantonly  snatched  from  their 
country  and  their  families ;  deprived  of  their  liberty, 
and  doomed  to  an  ignominious  and  slavish  bondage ; 
compelled  to  fight  the  battles  of  a  foreign  country, 
and  often  to  perish  in  them.  Our  flag  has  ^ven 
them  no  protection ;  it  has  been  unceasingly  violated, 
and  otir  vessels  exposed  to  dangers  by  the  loss  of  the 
men  taken  from  them.  Your  committee  need  not 
remark  that,  while  this  practice  is  continued,  it  is 
impossible  for  the  United  States  to  consider  them- 
selves an  independent  nation.  Every  new  case  is  a 
new  proof  of  their  degradation.  Its  continuance  is 
the  more  unjustifiable,  because  the  United  States 
have  repeatedly  proposed  to  the  British  Government 
an  arrangement  which  would  secure  to  it  the  control 
of  its  own  people.  An  exemption  of  the  citizens  of 
the  United  States  from  this  degrading  oppression, 
and  their  flag  from  violation,  is  all  that  they  have 
sought. 

"  This  lawless  waste  of  our  trade,  and  equally  un- 
lawful imprisonment  of  our  seamen,  have  been  much 
aggravated  by  the  insults  and  indignities  attending 
them.  Under  the  pretext  of  blockading  the  harbors 
of  France  and  her  allies,  British  squadrons  have  been 
stationed  on  our  own  coast,  to  watch  and  annoy  our 
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own  trade.  To  giye  effect,  to  the  tlookade  of  Enro- 
pean  ports,  the  ports  and  harhors  of  the  United  States 
have  been  blockaded.  In  execnting  these  orders  of 
the  British  Government,  or  in  obeying  the  spirit 
which  was  known  to  animate  it,  the  commanders  of 
these  squadrons  have  encroached  on  our  jurisdiction, 
seized  our  vessels,  and  carried  into  effect  impress- 
ments within  our  limits,  and  done  other  acts  of  great 
injustice,  violence,  and  oppression.  The  United 
States  have  seen,  with  mingled  indignation  and  sur- 
prise, that  these  acts,  instead  of  procuring  to  the  per- 
petrators the  punishment  due  to  imauthorized  crimes, 
have  not  failed  to  recommend  them  to  the  favor  of 
their  Government. 

"  Whether  the  British  Government  has  contributed 
by  active  measures  to  excite  against  us  the  hostility 
of  the  savage  tribes  on  our  frontiers,  your  committee 
are  not  disposed  to  occupy  much  time  in  investigating. 
Certain  indications  of  general  notoriety  may  supply 
the  place  of  authentic  documents,  though  these  have 
not  been  wanting  to  establish  the  fact  in  some  in- 
stances. It  is  known  that  symptoms  of  British  hos- 
tility towards  the  United  States  have  never  failed  to 
produce  corresponding  symptoms  among  those  tribes. 
It  is  also  well  known  that,  on  all  such  occasions, 
abundant  supplies  of  the  ordinary  munitions  of  war 
have  been  afforded  by  the  agents  of  British  commer- 
cial companies,  and  even  from  British  garrisons, 
wherewith  they  were  enabled  to  commence  that  sys- 
tem of  savage  warfare  on  our  frontiers,  which  has 
been  at  all  times  indiscriminate  in  its  effect,  on  all 
ages,  sexes,  and  conditions,  and  so  revolting  to 
humanity. 

"  Your  committee  would  be  much  gratified  if  they 
could  close  here  the  detaU  of  British  wrongs ;  but  it 
is  their  duty  to  recite  another  act  of  still  greater 
malignity  than  any  of  those  which  have  been  already 
brought  to  your  view.  The  attempt  to  dismember 
our  Union,  and  overthrow  our  excellent  constitution, 
by  a  secret  mission,  the  object  of  which  was  to 
foment  discontents  and  excite  insurrection  against  the 
constituted  authorities  and  laws  of  the  nation,  as 
lately  disclosed  by  the  agent  employed  in  it,  affords 
full  proof  that  there  is  no  bound  to  the  hostihty  of 
the  British  Government  towards  the  United  States ; 
no  act,  however  unjustifiable,  which  it  would  not 
commit  to  accomplish  their  ruin.  This  attempt 
excites  the  greater  horror,  from  the  consideration 
that  it  was  made  while  the  United  States  and  Great 
Britain  were  at  peace,  and  an  amicable  negotiation 
was  depending  between  them  for  the  accommodation 
of  their  differences,  through  public  Ministers,  regu- 
larly authorized  for  the  purpose. 

"  The  United  States  have  beheld,  with  unexampled 
forbearance,  this  continued  series  of  hostile  encroach- 
ments on  their  rights  and  interests,  in  the  hope  that, 
yielding  to  the  force  of  friendly  remonstrances,  often 
repeated,  the  British  Government  might  adopt  a 
more  just  policy  towards  them  j  but  that  hope  no 
longer  exists.  They  have,  also,  weighed  impartially 
the  reasons  which  have  been  urged  by  the  British 
Government  in  vindication  of  those  encroachments, 
and  foimd  in  them  neither  justification  nor  apology. 

"  The  British  Government  has  alleged,  in  vindica- 
tion of  the  Orders  in  Council,  that  they  were  resorted 
to  as  a  retaliation  on  France  for  similar  aggressions 
committed  by  her  on  our  neutral  trade  with  the  Brit- 
ish dominions.  But  how  has  this  plea  been  support- 
ed ?  The  dates  of  British  and  French  aggressions 
are  well  known  to  the  world.  Their  origin  and  pro- 
gress have  been  marked  with  too  wide  and  destruc- 


tive a  waste  of  the  property  of  our  fellow-citizens  to 
have  been  forgotten.  The  decree  of  Berlin,  of  No- 
vember 21st,  1806,  was  the  first  aggression  of  France 
in  the  present  war.  Eighteen  months  had  then 
elapsed  after  the  attack  made  by  Great  Britain  on 
our  neutral  trade  with  the  colonies  of  France  and 
her  allies,  and  six  months  from  the  date  of  the  proc- 
lamation of  May,  1806.  Even  on  the  7th  of  January, 
1807,  the  date  of  the  first  British  Order  in  Council, 
so  short  a  term  had  elapsed  after  the  Berlin  decree, 
that  it  was  hardly  possible  that  the  intelligence  of  it 
should  have  re^ed  the  United  States.  A  retaha- 
tion  which  is  to  produce  its  effect,  by  operating  on  a 
neutral  power,  ought  not  to  be  reported  to  till  the 
neutral  had  justified  it  by  a  culpable  acquiescence  in 
the  nnlawiul  act  of  the  other  belligerent.  It  ought 
to  be  delayed  until  after  sufficient  time  had  been  al- 
lowed to  the  neutral  to  remonstrate  against  the 
measures  complained  of,  to  receive  an  answer,  and 
to  act  on  it,  which  had  not  been  done  in  the  present 
instance.  And,  when  the  order  of  November  11th 
was  issued,  it  is  well  known  that  a  Minister  of 
France  had  declared  to  the  Minister  Plenipotentiary 
of  the  United  States  at  Paris,  that  it  was  not  intend- 
ed that  the  decree  of  Berlin  should  apply  to  the 
United  States.  It  is  equally  well  known,  that  no 
American  vessel  had  then  been  condemned  under  it, 
or  seizure  been  made,  with  which  the  British  Govern- 
ment was  acquainted.  The  facts  prove  incontestably, 
that  the  measures  of  France,  however  unjustifiable 
in  themselves,  were  nothing  more  than  a  pretext  for 
those  of  England.  And  of  the  insufiiciency  of  that 
pretext,  ample  proof  has  already  been  afforded  by 
the  British  Government  itself,  and  in  the  most  im- 
pressive form.  Although  it  was  declared  that  the 
Orders  in  Council  were  retaliatory  on  France  for  her 
decrees,  it  was  also  declared,  and  in  the  orders  them- 
selves, that,  owing  to  the  superiority  of  the  British 
navy,  by  which  the  fleets  of  France  and  her  allies 
were  confined  within  their  own  ports,  the  French  de- 
crees were  considered  only  as  empty  threats. 

"  It  is  no  justification  of  the  wrongs  of  one  power, 
that  the  like  were  committed  by  another ;  nor  ought 
the  fact,  if  true,  to  have  been  urged  by  either,  as  it 
could  afford  no  proof  of  its  love  of  justice,  of  its  mag- 
nanimity, or  even  of  its  courage.  It  is  more  worthy 
the  Government  of  a  great  nation  to  relieve  than  to 
assail  the  injured.  Nor  can  a  repetition  of  the 
wrongs  by  another  power  repair  the  violated  rights 
or  wounded  honor  of  the  injured  party.  An  utter 
inability  alone  to  resist  could  justify  a  quiet  surrender 
of  our  rights,  and  degrading  submission  to  the  will 
of  others.  To  that  condition  the  United  States  are 
not  reduced,  nor  do  they  fear  it.  That  they  ever 
consented  to  discuss  with  either  power  the  miscon- 
duct of  the  other,  is  a  proof  of  their  love  of  peace,  of 
their  moderation,  and  of  the  hope  which  they  still 
indulged,  that  friendly  appeals  to  just  and  generous 
sentiments  would  not  be  made  to  them  in  vain.  But 
the  motive  was  mistaken,  if  their  forbearance  was 
imputed  either  to  the  want  of  a  just  sensibility  to 
their  wrongs,  or  a  determination,  if  suitable  redress 
was  not  obtained,  to  resent  them.  The  time  has 
now  arrived  when  this  system  of  reasoning  must 
cease.  It  would  be  insulting  to  repeat  it.  It  would 
be  degrading  to  hear  it.  The  United  States  must  act  as 
an  independent  nation,  and  assert  their  rights,  and 
avenge  their  wrongs,  according  to  their  own  estimate 
of  them,  with  the  party  who  commits  them,  holding  it 
responsible  for  its  misdeeds,  unmitigated  by  those  of 
another 
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"  For  the  difference  made  between  Great  Britain 
and  France,  by  the  application  of  the  non-importa- 
tion act  against  England  only,  the  motive  has  been 
already  too  often  explained,  and  is  too  well  known 
to  require  further  illustration.  In  the  commercial 
reeti'iotions  to  which  the  United  States  resorted  as  an 
evidence  of  their  sensibility,  and  a  mild  retaliation  of 
their  vfrongs,  they  invariably  placed  both  powers  on 
the  same  footing,  holding  out  to  each,  in  respect  to 
itself,  the  same  accommodation,  in  case  it  accepted 
the  condition  offered,  and,  in  respect  to  the  other, 
the  same  restraint  if  it  refused.  Had  the  British 
Government  confirmed  the  arrangements  ■which  was 
entered  into  with  the  British  Minister  in  1809,  and 
France  maintained  her  decrees,  with  France  would 
the  United  States  have  had  to  resist,  with  the  firm- 
ness belonging  to  their  character,  the  continued  viola- 
tion of  their  rights.  The  committee  do  not  hesitate 
to  declare,  that  France  has  greatly  injured  the  Unit- 
ed States,  and  that  satisfactory  reparation  has  not 
yet  been  made  for  many  of  those  injuries.  But  that 
is  a  concern  which  the  United  States  will  look  to 
and  settle  for  themselves.  The  high  character  of  the 
American  people  is  a  sufficient  pledge  Jo  the  world 
that  they  w^U  not  fail  to  settle  it,  on  conditions 
which  they  have  a  right  to  claim. 

"More  recently,  the  true  policy  of  the  British 
Government  towards  the  United  States,  has  tieen 
completely  unfolded.  It  has  been  publicly  declared 
by  those  in  power,  that  the  Orders  in  Council  should 
not  be  repealed  until  the  French  Government  had 
revoked  aU  its  internal  restraints  on  the  British  com- 
merce ;  and  that  the  trade  of  the  United  States  with 
France  and  her  allies,  should  be  prohibited,  until 
Great  Britain  was  also  allowed  to  trade  with  them.  By 
this  declaration,  it  appears  that,  to  satisfy  the  preten- 
sions of  the  British  Government,  the  United  States 
must  join  Great  Britain  in  the  war  with  France,  and 
prosecute  the  war  until  France  should  be  subdued ; 
for  without  her  subjugation,  it  were  in  vain  to  pre- 
sume on  such  a  concession.  The  hostility  of  the 
British  Government  to  these  States  has  been  still 
fiirther  disclosed.  It  has  been  made  manifest  that 
the  United  States  are  considered  by  it  as  the  com^ 
mercial  rival  of  Great  Britain,  and  that  their  pros- 
perity and  growth  are  incompatible  with  her  welfare. 
When  all  these  circumstances  are  taken  into  consid- 
eration, it  is  impossible  for  your  committee  to  doubt 
the  motives  which  have  governed  the  British  Mmis- 
try  in  all  its  measures  towards  the  United  States 
smoe  the  year  1805.  Equally  it  is  impossible  to 
doubt,  longer,  the  course  which  the  United  States 
ought  to  pursue  towards  Great  Britain. 

I' From  this  review  of  the  multiplied  wrongs  of  the 
British  Government  since  the  commencement  of  the 
present  war,  it  must  be  evident  to  the  impartial 
world,  that  the  contest  which  is  now  forced  on  the 
United  States,  is  radically  a  contest  for  their  sover- 
eignty and  independence.  Your  committee  will  not 
enlarge  on  any  of  the  injuries,  however  great,  which 
have  had  a  transitory  effect.  They  wish  to  call  the 
attention  of  the  House  to  those  of  a  permanent  na- 
ture only,  which  intrench  so  deeply  on  our  most  im- 
portant rights,  and  wound  so  extensively  and  vitally 
our  best  interests,  as  could  not  fail  to  deprive  the 
United  States  of  the  principal  advantages  of  their 
Revolution,  if  submitted  to.  The  control  of  our  com- 
merce by  Great  Britain,  in  regulating,  at  pleasure, 
and  expelling  it  ahnost  from  the  ocean;  the  oppres- 
sive_  maimer  in  which  these  regulations  have  been 
carried  into  effect,  by  seizing  and  confiscating  such 


of  our  vessels,  with  their  cargoes,  as  were  said  to 
have  violated  her  edicts,  often  without  previous 
warning  of  their  danger;  the  impressment  of  our 
citizens  from  on  board  our  own  vessels  on  the  high 
seas,  and  elsewhere,  and  holding  them  in  bondage  till 
it  suited  the  convenience  of  their  oppressors  to  deliver 
them  up  ;  are  encroachments  of  that  high  and  dan- 
gerous tendency,  which  could  not  fail  to  produce  that 
pernicious  effect ;  nor  would  these  be  the  only  con- 
sequences that  would  result  from  it.  The  British 
Government  might,  for  a  while,  be  satisfied  with  the 
ascendency  thus  gained  over  us,  but  its  pretensions 
would  soon  increase.  The  proof  which  so  complete 
and  disgraceful  a  submission  to  its  authority  would 
afford  of  our  degeneracy,  could  not  fail  to  inspire 
confidence,  that  there  was  no  limit  to  which  its 
usurpations,  and  our  degradation,  might  not  be 
carried. 

"  Your  committee,  believing  that  the  free-bom 
sons  of  America  are  worthy  to  enjoy  the  liberty 
which  their  fathers  purchased  at  the  price  of  so  much 
blood  and  treasure,  and  seeing  in  the  measures 
adopted  by  Great  Britain,  a  course  commenced  and 
persisted  in,  which  must  lead  to  a  loss  of  national 
character  and  independence,  feel  no  hesitation  in  ad- 
vising resistance  by  force  ;  in  which  the  Americans 
of  the  present  day  will  prove  to  the  enemy  and  to 
the  world,  that  we  have  not  only  inherited  that 
liberty  which  our  fathers  gave  ns,  but  also  the  will 
and  power  to  maintain  it.  Relying  on  the  patriot- 
ism of  the  nation,  and  confidently  trusting  that  the 
Lord  of  Hosts  wiU  go  with  us  to  battle  in  the  right- 
eous cause,  and  crown  our  efforts  with  success, 
your  committee  recommend  an  immediate  appeal  to 
arms." 

On  motion  of  Mr.  Mjtohell,  the  doors  were 
then  closed,  and  the  House  sat  with  doors 
closed  the  remainder  of  the  day's  sitting. 

A  motion  was  then  made  by  Mr.  Randouh 
that  the  proceedings  npon  the  said  Message  of 
the  President  be  had  and  condncted  with  open 
doors;  and  the  question  thereon  being  taken, 
it  was  determined  in  the  negative — yeas  45, 
nays  77. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  Oalhoujt,  the  said  report 
was  ordered  to  lie  on  the  table. 


Declaration  of  War, 

On  a  motion  made,  and  leave  given,  Mr.  Cal- 
houn, from  the  same  committee,  presented  a 
bill  declaring  war  between  Great  Britain  and 
her  dependencies  and  the  United  States  and 
their  territories;  which  was  read  the  first 
time;  and  opposition  being  made  thereto  by 
Mr.  Randolph,  the  question  was  taken  in  the 
form  prescribed  by  the  rules  and  orders  of  the 
House,  to  wit :  "  Shall  the  bill  be  rejected  f " 
And  determined  in  the  negative — yeas,  45 
nays,  76. 

The  bill  was  then  read  the  second  time,  and 
committed  to  a  Committee  of  the  Whole  to- 
day. 

The  House  resolved  itself  into  a  Committee 
of  the  whole  House  on  the  said  bill ;  and,  after 
some  time  spent  therein,  Mr.  Speaker  resumed 
the  Chair,  and  Mr.  Bassett  reported  that  the 
committee  had  had  the  said  bill  under  considera- 
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tion,  and  made  some  progress  therein,  and  had 
directed  him  to  ask  leave  to  sit  again. 

Ordered,  That  the  Committee  of  the  whole 
House  have  leave  to  sit  again  on  the  said  biU. 

And  then  the  House  adjourned  until  to-mor- 
row morning  eleven  o'clock. 


Thuesdat,  June  4. 

A  motion  was  made  by  Mr.  Milnoe  that  the 
doors  of  the  House  be  now  opened ;  and  was 
determined  in  the  negative. 

The  House  then  resolved  itself  into  a  Com- 
mittee of  the  whole  House  on  the  bUl  declaring 
"War  between  Great  Britain  and  her  Dependen- 
cies and  the  United  States  and  their  Territories ; 
and  after  some  time  spent  therein,  the  Speaker 
resumed  the  chair,  and  Mr.  Bassktt  reported 
that  the  committee  had  had  the  said  bill  under 
consideration,  and  made  no  amendment  thereto. 

A  motion  was  then  made  by  Mr.  Quinot  to 
amend  the  said  bill,  by  adding  thereto  a  new 
section,  as  follows : 

"  Sec.  — .  And  he  it  further  enacted.  That,  from 
and  after  the  passage  of  this  act,  the  act,  entitled 
*  An  act  concerning  the  commercial  intercourse  be- 
tween the  United  States  and  Great  Britain  and 
France  and  their  dependencies,  and  for  other  pur- 
poses,' passed  the  first  day  of  May,  one  thousand 
eight  hundred  and  ten;  and,  also,  the  act,  entitled 
'An  act  supplementaiy  to  the  act,  entitled  "An  act 
concerning  the  commercial  intercourse  between  the 
United  States  and  Great  Britain  and  France  and 
their  dependencies,  and  for  other  purposes," '  passed 
the  second  day  of  March,  one  thousand  eight  hundred 
and  eleven ;  and,  also,  the  act,  entitled  '  An  act  lay- 
ing an  embargo  on  all  ships  and  vessels  in  the  ports 
and  harbors  of  the  United  States  for  a  limited  time,' 
passed  the  fourth  day  of  April,  one  thousand  eight 
hundred  and  twelve,  be,  and  the  same  hereby  are, 
repealed." 

A  motion  was  thereupon  made  by  Mr.  Nel- 
son, that  the  bill  and  the  proposed  amendment 
be  recommitted  to  a  Committee  of  the  whole 
House : 

And  the  question  thereon  being  taken,  it  was 
determined  in  the  negative. 

The  question  was  then  taken  on  the  amend- 
ment proposed  by  Mr.  Quinot  ;  and  determined 
in  the  negative — ^yeas  42,  nays  82. 

No  other  amendment  being  proposed  to  the 
said  bill,  the  question  was  taken  that  it  be  en- 
grossed, and  read  the  third  time ;  and  passed  in 
the  affirmative — yeas  78,  nays  45,  as  follows : 

Yeas. — Willis  Alston,  jr.,  WiUiam  Anderson,  Ste- 
venson Archer,  David  Bard,  Burwell  Bassett,  William 
W.  Bibb,  Wmiam  Blackledge,  Eobert  Brown,  WilUam 
A.  Burwell,  William  Butler,  John  C.  Calhoun,  Fran- 
cis Carr,  Langdon  Cheves,  James  Cochran,  John 
Clopton,  Lewis  Condict,  William  Crawford,  Roger 
Davis,  John  Dawson,  Joseph  Desha,  Samuel  Dins- 
moor,  EUas  Earle,  William  Findlay,  James  Fisk, 
Thomas  Gholson,  Peterson  Goodwyn,  Isaiah  L. 
Green,  Fehx  Grundy,  Bolhng  Hall,  Obed  Hall,  John 
A.  Harper,  Aylett  Hawes,  John  M.  Hyneman,  Richard 
M.  Johnson,  Joseph  Kent,  WiUiam  R.  King,  Abner 
Laoock,  Joseph  Lefevre,  Peter  Little,  Wm.  Lowndes, 


Aaron  Lyle,  Nathaniel  Macon,  Thomas  Moore,. 
WiUiam  McCoy,  Samuel  McKee,  Alexander  MoKim, 
Samuel  L.  MitchUl,  James  Morgan,  Jeremiah  Mor- 
row, Hugh  Nelson,  Anthony  New,  Thomas  Newton, 
Stephen  Ormsby,  Israel  Pickens,  William  Piper, 
James  Pleasants,  jr.,  Benjamin  Pond,  AViUiam  M. 
Richardson,  Samuel  Ringgold,  John  Rhea,  John 
Roane,  Jonathan  Roberts,  Ebenezer  Sage,  Ebenezer 
Seaver,  John  Sevier,  Adam  Seybert,  Samuel  Shaw, 
George  Smith,  John  Smith,  WilUam  Strong,  John 
Taliaferro,  George  M.  Troup,  Charles  Turner,  jr., 
Robert  WhitehiUyg)avid  R.  WiUiams,  WUliam  Wid- 
gery,  Robert  Wright,  and  Richard  Wynn, 

Nays. — John  Baker,  Josiah  Bartlett,  Harmanus 
Bleecker,  Adam  Boyd,  James  Breckenridge,  EUjah 
Brigham,  Epaphroditus  Champion,  Martin  Chitten- 
den, Thomas  B.  Cooke,  John  Davenport,  jr.,  WilUam 
Ely,  James  Emott,  Asa  Fitch,  Thomas  R.  Gold, 
Charles  Goldsborough,  Jacob  Hufty,  Richard  Jack- 
son, jr.,  PhiUp  B.  Key,  Lyman  Law,  Joseph  Lewis,  jr., 
George  C.  Maxwell,  Archibald  McBryde,  Arunah 
Metcalf,  James  Mihior,  Jonathan  0.  Mosely,  Thomas 
Newton,  Joseph  Pearson,  Timothy  Pitkin,  jr.  Elisha 
R.  Potter,  Josiah  Quinoy,  John  Randolph,  WiUiam 
Reed,  Henry  Eidgely,  WiUiam  Rodman,  Richard 
Stanlbrd,  Philip  Stuart,  Lewis  B.  Sturges,  George 
Sullivan,  Samuel  Taggart,  Benjamin  Tallmadge,  Uri 
Tracy,  Pierre  Van  Cortlandt,  jr.,  Laban  Wheaton, 
Leonard  White,  and  Thomas  WUson. 

Ordered;  That  the  said  bUl  be  read  the  third 
time  to-day. 

The  said  bill  was  engrossed,  and  read  the 
third  time  accordingly,  and  the  question  stated 
that  the  same  do  pass :  Whereupon,  a  motion 
was  made  by  Mr.  Eandolph,  that  the  farther 
consideration  of  the  said  bUl  be  postponed  until 
the  first  Monday  in  October  next;  and  the 
question  thereon  being  taken,  it  was  determined 
in  the  negative — yeas  42,  nays  81. 

A  motion  was  then  made  by  Mi\  Stow,  that 
the  farther  consideration  of  the  said  biU  be  post- 
poned until  to-morrow ;  and  the  question  there- 
on being  taken,  it  was  determined  in  the  nega- 
tive— yeas  48,  nays  78. 

A  motion  was  then  made  by  Mr.  Goldsboe- 
otTGH,  that  the  House  do  now  adjourn ;  and  the 
question  thereon  being  taken,  it  was  determined 
in  the  negative — yeas  43,  nays  82. 

The  question  was  then  taken,  that  the  said 
bill  do  pass ;  and  resolved  in  the  affirmative — 
yeas  79,  nays  49,  as  follows : 

Yeas. — WilUs  Alston,  jr.,  William  Anderson,  Ste- 
venson Archer,  Daniel  Avery,  David  Bard,  Burwell 
Bassett,  WiUiam  W.  Bibb,  WiUiam  Blackledge, 
Robert  Brown,  WilUam  A.  Burwell,  WiUiam  Butler, 
John  C.  Calhoun,  Francis  Carr,  Langdon  Cheves, 
James  Cochran,  John  Clopton,  Lewis  Condict,  Wil- 
Uam Crawford,  Roger  Davis,  John  Dawson,  Joseph 
Desha,  Samuel  Dinsmoor,  EUas  Earle,  WilUam  Find- 
lay,  James  Fisk,  Thomas  Gholson,  Peterson  Goodwyn, 
Isaiah  L.  Green,  FeUx  Grundy,  BoUing  HaU,  Obed 
Hall,  John  A.  Harper,  Aylett  Hawes,  John  M.  Hyne- 
man, Richard  M.  Johnson,  Joseph  Kent,  WiUiam 
E.  King,  Abner  Lacock,  Joseph  Lefevre,  Peter  Little, 
WilUam  Lowndes,  Aaron  Lyle,  Nathaniel  Macon, 
Thomas  Moore,  WiUiam  McCoy,  Samuel  McKee, 
Alexander  McKim,  James  Morgan,  Jeremiah  Morrow, 
Hugh  Nelson,  Apthony  New,  Thomas  Newton,  Ste- 
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flien  Ormsby,  Israel  Pickens,  William  Piper,  James 
Pleasants,  jr.,  Benjamin  Pond,  William  M.  Richard- 
son, Samuel  Ringgold,  John  Rhea,  John  Roane, 
Jonathan  Roberts,  Ebenezer  Sage,  Ebenezer  Seaver, 
John  Sevier,  Adam  Seybert,  Samuel  Shaw,  John 
Smilie,  George  Smith,  John  Smith,  William  Strong, 
John  Taliaferro,  George  M.  Troup,  Charles  Turner,  jr., 
Robert  Whitehill,  David  R.  Williams,  William  Widg- 
ety,  Robert  Wright,  and  Richard  Wynn. 

Nays. — John  Baker,  Josiah  Bartlett,  Harmanus 
Bleeoker,  Adam  Boyd,  James  Breckenridge,  Elijah 
Brigham,  Epaphroditus  Champion,  Martin  Chitten- 
den, Thomas  B.  Cooke,  John  Davenport,  jr.,  William 
Ely,  James  Emott,  Asa  Fitch,  Thomas  R.  Gold,  Chas. 
Goldsborough,  Jacob  Hufty,  Richard  Jackson,  jr., 
Philip  B.  Key,  Lyman  Law,  Joseph  Lewis,  jr., 
George  C.  Maxwell,  Archibald  McBiyde,  Arunah 
Metcalf,  James*  Milnor,  Samuel  L.  Mitohill,  Jonathan 
0.  Mosely,  Thomas  Newbold,  Joseph  Pearson,  Tim- 
othy Pitiin,  jr.,  Elisha  R.  Potter,  Josiah  Qnincy, 
John  Randolph,  William  Reed,  Heniy  M.  Ridgely, 
William  Rodman,  Thomas  Sammons,  Richard  Stan- 
ford, Philip  Stuart,  Silas  Stow,  Lewis  B.  Stnrges, 
George  Sullivan,  Samuel  Taggart,  Benjamin  Tall- 
madge,  Peleg  Talhnan,  Uri  Tracy,  Pierre  Van  Cort- 
landt,  jr.,  Laban  Wheaton,  Leonard  White,  and 
Thomas  Wilson. 

Ordered,  That  the  title  be,  "  An  act  declaring 
War  between  Great  Britain  and  her  Dependen- 
cies, and  the  United  States  and  their  Terri- 
tories." 

Mr.  Maoon  and  Mr.  Findlat  were  appointed 
a  committee  to  carry  the  bill  entitled  "  An  act 
declaring  War  between  Great  Britain  and  her 
Dependencies,  and  the  United  States  and  their 
Territories,"  to  the  Senate,  and  to  inform  them 
that  the  House  of  Eepresentatives  have  passed 
the  same,  in  confidence,  and  to  request  their 
concurrence  therein. 


Thuesdat,  June  18. 
Bill  Declaring  War. 

A  confidential  message  was  received  from  the 
Senate,  by  a  committee  of  that  body  appointed 
for  the  purpose,  consisting  of  Mr.  Andeeson 
and  Mr.  VAENtrat,  notifying  the  House  that  the 
Senate  have  passed  the  biU,  entitled  "An  act 
declaring  War  between  Great  Britain  and  her 
Dependencies,  and  the  United  States  and  their 
Territories,"  with  amendments ;  in  which  they 
desire  the  concurrence  of  the  House. 

The  House  proceeded  to  consider  the  said 
amendments ;  when  a  motion  was  made  by  Mr. 
Sheffet,  that  the  said  bill  and  amendments  be 
postponed  indefinitely. 

A  motion  was  then  made  by  Mr.  Milnor, 
that  the  said  biU  and  amendments  do  lie  on  the 
table ;  and  the  question  thereon  being  taken,  it 
passed  in  the  aflBrmative — ^yeas  71,  nays  46. 

The  House  resumed  the  consideration  of  the 
amendments  of  the  Senate  to  the  aforesaid  bill ; 
when  the  question  recurred  on  the  motion  of 
Mr.  Sheffet,  and,  being  taken,  it  was  deter- 
mined in  the  negative — yeas  44,  nays  85,  as 
follows  : 

Yeas. — John  Baker,  Abijah  Bigelow,  Harmanus 


Bleecker,  James  Breckenridge,  Elijah  Brigham,  Epa^ 
phroditus  Champion,  Martin  Chittenden,  Thomas  B. 
Cooke,  John  Davenport,  jr.,  William  Ely,  James 
Emott,  Asa  Fitch,  Thomas  R.  Gold,  Charles  Golds- 
borough,  Edwin  Gray,  Jacob  Hufty,  Richard  Jack- 
son, jr.,  Philip  B.  Key,  Lyman  Law,  Joseph  Levrfsjr., 
Archibald  McBryde,  James  Milnor,  Jonathan  0. 
Mosely,  Joseph  Pearson,  Timothy  Pitkin,  jr.,  Elisha 
R,  Potter,  Josiah  Quinoy,  John  Randolph,  William 
Reed,  Henry  M.  Ridgely,  William  Rodman,  Daniel 
Sheffey,  Richard  Stanford,  Philip  Stuart,  Silas  Stow, 
Lewis  B.  Sturges,  George  Sullivan,  Samuel  Taggart, 
Benjamin  Tallmadge,  Uri  Tracy,  Pierre  Van  Cort- 
landt,  jr.,  Laban  Wheaton,  Leonard  White,  and 
Thomas  Wilson. 

Nays. — Willis  Alston,  jr.,  William  Anderson,  Ste- 
venson Archer,  Daniel  Avery,  David  Bard,  Josiah 
Bartlett,  Bnrwell  Bassett,  William  W.  Bibb,  William 
Blackledge,  Adam  Boyd,  Robert  Brown,  William  A. 
Bnrwell,  William  Butler,  John  C.  Calhoun,  Francis 
Carr,  Langdon  Cheves,  James  Cochran,  John  Clop- 
ton,  Lewis  Condict,  William  Crawford,  Richard  Cntts, 
Roger  Davis,  John  Dawson,  Joseph  Desha,  Samuel 
Pinsmoor,  Ellas  Earle,  William  Findlay,  James  Fisk, 
Meshack  Franklin,  Thomas  Gholson,  Peterson  Good- 
wyn,  Isaiah  L.  Green,  Felix  Grundy,  Boiling  Hall, 
Obed  Hall,  John  A.  Harper,  Aylett  Hawes,  John  M. 
Hyneman,  Richard  M.  Johnson,  Joseph  Kent,  Wil- 
liam R.  King,  Ahner  Lacock,  Joseph  Lefevre,  Peter 
Little,  William  Lowndes,  Aaron  Lyle,  Nathaniel  Ma- 
con, George  C.  Maxwell,  Thomas  Moore,  William 
McCoy,  Samuel  McKee,  Alexander  McKim,  Arunah 
Metealf,  James  Morgan,  Jeremiah  Morrow,  Hugh 
Nelson,  Anthony  New,  Thomas  Newton,  Stephen 
Ormsby,  Israel  Pickens,  WilHam  Piper,  James  Plea- 
sants, jr.,  Benjamin  Pond,  William  M.  Richardson, 
Samuel  Ringgold,  John  Rhea,  John  Roane,  Nathaniel 
Roberts,  Ebenezer  Sage,  Ebenezer  Seaver,  John 
Sevier,  Adam  Seybert,  Samuel  Shaw,  John  Smilie, 
George  Smith,  John  Smith,  Wm.  Strong,  John  Talia- 
ferro, George  M.  Troup,  Charles  Turner,  jr.,  Robert 
Whitehill,  David  R.  Williams,  William  Widgeiy, 
Robert  Wright,  and  Richard  Wynn. 

A  motion  was  made  by  Mr.  Eajjdouh,  that 
the  said  bill  and  amendments  be  postponed  un-  , 
tU  the  first  Monday  in  October  next.    And  the 
question  thereon  being  taken,  it  was  determined 
in  the  negaitive — yeas  49,  nays  80. 

A  motion  was  then  made  by  Mr.  Eandolph, 
that  the  said  bUl  and  amendments  be  postponed 
until  the  first  Monday  in  July  next.  And  the 
question  thereon  being  taken,  it  was  determined 
in  the  negative — yeas  51,  nays  79. 

The  said  amendments  were  then  concurred  in 
by  the  House.  And  Mr.  Macon  and  Mr.  Find- 
lay  were  appointed  a  committee  to  inform  the 
Senate  of  the  concurrence  of  the  House  in  the 
said  amendments. 

Mr.  Ceawfoed,  from  the  Joint  Committee 
for  Enrolled  Bills,  reported  that  the  committee 
had  examined  the  said  bill,  and  had  found  the 
same  to  be  truly  enrolled ;  when  the  Speaker 
signed  the  said  bill,  and  the  Committee  of  En- 
rollment were  ordered  to  take  it  to  the  Senate, 
for  the  signature  of  their  President. 

Shortly  after,  Mr.  Ceawfoed,  from  the  same 
committee,  reported  that  the  committee  had 
presented  the  said  bill  to  the  President  of  the 
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United  States,  for  his  approbation,  and  that 
they  were  instructed  by  the  President  to  inform 
the  two  Houses  that  he  had  approved  and 
signed  the  same. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  Oalhotw,  the  injunction 
of  secrecy  was  removed  from  so  much  of  the 
journals  as  relates  to  the  President's  Message  of 
the  1st  instant,  with  the  proceedings  thereon. 
And  then  the  House  adjourned  until  to-morrow 
morning,  11  o'clock. 


Feidat,  June  19. 
Occupation  of  Florida. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  Teoup, 

Resolved,  That  the  committee  to  whom  was 
referred  so  much  of  the  President's  Message,  at 
the  commencement  of  the  session,  as  relates  to 
the  Spanish  American  colonies,  he  instructed  to 
inquire  into  the  expediency  of  authorizing  the 
President  of  the  United  States  to  occupy  East 
and  "West  Florida  without  delay. 

And  then  the  doors  were  opened. 


Monday,  June  22. 

On  motion  made,  and  leave  given,  Mr. 
MiTCHiLL,  from  the  committee  appointed  on 
that  part  of  the  President's  Message,  at  the 
commencement  of  the  session,  which  relates  to 
Spanish  American  colonies,  presented  a  bill 
authorizing  the  President  of  the  United  States 
to  take  possession  of  a  tract  of  country  lying 
south  of  the  Mississippi  Territory,  of  the  State 
Georgia,  and  for  other  purposes ;  which  was 
read  the  first  time.  When  a  question  was 
taken  whether  the  subject  matter  of  the  said 
bill  required  secrecy ;  and  passed  in  the  affirm- 
ative— yeas  Yl,  nays  44. 

The  said  bill  was  then  read  the  second  time, 
and  committed  to  a  Committee  of  the  Whole 
to-morrow  ;  and  the  doors  were  then  opened. 


Thuesdat,  June  25. 

The  House  resolved  itself  into  a  Committee 
of  the  Whole  on  the  bill  authorizing  the  Presi- 
dent to  take  possession  of  a  tract  of  country 
lying  south  of  the  Mississippi  Territory,  of  the 
State  of  Georgia,  and  for  other  purposes ;  and, 
after  some  time  spent  therein,  the  Speaker  re- 
sumed the  chair,  and  Mr.  Lewis  reported  that 
the  committee  had  had  the  said  bill  under  con- 
sideration,, and  made  an  amendment  thereto; 
•which  he  delivered  in  at  the  Clerk's  table,  where 
it  was  again  read,  and  concurred  in  by  the 
House.  The  question  was  then  taken  that  the 
said  bill  be  engrossed,  and  read  the  third  time ; 
and  passed  in  tiie  affirmative — ^yeas  70,  nays  48, 
as  follows : 

Yeas. — William  Anderson,  Stevenson  Archer,  Bnr- 
well  Bassett,  William  W.  Bibb,  William  Blackledge, 
Kobert  Brown,  William  Bntler,  John  C.  Calhoun, 
Francis  Carr,  Matthew  Clay,  James  Cochran,  John 
Clopton,  Lewis  Condict,  William  Crawford,  Kichard 
Cutts,  Koger  Davis,  John  Dawson,  Joseph  Desha, 
Vol.  IV.— 36 


Samnel  Dinsmoor,  William  Findlay,  James  Fisk, 
Meshack  Franklin,  Thomas  Gholson,  Peterson  Good- 
wyn,  Isaiah  L.  Green,  Felix  Grundy,  Boiling  Hall, 
Obed  Hall,  John  A.  Harper,  John  M.  Hyneman, 
Richard  M.  Johnson,  Joseph  Kent,  William  R.  King, 
Abner  Lacock,  Peter  Little,  Aaron  Lyle,  Nathaniel 
Macon,  George  C.  Maxwell,  Thomas  Moore,  William 
McCoy,  Alexander  McKim,  Samuel  L.  MitchiU, 
James  Morgan,  Jeremiah  Morrow,  Hugh  Nelson, 
Anthony  New,  Thomas  Newton,  Stephen  Ormsby, 
Israel  Pickens,  William  Piper;  Samuel  Ringgold, 
John  Rhea,  John  Roane,  Jonathan  Roberts,  Ebenezer 
Sage,  Ebenezer  Seaver,  John  Sevier,  Samuel  Shaw, 
John  Smihe,  George  Smith,  John  Smith,  WilUam 
Strong,  John  Taliaferro,  George  M.  Troup,  Charles 
Turner,  jr.,  Robert  Whitehill,  David  R  Wilhams, 
William  Widgery,  and  Robert  Wright. 

Nays. — Ezekiel  Bacon,  John  Baker,  Abijah  Bige- 
low,  Harmanus  Bleecker,  James  Breckenridge,  Elijah 
Brigham,  WiUiam  A.  Burwell,  Epaphroditus  Champ- 
pion,  Langdon  Cheves,  Martin  Chittenden,  Thomas 
B.  Cooke,  John  Davenport,  jr.,  William  Ely,  James 
Emott,  Asa  Fitch,  Thomas  R.  GolS,  Charles  Golds- 
borough,  Edwin  Gray,  Aylett  Hawes,  Jacob  Hufty, 
Richard  Jackson,  jr.,  Philip  B.  Key,  Lyman  Law, 
Joseph  Lewis,  jr.,  William  Lowndes,  Archibald 
McBryde,  Jas.  MUnor,  Jonathan  0.  Mosely,  Joseph 
Pearson,  Timothy  Pitkin  jr. ,  James  Pleasants,  jr., 
Elisha  R.  Potter,  Josiah  Quincy,  John  Randolph, 
William  M.  Richardson,  Henry  M.  Ridgely,  William 
Rodman,  Thomas  Sammons,  Adam  Seybert,  Daniel 
Sheffey,  Richard  Stanford,  Philip  Stuart,  Lewis  B. 
Sturges,  Samuel  Taggart,  Pierre  Van  Cortlandt,  jr., 
Laban  Wheaton,  Leonard  White,  and  Thomas  Wil- 
son. 

Ordered,  That  the  said  bill  he  read  the  third 
time  to-day. 

The  said  hill  was  engrossed,  and  read  the 
third  time  accordingly :  When  a  motion  was 
made  by  Mr.  Ridgely,  that  the  same  be  post- 
poned until  Monday  next;  and  the  question 
being  taken,  it  was  determined  in  the  negative. 

The  question  was  then  taken  that  the  said 
bill  do  pass ;  and  resolved  in  the  affirmative. 

Ordered,  That  the  title  he,  "An  act  authoriz- 
ing the  President  to  take  possession  of  a  tract  of 
country  lying  south  of  the  Mississippi  Territory 
and  of  the  State  of  Georgia,  and  for -other  pur- 
poses." * 

Mr.  MiTCHiLL  and  Mr.  Teoup  were  appointed 
a  committee  to  carry  the  said  bill  to  the  Senate, 
and  inform  them  that  this  House  -have  passed 
the  same,  in  confidence,  and  request  their  con- 
currence therein;  and  the  doors  were  then 
opened. 


Feidat,  Jane  26. 
A  motion  was  made  by  Mr.  Randolph,  that 
the  injunction  of  secrecy  imposed  by  this  House 
on  the  bill,  entitled  "An  act  authorizing  the 
President  to  take  possession  of  a  tract  of  country 
lying  south  of  the  Mississippi  Territory  and  of 
the  State  of  Georgia,  and  for  other  purposes," 
together  with  the  injunction  of  secrecy  imposed 
upon  the  proceedings  of  the  said  bill,  be  taken 
off:  and,  on  the  question  that  the  House  do 
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now  proceed  to  the  consideration  of  the  said 
motion,  it  was  determined  in  the  negative. 

A  motion  was  then  made  by  Mr.  Eidgelt, 
that  the  House  do  come  to  the  following  reso- 
lution : 

Resolved,  That  the  President  of  the  United  States 
be  requested,  if,  in  his  opinion,  it  be  compatible  with 
the  public  interest,  to  lay  before  this  House,  confi- 
dentially or  otherwise,  full  information  of  all  the 
proceedings  that  have  been  had  under  and  by  virtue 
of  the  act  of  Congress,  entitled  "  An  act  to  enable 
the  President  of  the  United  States,  under  certain 
contingencies,  to  take  possession  of  the  country  lying 
east  of  the  river  Perdido,  and  south  of  the  State  of 
Georgia  and  the  Mississippi  Teritory,  and  for  other 
purposes ;  "  and  also  copies  j)f  all  instructions  that 
may  have  been  issued  by  the  Executive  branch  of 
this  Government  tmder  the  said  act. 

And  on  the  question  that  the  House  do  now 
proceed  to  the  consideration  of  the  said  resolu- 
tion, it  passed  in  the  aflSrmative — ^yeas  78, 
nays  88. 

The  question  was  then  taken  that  the  said 
resolution  do  pass ;  and  resolved  in  the  affirma- 
tive— yeas  58,  nays  51. 


Wednesday,  July  1. 
Mr.  Eidgelt,  from  the  committee  appointed, 
on  the  26th  ultimo,  to  present  a  resolution  to 
the  President  of  the  United  States,  reported  that 
the  committee  had  performed  that  service,  and 
that  the  President  answered,  that  a  due  atten- 
tion should  be  paid  to  the  subject. 

Occupation  of  Florida. 

A  Message  was  then  received  from  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  United  States,  by  Mr.  Coles,  his 
Secretary,  who  delivered  in  the  same,  and 
withdrew. 

The  Message  was  read,  and  is  as  follows : 
To  the  Hotise  of  Representatives  of  the  United  States  ; 

In  compliance  with  the  resolution  of  the  House  of 
Representatives,  of  the  twenty-sixth  of  June,  I  trans- 
mit the  information  contained  in  the  documents  here- 
with enclosed.  JAMES  MADISON. 

Jui-Y  1,  1812.. 

The  said  documents  were  read ;  and  the  doors 
were  then  opened. 

[The  following  letters,  forming  a  part  of  the 
documents  accompanying  the  above  Message  of 
thePresident  of  the  United  States,  were  ordered 
to  be  published  by  the  House  on  the  6th  instant.] 
From  the  Secretary  of  State  to  General  George  Mat- 
thews and  Colonel  John  McKee,  dated 

Department  of  State, 

January  26,  1811. 

The  President  of  the  United  States  having  ap- 
pointed you,  jointly  and  severally.  Commissioners  for 
carrying  into  effect  certain  provisions  of  an  act  of 
Congress  (a  copy  of  which  is  enclosed)  relative  to 
ttie  portion  of  the  Floridas  situated  to  the  east  of  the 
iPerdido,  you  will  repaur  to  that  quarter  with  all  pos- 
sible expedition,  concealing  from  general  observation 
■the  trust  committed  to  you,  with  that  discretion  with 
which  the  delicacy  and  importance  of  the  undertak- 
ing require. 


Should  you  find  Governor  Folch,  or  the  local 
authority  existing  there,  inclined  to  surrender,  in  an 
amicable  manner,  the  possession  of  the  remaining 
portion  or  portions  of  West  Florida  now  held  hy  him 
in  the  name  of  the  Spanish  Monarchy,  you  are  to 
accept,  in  behalf  of  the  United  States,  the  abdication 
of  his,  or  of  the  other  existing  authority,  and  the 
jurisdiction  of  the  country  over  which  it  extends. 
And,  should  a  stipulation  be  insisted  on  for  the  re- 
delivery of  the  country,  at  a  future  period,  you  may, 
engage  for  such  redelivery  to  the  lawful  sovereign. 

The  debts  clearly  due  from  the  Spanish  Govern- 
ment to  the  people  of  the  Territory,  surrendered,  may, 
if  insisted  on,  he  assumed  within  reasonable  limits, 
and  under  specified  descriptions,  to  be  settled  here- 
after as  a  claim  against  Spain  in  an  adjustment  of 
our  affairs  with  her.  You  may  also  guarantee,  in 
the  name  of  the  United  States,  the  confirmation  of 
all  such  titles  to  land  as  are  clearly  sanctioned  by 
Spanish  laws ;  and  Spanish  civil  functionaries,  where 
no  special  reasons  may  require  changes,  are  to  be 
permitted  to  remain  in  office,  with  the  assurance  of 
a  continuation  of  the  prevailing  laws,  with  such 
alterations  only  as  may  be  necessarily  required  in  the 
new  situation  of  the  country. 

If  it  should  be  required,  and  be  fonnd  necessary, 
you  may  agree  to  advance,  as  above,  a  reasonable 
sum  for  the  transportation  of  the  Spanish  troops. 

These  directions  are  adapted  to  one  of  the  con- 
tingencies specified  in  the  act  of  Congress,  namely, 
the  amicable  surrender  of  the  possession  of  the  Terri- 
tory by  the  local  ruling  authority.  But,  should  the 
arrangement  contemplated  by  the  statute,  not  be  made, 
and  should  there  be  room  to  entertain  a  suspicion  of 
an  existing  design  in  any  foreign  power  to  occupy 
the  country  in  question,  you  are  to  keep  yourselves 
on  the  alert,  and  on  the  first  undoubted  manifesta- 
tion of  the  approach  of  a  force  for  that  purpose,  you 
will  exercise  with  promptness  and  vigor,  the  powers 
with  which  you  are  invested  by  the  President  to  pre- 
occupy by  force,  the  Territory,  to  the  entire  exclusion 
of  any  armament  that  may  be  advancing  to  take 
possession  of  it.  In  this  event  you  will  exercise  a 
sound  discretion  in  applying  the  powers  given  with 
respect  to  debts,  titles  to  land,  civil  officers,  and  the 
continuation  of  the  Spanish  laws ;  taking  care  to 
commit  the  Government  on  no  point  further  than 
may  be  necessary.  And  should  any  Spanish  military 
force  remain  within  the  country,  after  the  occupancy 
by  the  troops  of  the  United  States,  you  may,  in  such 
case,  aid  in  their  removal  from  the  same. 

The  universal  toleration  which  the  laws  of  the 
United  States  assure  to  every  religious  persuasion, 
will  not  escape  you  as  an  argument  for  quieting  the 
minds  of  uninformed  individuals,  who  may  entertain 
fears  on  that  head. 

The  conduct  you  are  to  pursue  in  regard  to  East 
Florida,  must  be  regulated  by  the  dictates  of  your 
own  judgments,  on  a  close  view  and  accurate  knowl- 
edge of  the  precise  state  of  things  there,  and  of  the 
real  disposition  of  the  Spanish  Government,  always 
recurring  to  the  present  instruction  as  the  paramount 
rule  of  your  proceedings.  Should  you  discover  an 
inclination  in  the  Governor  of  East  Florida,  or  in  the 
existing  local  authority,  amicably  to  surrender  that 
province  into  the  possession  of  the  United  States, 
you  are  to  accept  it  on  the  same  terms  that  are  pre- 
scribed by  these  instructions  in  relation  to  West 
Florida.  And,  in  case  of  the  actual  appearance  of 
any  attempt  to  take  possession  by  a  foreign  power 
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yon  will  pursue  the  same  effective  measures  for  the 
occupation  of  the  Territory,  and  for  the  exclusion  of 
foreign  force,  as  you  are  directed  to  pursue  with  re- 
spect to  the  country  east  of  the  Perdido,  forming, 
at  this  time,  the  extent  of  Governor  Folch's  jurisdic- 
tion.. 

If  you  should  under  these  instructions,  obtain  pos- 
session of  Mobile,  you  will  lose  no  time  in  informing 
Governor  Claiborne  thereof,  with  a  request  that  he 
will,  without  delay,  take  the  necessary  steps  for  the 
occupation  of  the  same. 

All  ordnance  and  military  stores  that  may  be 
found  in  the  Territory  must  be  held  as  the  property 
of  the  Spanish  Government,  to  be  accounted  for 
hereafter  to  the  proper  authority ;  and  you  will  not 
faU  to  transmit  an  inventory  thereof  to  this  Depart- 
ment. 

If,  in  the  execution  of  any  part  of  these  instruc- 
tions, you  should  need  the  aid  of  a  military  force,  the 
same  will  he  afforded  you  upon  your  application  to 
the  commanding  officer  of  the  troops  of  the  United 
States  on  that  station,  or  to  the  commanding  officer 
of  the  nearest  post,  in  virtue  of  orders  which  have 
been  issued  from  the  War  Department.  And,  in  case 
you  should  moreover  need  naval  assistance,  you  will 
receive  the  same  upon  your  application  to  the  naval 
commander,  in  pursuance  of  orders  from  the  Navy 
Department. 

From  the  Treasury  Department  will  be  issued  the 
necessary  instructions  in  relation  to  imposts  and 
duties,  and  to  the  slave  ships  whose  arrival  is  appre- 
hended. 

The  President,  relying  upon  your  discretion, 
authorizes  you  to  draw  upon  the  Collectors  of  Orleans 
and  Savannah  for  such  sums  as  may  be  necessary  to 
defraying  unavoidable  expenses  that  may  be  incurred 
in  the  execution  of  these  instructions,  not  exceeding, 
in  your  drafts  on  New  Orleans,  eight  thousand  dol- 
lars, and  in  your  drafts  on  Savannah  two  thousand 
dollars,  without  further  authority ;  of  which  expenses 
you  will  hereafter  exhibit  a  detailed  account,  duly 
supported  by  satisfactory  vouchers. 

Postscript. — If  Governor  Folch  should  unexpect- 
edly requu-e  and  pertinaciously  insist  that  the  stipu- 
lation for  the  re-delivery  of  the  territory  should  also 
include  that  portion  of  the  country  which  is  situated 
west  of  the  river  Perdido,  yon  are,  in  yielding  to 
such  demand,  only  to  use  general  words  that  may  by 
implication  comprehend  that  portion  of  the  country  ; 
but,  at  the  same  time,  you  are  expressly  to  provide, 
that  such  stipulation  shall  not,  in  any  way,  impair  or 
affect  the  right  or  title  of  the  United  States  to  the 
same. 


The  Secretary  of  State  to  General  Matthews. 
Depaktment  of  State,  April  4,  1812. 

SiE  — I  have  had  the  honor  to  receive  your  letter 
of  the  fourteenth  of  March,  and  have  now  to  com- 
municate to  you  the  sentiments  of  the  President,  on 
the  very  interesting  subject  to  which  it  relates. 

I  am  sorry  to  have  to  state  that  the  measures 
which  you  appear  to  have  adopted  for  obtaining  pos- 
session of  Amelia  Island,  and  other  parts  of  East 
Florida,  are  not  authorized  by  the  law  of  the  United 
States,  or  the  instructions  founded  on  it,  under  which 
yon  have  acted. 

You  were  authorized  by  the  law,  a  copy  of  which 
was  communicated  to  you,  and  by  your  instructions, 
which  are  strictly  conformable  to  it,  to  take  posses- 


sion of  East  Florida,  only  in  case  one  of  the  following 
contingencies  should  happen :  either  that  the  Gover- 
nor or  other  existing  local  authority  should  be  dis- 
posed to  place  it  amicably  in  the  hands  of  the  United 
States,  or  that  an  attempt  should  be  made  to  take 
possession  of  it  by  a  foreign  power.  Should  the  first 
contingency  happen,  it  would  foUow,  that  the  ar- 
rangement being  amicable,  would  require  no  force 
on  the  part  of  the  United  States  to  carry  into  effect. 
It  was  only  in  case  of  an  attempt  to  take  it  by  a 
foreign  power  that  force  could  be  necessary,  in 
which. event  only  ♦ere  you  authorized  to  avail  your- 
self of  it. 

In  either  of  these  contingencies  was  it  the  policy 
of  the  law,  or  purpose  of  the  Executive,  to  wrest  the 
province  forcibly  from  Spain ;  but  only  to  occupy  it 
with  a  view  to  prevent  its  falling  into  the  hands  of  any 
foreign  power,  and  to  hold  that  pledge,  under  the  ex- 
isting peculiarity  of  the  circumstances  of  the  Spanish 
Monarchy,  for  a  just  result  in  an  amicable  negotiation 
with  Spain. 

Had  the  United  States  been  disposed  to  proceed 
otherwise,  that  intention  would  have  been  manifested 
by  a  change  of  the  law,  and  suitable  measures  to 
carry  it  into  effect.  And  as  it  was  in  their  power  to 
take  possession  whenever  they  might  think  that  cir- 
cumstances authorized  and  required  it,  it  would  be 
more  to  be  regretted,  if  possession  should  be  effected 
by  any  means  irregular  in  themselves,  and  subjecting 
the  Government  of  the  United  States  to  unmerited 
censure. 

The  views  of  the  Executive  respecting  East  Florida, 
are  further  illustrated  by  your  instructions  as  to 
West  Florida.  Although  the  United  States  have 
thought  that  they  had  a  good  title  to  the  latter  prov- 
ince, tliey  did  not  take  possession  tmtil  after  the 
Spanish  authority  had  been  subverted  by;  a  revolu- 
tionary proceeding,  and  the  .contingency  of  the 
country  being  thrown  into  foreign  hands,  had  forced 
itself  into  view.  Nor  did  they  then,  nor  have  they 
since,  dispossessed  the  Spanish  troops  of  the  post 
which  they  occupied.  If  they  did  not  think  proper 
to  take  possession  by  force,  of  a  province  to  which 
they  thought  they  were  justly  entitled,  it  could  not  be 
presumed  that  they  should  intend  to  act  differently, 
in  respect  to  one  to  which  they  had  not  such  a  claim. 

I  may  add,  that,  although  due  sensibility  has  been 
always  felt  for  the  injuries  which  were  received  from 
the  Spanish  Government  in  the  last  war,  the  present 
situation  of  Spain  has  been  a  motive  for  a  moderate 
and  pacific  policy  towards  her. 

In  conomunicating  to  you  these  sentiments  of  the 
Executive  on  the  measures  you  have  lately  adopted 
for  taking  possession  of  East  Florida,  I  add,  with 
pleasure,  that  the  utmost  confidence  is  reposed  in 
your  integrity  and  zeal  to  promote  the  welfare  of 
your  country.  To  that  zeal  the  error  into  which  you 
have  fallen,  is  imputed.  But,  in  consideration  of  the 
part  which  you  have  taken,  which  differs  so  essen- 
tially from  that  contemplated  and  authorized  by  the 
Government,  and  contradicts  so  entirely  the  principle 
on  which  it  has  uniformly  and  sincerely  acted,  you 
will  be  sensible  of  the  necessity  of  discontinuing  the 
service  in  which  you  have  been  employed. 

You  will,  therefore,  consider  your  powers  as  re- 
voked on  the  receipt  of  this  letter.  The  new  duties 
to  be  performed  will  be  transferred  to  the  Governor 
of  Georgia,  to  whom  instructions  will  be  given  on  all 
the  circumstances  to  which  it  may  be  proper,  at  the 
present  juncture,  to  call  his  attention.  I  am,  iStc, 
General  Matthews,  &c. 
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The  Searetary  of  State  to  His  Excelkmcy  D.  B.  Mitch- 
ell, the  Oovemor  of  Georgia. 

Depaetment  of  StatA,  April  10,  1812. 

Sir, — The  President  is  desirous  of  availing  the 
public  of  your  services,  in  a  concern  of  much  delicacy 
and  of  high  importance  to  the  United  States.  Cir- 
cumstances with  which  yon  are  in  some  degree  ac- 
quainted, but  which  win  be  fully  explained  by  the 
enclosed  papers,  have  made  it  necessary  to  revoke 
the  powers  heretofore  committed  to  General  Mat- 
thews, and  to  commit  them  to  you.  The  President 
is  persuaded  that  you  will  not  hesitate  to  undertake 
a  trust  so  important  to  the  nation,  and  peculiarly  to 
the  State  of  Georgia.  He  is  the  more  confident  in 
this  belief,  from  the  consideration  that  these  new 
duties  may  be  discharged  without  interfering,  as  he 
presumes,  with  those  of  the  station  which  you  now 
hold. 

By  the  act  of  the  fifteenth  of  January,  one  thousand 
eight  hundred  and  eleven,  you  will  observe  that  it 
was  not  contemplated  to  take  possession  of  East 
Florida,  or  any  part  thereof,  unless  it  should  he  sur- 
rendered to  the  United  States  amicably  by  the  Gov- 
ernor, or  other  local  authority  of  the  province,  or 
against  an  attempt  to  take  possession  of  it  by  a 
foreign  power :  and  you  will  also  see  that  General 
Matthews'  instructions,  of  which  a  copy  is  like- 
wise enclosed,  correspond  fully  with  the  law. 

By  the  documents  in  possession  of  the  Govern- 
ment, it  appears  that  neither  of  these  contingencies 
have  happened ;  that,  instead  of  an  amicable  sur- 
render by  the  Governor,  or  other  local  authority,  the 
troops  of  the  United  States  have  been  used  to  dis- 
possess the  Spanish  authority  by  force.  I  forbear  to 
dwell  on  the  details  of  this  transaction,  because  it  is 
painful  to  recite  them.  By  the  letter  to  General 
Matthews,  which  is  enclosed,  open  for  your  perusal, 
you  will  fully  comprehend  the  views  of  the  Govern- 
ment respecting  the  late  transaction ;  and,  by  the 
law,  the  former  instructions  to  the  General,  and  the 
late  letter  now  forwarded,  you  will  be  made  ac- 
quainted with  the  course  of  conduct  which  it  is  ex- 
pected of  you  to  pursue  in  future,  in  discharging  the 
duties  heretofore  enjoined  on  him. 

It  is  the  desire  of  the  President  that  you  should 
turn  your  attention  and  direct  your  efforts,  in  the 
first  instance,  to  the  restoration  of  that  state  of 
things  in  the  province  which  existed  before  the 
late  transactions.  The  Executive  considers  it 
proper  to  restore  back  to  the  Spanish  authorities, 
Amelia  Island,  and  such  other  parts,  if  any,  of  East 
Florida,  as  may  have  thus  been  taken  from 
them.  With  this  view,  it  will  be  necessary  for  you 
to  communicate  directly  with  the  Governor  or  princi- 
pal ofBcer  of  Spain  in  that  province,  and  to  act  in 
harmony  vrith  him  in  the  attainment  of  it.  It  is 
presumed  that  the  arrangement  will  be  easily  and 
amicably  made  between  you.  I  enclose  you  an  order 
from  the  Secretary  of  War  to  the  commander  of  the 
troops  of  the  United  States  to  evacuate  the  country, 
when  requested  so  to  do  by  you,  and  to  pay  the  same 
respect  in  future  to  your  order  in  fulfilling  the  duties 
enjoined  by  the  law,  that  he  had  been  instructed  to 
do  to  that  of  General  Matthews. 

In  restoring  to  the  Spanish  authorities  Amelia  Isl- 
and, and  such  other  parts  of  East  Florida  as  may 
have  been  taken  possession  of  in  the  name  of  the 
United  States,  there  is  another  object  to  which  your 
particular  attention  will  be  due.  ,  In  the  measures 
lately  adopted  by  General  Matthews  to  take  posses- 


sion of  that  territory,  it  is  probable  that  mucb  reli- 
ance has  been  placed,  by  the  people  who  acted  in  it, 
on  the  countenance  and  support  of  the  United  States. 
It  will  be  improper  to  expose  these  people  to  the  re- 
sentment of  the  Spanish  authorities.  It  is  not  to  be 
presumed  tliat  those  authorities,  in  regaining  posses- 
sion of  the  Territory,  in  this  amicable  mode,  from  the 
United  States,  will  be  disposed  to  indulge  any  such 
feeling  towards  them.  You  will,  however,  come  to  a 
full  understanding  with  the  Spanish  Governor  on 
this  subject,  and  not  fail  to  obtain  from  him  the 
most  explicit  and  satisfactory  assnrance  respecting  it. 
Of  this  assurance  you  will  duly  apprise  the  parties 
interested,  and  of  the  confidence  which  you  repose  in 
it.  It  is  hoped,  that,  on  this  delicate  and  very  in- 
teresting point,  the  Spanish  Governor  vrill  avail 
himself  of  the  opportunity  it  presents  to  evince  the 
friendly  disposition  of  his  Government  toward  the 
United  States. 

There  is  one  other  remaining  circumstance  only  to 
which  I  wish  to  call  your  attention,  and  that  relates 
to  General  Matthews  himself.  His  gallant  and 
meritorious  services  in  our  Eevolution,  and  patriotic 
conduct  since,  have  always  been  held  in  high  estima- 
tion by  the  Government.  His  errors,  in  this  instance, 
are  imputed  altogether  to  his  zeal  to  promote  the 
welfare  of  his  country ;  but  they  are  of  a  nature  to 
impose  on  the  Government  the  necessity  of  the  meas- 
ures now  taken,  in  giving  effect  to  which  yon  will 
doubtless  feel  a  disposition  to  consult,  as  far  as  may 
be,  his  personal  sensibility.  I  have  the  honor  to 
be,  (Sec, 

JAMES  MONEOE. 

P.  S. — Should  you  find  it  impracticable  to  execute 
the  duties  designated  above,  in  person,  the  President 
requests  that  you  will  be  so  good  as  to  employ  some 
very  respectable  character  to  represent  you  in  it,  to 
whom  yon  are  authorized  to  allow  a  similar  compen- 
sation. It  is  hoped,  however,  that  you  may  be  able 
to  attend  to  it  in  person,  for  reasons  which  I  need 
not  enter  into.  The  expenses  to  which  yon  may  be 
exposed  will  be  promptly  paid  to  your  draft  on  this 
Department. 

The  Secretary  of  State  to  D.  B.  Mitchell,  Esq.,  Gov- 
ernor of  Georgia. 
Department  of  State,  May  27,  1812. 

Sib, — I  have  had  the  honor  to  receive  your  letter 
of  the  second  instant,  from  St.  Mary's,  where  you 
had  arrived  in  discharge  of  the  trust  reposed  in  you 
by  the  President,  in  relation  to  East  Florida. 

My  letter  by  Mr.  Isaacs,  has,  I  presume,  substan- 
tially answered  the  most  important  of  the  queries 
submitted  in  your  letter,  but  I  will  give  to  each  a 
more  distinct  answer. 

By  the  law,  of  which  a  cppy  was  forwarde_d  to  you, 
it  is  made  the  duty  of  the  President  to  prevent  the 
occupation  of  East  Florida  by  any  foreign  power.  It 
follows  that  you  are  authorized  to  consider  the  en- 
trance, or  attempt  to  enter,  especially  under  existing 
circumstances,  of  British  troops,  of  any  description, 
as  the  case  contemplated  by  the  law,  and  to  use  the 
proper  means  to  defeat  it. 

An  instruction  wiU  be  immediately  forwarded  to 
the  commander  of  the  naval  force  of  the  United 
States,  in  the  neighborhood  of  East  Florida,  to  give 
you  any  assistance,  in  case  of  emergency,  which  you 
may  think  necessary,  and  require. 

It  is  not  expected,  if  you  find  it  proper  to  withdraw 
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the  troops,  that  you  should  interfere  to  compel  the 
patriots  to  surrender  the  country,  or  any  part  of  it, 
to  the  Spanish  authorities.  The  United  States  are 
responsihle  for  their  own  conduct  only,  not  for  that  of 
the  inhabitants  of  East  Florida.  Indeed,  in  conse- 
quence of  the  compromitment  of  the  United  States 
to  the  inhabitants,  you  have  been  already  instructed' 
not  to  withdraw  the  troops,  unless  you  find  that  it 
may  be  done  consistently  with  their  safety,  and  to 
report  to  the  Government  the  result  of  your  confer- 
ences with  the  Spanish  authorities,  with  your  opinion 
of  their  views,  holding  in  the  mean  time  the  ground 
occupied. 

In  the  present  state  of  our  affairs  with  Great  Britain 
the  course  above  pointed  out  is  the  more  justifiable 
and  proper.     I  have  the  honor  to  be,  &c., 

JAMES  MONEOE. 


Feed  AT,  July  3. 
A  message  was  received  from  the  Senate,  by 
Mr.  Smith,  of  Maryland,  and  Mr.  Lbib,  a  com- 
mittee appointed  for  the  purpose,  notifying  the 
House  that  the  Senate  have  rejected  the  bill, 
entitled  "An  act  authorizing  the  President  to 
take  possession  of  a  tract  of  country  lying  south 
of  the  Mississippi  Territory  and  of  the  State 
of  Georgia,  and  for  other  purposes." 


Monday,  July  6. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  Bibb, 

Eesohed,  That  the  injunction  of  secrecy,  so 
far  as  concerns  "  An  act  to  enable  the  President 
of  the  United  States,  under  certain  contingen- 
cies, to  take  possession  of  the  country  lying 
east  of  the  Perdido,  and  south  of  the  State  of 
Georgia  and  the  Mississippi  Territory,  and  for 
other  purposes,"  passed  on  the  twelfth  of 
January,  one  tiiousand  eight  hundred  and 
eleven,  and  "A  bill  authorizing  the  President 
to  take  possession  of  a  tract  of  country  lying 
south  of  the  Mississippi  Territory  and  of  the 
State  of  Georgia,  and  for  other  purposes;" 
passed  the  twenty-fifth  of  June  last,  and  the 
proceedings  thereon,  respectively,  be  removed. 
And,  also,  so  far  as  relates  to  the  following 
letters  :  two  from  the  Secretary  of  State  to 
General  G.  Matthews,  one  dated  the  twenty- 
sixth  of  January,  one  thousand  eight  hundred 
and  eleven,  and  the  other  the  fourth  of  AprU, 
one  thousand  eight  hundred  twelve  •  and  two 
from  Mr.  Monroe  to  General  D.  B.  Mitchell,  one 
dated  the  tenth  of  April,  the  other  the  twenty- 
seventh  of  May,  one  thousand  eight  hundred 
and  twelve. 

The  doors  were  then  opened. 
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[NOVEWBKB,  1812. 


TWELFTH  CONGRESS-SECOND  SESSION. 


BKGUN   AT    THE  CITY  OF  WASHINGTON,  NOVEMBER  2,   1812. 


PEOCEEDINGS  IN  THE  SEJSTATE. 


Monday,  November  3,  1812. 
The  second  session  of  the  twelfth  Congress 
commenced  this  day  at  the  city  of  Washington, 
conformably  to  the  act  passed  at  the  last  session, 
entitled  "  An  act  fixing  the  time  for  the  next 
meeting  of  Congress;"  and  the  Senate  assem- 
bled in  their  Chamber. 

PEESENT. 

Nicholas  Gilman  and  Chaeles  Cutts,  from 
New  Hampshire. 

Joseph  B.  Vaentim,  from  Massachusetts. 

Ohatinoet  Goodeioh,  fi'om  Connecticut. 

Jeebmiah  B.  Howell,  from  Ehode  Island. 

JosTATHAir  Robinson,  from  Vermont. 

John  Lambert,  from  New  Jersey. 

Michael  Leib,  from  Pennsylvania. 

OuTEBBEiDGE  HoESET,  from  Delaware. 

Samuel  Smith,  from  Maryland. 

Jesse  Feanklin"  and  Jambs  Ttjenee,  from 
North  Carolina. 

John  Gaillaed,  from  South  Carolina. 

William  H.  Ceaweoed  and  Chaeles  Tait, 
from  Georgia. 

Geoege  W.  Campbell,  from  Tennessee. 

Thos.  Woethington  and  Alexander  Camp- 
bell, from  Ohio. 

There  being  no  quorum,  the  Senate  adjourned 
tUl  to-morrow. 


Tttesdat,  November  3. 

Andeew  Geegg,  from  the  State  of  Pennsyl- 
vania, and  John  Tatloe,  from  the  State  of 
South  Carolina,  severally  attended. 

William  H.  Ceawfoed,  President  pro  tern,' 
pore,  resumed  the  chair. 

Ordered,  That  the  Secretary  acquaint  the 
House  of  Representatives  that  a  quorum  of  the 
Senate  is  assembled  and  ready  to  proceed  to 
business. 

A  message  from  the  House  of  Representa- 
tives informed  the  Senate  that  a  quorum  of  the 
House  is  assembled  and  ready  to  proceed  to 
business.  The  House  have  appointed  a  com- 
mittee on  their  part,  jointly  with  such  commit- 


tee as  may  be  appointed  on  the  part  of  the 
Senate,  to  wait  on  the  President  of  the  United 
States  and  notify  him  that  a  quorum  of  the 
two  Houses  is  assembled  and  ready  to  receive 
any  communication  that  he  may  be  pleased  to 
make  to  them. 

The  Senate  concurred  in  the  appointment  of 
a  joint  committee  on  their  part,  agreeably  to 
the  resolution  last  mentioned ;  and  Messrs.  Gail- 
laed, and  Smith  of  Maryland,  were  appointed 
the  committee. 

A  committee  was  appointed  agreeably  to  the 
42d  rule  for  conducting  business  in  the  Senate. 
Messrs.  Leeb,  Peanklin,  and  Geegg,  are  the 
committee. 

Sesolved,  That  each  Senator  be  supplied,  dur- 
ing the  present  session,  with  three  such  news- 
papers printed  in  any  of  the  States  as  he  may 
choose,  provided  that  the  same  be  furnished  at 
the  usual  rate  for  the  annual  charge  of  such 
papers :  and  provided,  also,  that  if  any  Senator 
shall  choose  to  take  any  newspapers  other  than 
daily  papers,  he  shall  be  supplied  with  as  many 
such  papers  as  shall  not  exceed  the  price  of 
three  daily  papers. 

Mr.  Gaillabd  reported  from  the  joint  com- 
mittee, that  they  had  waited  on  the  President 
of  the  United  States,  and  that  the  President 
had  informed  the  committee  that  he  would 
make  a  communication  to  the  two  Houses  at 
twelve  o'clock  to-morrow. 


Wednesday,  November  4. 

Obadiah  Geeman,  from  the  State  of  New 
York,  took  his  seat  in  the  Senate. 

On  motion  by  Mr.  Leib,  a  committee  of  three 
members  were  appointed,  who,  with  three 
members  of  the  House  of  Representatives,  to 
be  appointed  by  the  said  House,  shall  have  the 
direction  of  the  money  appropriated  to  the 
purchase  of  books  and  maps  for  the  use  of  the 
two  Houses  of  Congress;  and  Messrs.  Leib, 
Tait,  and  Campbell  of  Tennessee,  were  ap- 
pointed the  committee  on  the  part  of  the 
Senate. 
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November,  1812.] 


Presidents  Annual  Message. 


[SjtKATE. 


President's  Annual  Message. 
The  following  Message  was  received  from  the 
President  of  the  United  States  : 
Felloio-citijxns  of  the  Senate 

ond  House  of  Representatives : 
On  our  present  meeting,  it  is  my  first  duty  to  i  q- 
vite  your  attention  to  the  providential  favors  which 
onr  country  has  experienced,  in  the  unusual  degree 
of  health  dispensed  to  its  inhabitants,  and  in  the  rich 
abundance  with  "which  the  earth  has  rewarded  the 
labors  bestowed  on  it.  In  the  successful  cultivation 
of  other  branches  of  industry,  and  in  the  progress  of 
general  improvement  favorable  to  the  national  pros- 
perity, there  is  just  occasion,  also,  for  our  mutual 
I         congratulations  and  thankfulness. 

With  these  blessings  are  necessarily  mingled  the 
pressures  and  vicissitudes  incident  to  the  state  of  war 
into  which  the  United  States  have  been  forced  by  the 
perseverance  of  a  foreign  power  in  its  system  of  in- 
justice and  aggression. 

Previous  to  its  declaration,  it  was  deemed  proper, 
as  a  measure  of  precaution  and  forecast,  that  a  con- 
siderable force  should  be  placed  in  the  Michigan  Ter- 
ritory, with  a  general  view  to    its   security,  and,  in 
the  event  of  war,  to  such  operations  in  the  uppermost 
Canada  as  would  intercept   the  hostile  influence  of 
Great  Britain  over  the  savages,  obtain  the  command 
of  the    lake   on  which  that  part  of  Canada  borders, 
and  maintain  co-operating  relations  with  such  forces 
as    might  be   most    conveniently  employed  against 
other  parts.     Brigadier   General    Hull  was  charged 
with  this  provisional  service  ;  having  under  his  com- 
mand   a   body  of  troops    composed  of  regulars  and 
volunteers  from  the  State  of  Ohio.     Having  reached 
his   destination  after  his  knowledge  of  the  war,  and 
possessing  discretionary  authority  to  act  offensively, 
he  passed  into  the  neighboring  territory  of  the  enemy, 
with  a  prospect  of  easy  and  victorious  progress.     The 
expedition,    nevertheless,   terminated   unfortunately, 
not  only  in  a  retreat  to  the  town  and  fort  of  Detroit, 
but  in  the  surrender  of  both,  and  of  the  gallant  corps 
commanded  by  that  officer.     The  causes  of  this  pain- 
ful reverse  wiU  be  investigated  by  a  military  tribunal. 
A  distinguishing  feature  in  the  operations  which 
preceded  and  followed  this  adverse  event,  is  the  use 
made  by  the  enemy  of  the  merciless  savages  under 
their  iniluence.  *  Whilst  the  benevolent  policy  of  the 
United   States   invariably  recommended   peace,  and 
promoted  civilization    among   that  wretched  portion 
of  the  human   race  ;  and  was   making  exertions  to 
dissuade   them  from   taking  either  side  in  the  war, 
the  enemy  has  not  scrupled  to  call  to  his  aid  their  ruth- 
less ferocity,  armed  with  the  horrors  of  those  instru- 
ments of  carnage  and  torture  which  are  known  to 
spare  neither  age  nor  sex.     In  this  outrage  against 
the  laws  of  honorable  war,  and  against  the  feelings 
sacred  to  humanity,  the  British  commanders  cannot 
resort  to  a  plea  of  retahation ;  for  if  is  committed  in 
the  face  of  our  example.     They  cannot  mitigate  it, 
by  calling  it  a  self-defence  against  men  in  arms  ;  for 
it  embraces  the  most  shocking  butcheries  of  defence- 
less families.     Nor  can  it  be  pretended  that  they  are 
not  answerable  for  the  atrocities  perpetrated ;  since 
the  savages  are  employed  with  a  knowledge,  and 
even  with  menaces,  that  their  fury  could  not  be  con- 
trolled.    Such  is   the  spectacle  which  the   deputed 
authorities  of  a   nation,    boasting   its   religion   and 
morality,  have  not  been  restrained  from  presenting  to 
an  enlightened  age. 


The  misfortune  of  Detroit  was  not,  however,  with- 
out a  consoling  effect.  It  was  followed  by  signal 
proofs  that  the  national  spirit  rises  according  to  the 
pressure  on  it.  The  loss  of  an  important  post,  and 
of  the  brave  men  surrendered  with  it,  inspired  every 
where  new  ardor  and  determination.  In  the  States 
and  districts  least  remote,  it  was  no  sooner  known, 
than  every  citizen  was  ready  to  fly  with  his  arms,  at 
once,  to  protect  his  brethren  against  the  blood-thirsty 
savages  let  loose  by  the  enemy  on  an  extensive  fron- 
tier, and  to  conv^  a  partial  calamity  into  a  source 
of  invigorated  effi)rts.  This  patriotic  zeal,  which  it 
was  necessary  rather  to  limit  than  excite,  has  em- 
bodied an  ample  force  from  the  States  of  Kentucky 
and  Ohio,  and  from  parts  of  Pennsylvania  and  Vir- 
ginia. It  is  placed,  with  the  addition  of  a  few  regu- 
lars, under  the  command  of  Brigadier  General  Har- 
rison, who  possesses  the  entire  confidence  of  his  fel- 
low-soldiers, among  whom  are  citizens,  some  of  them 
volunteers  in  the  ranks,  not  less  distinguised  by  their 
poKtical  stations,  than  by  their  personal  merits.  The 
greater  portion  of  this  force  is  proceeding  on  its  des- 
tination, towards  the  Michigan  Territory,  having 
succeeded  in  relieving  an  important  frontier  post,  and 
in  several  incidental  operations  against  hostile  tribes 
of  savages,  rendered  indispensable  by  the  sub- 
serviency into  which  they  had  bfeen  seduced  by  the 
enemy ;  a  seduction  the  more  cruel,  as  it  could  not 
fail  to  impose  a  necessity  of  precautionary  severities 
against  those  who  yielded  to  it. 

At  a  recent  date,  an  attack  was  made  on  a  post  of 
the  enemy  near  Niagara,  by  a  detachment  of  the 
regular  and  other  forces,  under  the  command  of 
Major  General  Van  Rensselaer,  of  the  militia  of  the 
State  of  New  York.  '  The  attack,  it  appears,  was 
ordered,  in  compliance  with  the  ardor  of  the  troops, 
who  executed  it  with  distinguished  gallantry,  and 
were,  for  a  time,  victorious ;  but  not  receiving  the 
expected  support,  they  were-  compelled  to  yield  to 
reinforcements  of  British  regulars  and  savages.  Our 
loss  has  been  considerable,  and  is  deeply  to  be  la- 
mented. That  of  the  enemy,  less  ascertained,  will 
be  the  more  ielt,  as  it  includes,  among  the  killed,  the 
commanding  general,  who  was  also  Governor  of  the 
province  ;  and  was  sustained  by  veteran  troops,  from 
inexperienced  soldiers,  who  must  daily  improve  in 
the  duties  of  the  field. 

Our  expectation  of  gaining*  the  command  of  the 
lakes,  by  the  invasion  of  Canada  from  Detroit,  hav- 
ing been  disappointed,  measures  were  instantly  taken 
to  provide,  on  them,  a  naval  force  superior  to  that  of 
the  enemy.  From  the  talents  and  activity  of  the 
officer  charged  with  this  object,  every  thing  that  can 
be  done  may  be  expected.  Should  the  present  season 
not  admit  of  complete  success,  the  progress  made 
will  insure,  for  the  next,  a  naval  ascendency,  where 
it  is  essential  to  our  permanent  peace  with,  and  con- 
trol over,  the  savages. 

Among  the  incidents  to  the  measures  of  the  war,  I 
am  constrained  to  advert  to  the  refusal  of  the  Gov- 
ernors of  Massachusetts  and  Connecticut  to  furnish 
the  required  detachments  of  militia  towards  the  de- 
fence of  the  maritime  frontier.  The  refusal  was 
founded  on  a  novel  and  unfortunate  exposition  of  the 
provisions  of  the  constitution  relating  to  the  militia. 
The  correspondences  which  will  he  before  you,  con- 
tain the  requisite  information  on  the  subject.  It  is 
obvious  that,  if  the  authority  of  the  United  States  to 
call  into  service  and  command  the  militia  for  the 
public  defence,  can  bo  thus  frustrated,  oven  in  a  state 
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of  declared  war,  and  of  course,  under  apprehensions 
of  invasion  preceding  war,  they  are  not  one  nation 
for  the  purpose  most  of  all  requiring  it ;  and  that  the 
public  safety  may  have  no  other  resource,  than  in 
those  large  and  permanent  military  establishments 
which  are  forbidden  by  the  principles  of  our  free 
Government,  and  against  the  necessity  of  which  the 
militia  were  meant  to  be  a  constitutional  bulwark. 

On  the  coasts,  and  on  the  ocean,  the  war  has  been 
as  successful  as  circumstances  inseparable  from  its 
early  stages  could  promise.  Our  public  ships  and 
private  cruisers,  by  their  activity,  and,  where  there 
was  occasion,  by  their  intrepidity,  have  made  the 
enemy  sensible  of  the  difference  between  a  reciprocity 
of  captures,  and  the  long  confinement'  of  them  to 
their  side.  Our  trade,  with  little  exception,  has 
safely  reached  our  ports ;  having  been  much  favored 
in  it  by  the  course  pursued  by  a  squadron  of  our 
frigates,  under  the  command  of  Commodore  Rodgers. 
And  in  the  instance  in  which  skill  and  bravery  were 
more  particularly  tried  with  those  of  the  enemy,  the 
American  flag  had  an  auspicious  triumph.  The  frigate 
Constitution,  commanded  by  Captain  Hull,  after  a 
close  and  short  engagement,  completely  disabled  and 
captured  a  British  frigate  ;  gaining  for  that  officer,  and 
all  on  board,  a  praise  which  cannot  be  too  liberally 
bestowed ;  not  merely  for  the  victory  actually 
achieved,  but  for  that  prompt  and  cool  exertion  of 
commanding  talents,  which,  giving  to  courage  its 
highest  character,  and  to  the  force  applied  its  fall 
effect,  proved  that  more  could  have  been  done  in  a 
contest  requiring  more. 

Anxious  to  abridge  the  evils  from  which  a  state  of 
war  cannot  be  exempt,  I  lost  no  time  after  it  was  de- 
clared, in  conveying  to  the  British  Government  the 
terras  on  which  its  progress  might  he  arrested,  with- 
out awaiting  the  delays  of  a  formal  and  final  pacifi- 
cation ;  and  onr  Charg^  d'Affaires  at  London  was, 
at  the  same  time,  authorized  to  agree  to  an  armistice 
founded  upon  them.  These  terms  required  that  the 
Orders  in  Council  should  be  repealed  as  they  affected 
the  United  States,  without  a  revival  of  blockades 
violating  acknowledged  rules ;  and  that  there  should 
be  an  immediate  discharge  of  American  seamen  from 
British  ships,  and  a  stop  to  impressment  from  Ameri- 
can ships,  with  an  understanding  that  an  exclusion 
of  the  seamen  of  each  nation  from  the  ships  of  the 
other  should  be  stipulated ;  and  that  the  armistice 
should  be  improved  into  a  definitive  and  comprehen- 
sive adjustment  of  depending  controversies.  Al- 
though a  repeal  of  the  Orders  susceptible  of  explana- 
tions meeting  the  views  of  this  Government  had 
taken  place  before  this  pacific  advance  was  commu- 
nicated to  that  of  Great  Britain,  the  advance  was 
declined  from  an  avowed  repugnance  to  a  suspension 
of  the  practice  of  impressments  during  the  armistice, 
and  without  any  intimation  that  the  arrangement 
proposed,  with  respect  to  seamen,  would  be  accepted. 
Whether  the  subsequent  communications  from  this 
Government,  affording  an  occasion  for  reconsidering 
the  subject  on  the  part  of  Great  Britain,  will  be 
viewed  in  a,  more  favorable  light,  or  received  in  a 
more  accommodating  spirit,  remains  to  be  known.  It 
would  be  unwise  to  relax  our  measures,  in  any  re- 
bpect,  on  a  presumption  of  such  a  result. 
.  The  documents  from  the  Department  of  State, 
which  relate  to  this  subject,  will  give  a  view  also  of 
the  propositions  for  an  armistice,  which  have  been 
received  here,  one  of  them  from  the  authorities  at 
Halifax  and  in  Canada,  the  other  from  the  British 


Government  itself,  through  Admiral  Warren  ;  and  of 
the  grounds  on  which  neither  of  them  could  be  ac- 
cepted. 

Our  affairs  with  France  retain  the  posture  which 
they  held  at  my  last  communications  to  you.  Not- 
withstanding the  authorized  expectations  of  an  early 
as  well  as  favorable  issue  to  the  discussions  on  foot, 
these  have  been  procrastinated  to  the  latest  date. 
The  only  intervening  occurrence  meriting  attention, 
is  the  promulgation  of  a  French  decree  purporting  to 
be  a  definitive  repeal  of  the  Berlin  and  Milan  de- 
crees. This  proceeding,  although  made  the  ground 
of  the  repeal  of  British  Orders  in  Council,  is  render- 
ed, by  the  time  and  manner  of  it,  liable  to  many  ob- 
jections. 

The  final  communications-  from  our  special  Minis- 
ter to  Denmark,  afford  further  proofs  of  the  good 
effects  of  his  mission,  and  of  the  amicable  disposition 
of  the  Danish  Government.  From  Russia,  we  have 
the  satisfaction  to  receive  assurances  of  continued 
friendship,  and  that  it  wiU  not  be  affected  by  the 
rapture  between  the  United  States  and  Great  Britain. 
Sweden  also  professes  sentiments  favorable  to  the 
subsisting  harmony. 

With  the  Barbary  Powers,  excepting  that  of 
Algiers,  our  affairs  remain  on  the  ordinary  footing. 
The  Consul  General,  residing  with  that  Regency,  has 
suddenly,  and  without  cause,  been  banished,  to- 
gether with  all  the  American  citizen,^  found  there. 
Whether  this  was  the  transitoiy  effect  of  capricious 
despotism,  or  the  first  act  of  predetermined  hostility, 
is  not  ascertained.  Precautions  were  taken  by  the 
Consul  on  the  latter  supposition. 

The  Indian  tribes,  not  under  foreign  instigations, 
remain  at  peace,  and  receive  the  civilizing  attentions 
which  have  proved  so  beneficial  to  them. 

With  a  view  to  that  vigorous  prosecution  of  the 
war  to  which  our  national  faculties  are  adequate,  the 
attention  of  Congress  will  be  particularly  drawn  to  the 
insufficiency  of  existing  provisions  for  filling  up  the 
Military  Establishment.  Such  is  the  happy  condition 
of  our  country,  arising  from  the  facility  of  subsist- 
ence and  the  high  wages  for  every  species  of  occupa- 
tion, that  notwithstanding  the  augmented  induce- 
ments provided  at  the  last  session,  a  partial  success 
only  has  attended  the  recruiting  service.  The  de- 
ficiency has  been  necessarily  supplied  during  the 
campaign  by  other  than  regular  troops,  with  all  the 
inconveniences  and  expense  incident?  to  them.  The 
remedy  lies  in  establishing  more  favorably  for  the 
private  soldier,  the  proportion  between  his  recom- 
pense and  the  term  of  his  enlistment.  And  it  is  a 
subject  which  cannot  too  soon  or  too  seriously  he 
taken  into  consideration. 

The  same  insufiSciency  has  heen  experienced  in  the 
provisions  for  volunteers  made  by  an  act  of  the  last 
session.  The  recompense  for  the  service  required  in 
this  case  is  still  less  attractive  than  in  the  other. 
And  although  patriotism  alone  has  sent  into  the  field 
some  valuable  corps  of  that  description,  those  alone 
who  can  afford  the  sacrifice  can  be  reasonably  ex- 
pected to  yield  to  that  impulse. 

It  wiU  merit  consideration,  also,  whether,  as  aux- 
iliary to  the  security  of  our  frontiers,  corps  may  not 
he  advantageously  organized,  with  a  restriction  of 
their  services  to  particular  districts  convenient  to 
them.  And  whether  the  local  and  occasional  services 
of  mariners  and  others  in  the  seaport  towns,  under  a 
similar  organization,  would  not  be  a  provident  addi- 
tion to  the  means  of  their  defence. 
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I  recommend  a  provision  for  an  increase  of  the 
general  officers  of  the  army,  the  deficiency  of  which 
has  been  illustrated  by  the  number  and  distance  of 
separate  commands,  which  the  course  of  the  war  and 
the  advantage  of  the  service  have  required. 

And  I  cannot  press  too  strongly  on  the  earliest  at- 
tention of  the  Legislature,  the  importance  of  the  re- 
organization of  the  staff  establishment,  with  a  view 
to  render  more  distinct  and  definite  the  relations  and 
responsibilities  of  its  several  departments.  That 
there  is  room  for  improvements  which  will  materially 
promote  both  economy  and  success,  in  what  apper- 
tains to  the  army  and  the  war,  is  equally  inculcated 
by  the  examples  of  other  countries,  and  by  the  ex- 
perience of  our  own. 

A  revision  of  the  militia  laws  for  the  purpose  of 
rendering  them  more  systematic,  and  better  adapting 
them  to  the  emergencies  of  the  war,  is,  at  this  time, 
particularly  desirable. 

Of  the  additional  ships  authorized  to  be  fitted  for 
service,  two  will  be  shortly  ready  to  sail ;  a  third  is 
under  repair,  and  delay  will  be  avoided  in  the  repair 
of  the  residue.  Of  the  appropriations  for  the  pur- 
chase of  materials  for  ship  building,  the  greater  part 
has  been  applied  to  that  object,  and  the  purchase 
will  be  continued  with  the  balance. 

The  enterprising  spirit  which  has  characterized 
our  naval  force,  and  its  success,  both  in  resti'aining 
insults  and  depredations  on  our  coasts,  and  in  repri- 
sals on  the  enemy,  will  not  fail  to  recommend  an 
enlargement  of  it. 

There  being  reason  to  believe  that  the  act  pro- 
hibiting the  acceptance  of  British  licenses  is  not  a 
sufficient  guard  against  the  use  of  them  for  purposes 
favorable  to  the  interests  and  views  of  the  enemy, 
further  provisions  on  that  subject  are  highly  import- 
ant. Nor  is  it  less  so,  that  penal  enactments  should 
be  provided  for  cases  of  corrupt  and  perfidious  inter- 
course with  the  enemy,  not  amounting  to  treason, 
nor  yet  embraced  by  any  statutary  provisions. 

A  considerable  number  of  American  vessels  which 
were  in  England  when  the  revocation  of  the  Orders 
in  Council  took  place,  were  laden  with  British  manu- 
factures, under  an  erroneous  impression  that  the  non- 
importation act  would  immediately  cease  to  operate, 
and  have  arrived  in  the  United  States,  It  did  not 
appear  proper  to  exercise,  on  unforeseen  cases  of  such 
magnitude,  the  ordinary  powers  vested  in  the  Trea- 
sury Department  to  mitigate  forfeitures,  without  pre- 
viously affording  to  Congress  an  opportunity  of  mak- 
ing' on  the  subject  such  provisions  as  they  may  think 
proper.  In  their  decision,  they  will  doubtless  equally 
consult  what  is  due  to  equitable  considerations  and 
to  the  public  interest. 

The  receipts  into  the  Treasury  during  the  year 
ending  on  the  30th  of  September  last,  have  exceed- 
ed sixteen  millions  and  a  half  of  dollars;  which  have 
been  sufficient  to  defray  all  the  demands  on  the  Trea- 
sury to  that  day,  including  a  necessary  reimburse- 
ment of  near  three  millions  of  the  principal  of  the 
public  debt.  In  these  receipts  is  included  a  sum  of 
near  five  millions  eight  hundred  and  fifty  thousand 
dollars,  received  on  account  of  the  loans  authorized 
by  the  acts  of  the  last  session :  the  whole  sum  actu- 
ally obtained  on  loan  amounts  to  eleven  millions  of 
dollars,  the  residue  of  which,  being  receivable  subse- 
quent to  the  30th  of  September  last,  will,  together 
with  the  current  revenue,  enable  us  to  defray  all  the 
txpenses  of  this  year. 

The  duties  on  the  late  unexpected  importations  of 


British  manufactures  will  render  the  revenue  of  the 
ensuing  year  more  productive  than  could  have  been 
anticipated. 

The  situation  of  our  country,  fellow-citizens,  is  not 
without  its  difficulties  ;  though  it  abounds  in  animat- 
ing considerations,  of  which  the  view  here  presented 
of  our  pecuniary  resources  is  an  example.  "With 
more  than  one  nation  we  have  serious  and  unsettled 
controversies  ;  and  with  one,  powerful  in  the  means 
and  habits  of  war,  we  are  at  war.  The  spirit  and 
strength  of  the  n^ion  are  nevertheless  equal  to  the 
support  of  all  its  rights,  and  to  carry  it  through  all 
its  trials.  They  can  be  met  in  that  confidence. 
Above  all,  we  have  the  inestimable  consolation  of 
knowing  that  the  war  in  which  we  are  actually  en- 
gaged, is  a  war  neither  of  ambition  nor  of  vain 
glory ;  that  it  is  waged,  not  in  violation  of  the  rights 
of  others,  but  in  the  maintenance  of  our  own  ;  that 
it  was  preceded  by  a  patience  without  example, 
under  wrongs  accumulating  without  end :  and  tiiat 
it  was  finally  not  declared  until  every  hope  of  avert- 
ing it  was  extinguished,  by  the  transfer  of  the  British 
sceptre  into  new  hands  clinging  to  former  councils ; 
and  until  declarations  were  reiterated  to  the  last 
hour,  through  the  British  Envoy  here,  that  the  hostile 
edicts  against  our  commercial  rights  and  our  mari- 
time independence  would  not  be  revoked ;  nay,  that 
they  could  not  be  revoked  without  violating  the  obli- 
gations of  Great  Britain  to  other  powers,  as  well  as 
to  her  own  interests.  To  have  shrunk,  under  such 
circumstances,  from  manly  resistance,  would  have 
been  a  degradation  blasting  onr  best  and  proudest 
hopes  ;  it  would  have  struck  us  from  the  high  ranks 
where  the  virtuous  struggles  of  our  fathers  had 
placed  us,  and  have  betrayed  the  magnificent  legacy 
which  we  hold  in  trust  for  future  generations.  It 
would  have  acknowledged,  that,  on  the  element  which 
forms  three-fourths  of  the  globe  we  inhabit,  and  where 
all  independent  nations  have  equal  and  common  rights, 
the  American  people  were  not  an  independent  people, 
but  colonists  and  vassals.  It  was  at  this  moment, 
and  with  such  an  alternative,  that  war  was  chosen. 
The  nation  felt  the  necessity  of  it,  and  called  for  it. 
The  appeal  was  accordingly  made,  in  a  just  cause, 
to  the  just  and  all-powerful  Being  who  holds  in  his 
hand  the  chain  of  events,  and  the  destiny  of  nations. 
It  remains  only,  that,  faithful  to  ourselves,  entangled 
in  no  connections  with  the  views  of  other  powers,  and 
ever  ready  to  accept  peace  from  the  hand  of  justice, 
we  prosecute  the  war  with  united  counsels  and  with 
the  ample  faculties  of  the  nation,  until  peace  be  so 
obtained,  and  as  the  only  means,  under  the  Divine 
blessing,  of  speedily  obtaining  it. 

JAMES  MADISON. 
Washington,  November  4, 1812. . 

The  Message  and  documents  were  read,  and 
twelve  hundred  and  fifty  copies  ordered  to  he 
printed  for  the  use  of  the  Senate. 


Thttesdat,  Novemher  12, 
Philip  Ebed,  from  the  State  of  Maryland, 
took  his  seat  in  the  Senate. 


"Wednesday,  Novemher  18, 
AxLAX  B,  Magetoee,  appointed  a  senator  by 
the  Legislature  of  the  State  of  Louisiana,  (and 
who  arrived  oa  the  15th,)  produced  his  creden- 


570 


ABRIDGMENT  OF  THE 


Senate.] 


Death  of  the  Representative,  John  Smilie. 


[December,  1812. 


tials,  was  qualified,  and  then  took  his  seat  in  the 
Senate. 

William  Hunter,  from  the  State  of  Rhode 
Island  and  Providence  Plantations,  and  Jambs 
Lloyd,  from  the  State  of  Massachusetts,  sever- 
ally took  their  seats  in  the  Senate. 


Feidat,  November  20. 
Stephen  R.  Beadlet,  from  the  State  of  "Ver- 
mont, took  his  seat  in  the  Senate. 


Mondat,  November  23. 
John  Pope,  from  the  State  of  Kentucky,  took 
his  seat  in  the  Senate. 


Thuesdat,  November  26. 
EiCHAED  Bbent,  from  the  State  of  Virginia, 
attended;  and  there  being  no  quorum  present 
the  Senate  adjourned. 


Friday,  November  27. 

The  Senate  resumed  the  consideration  of  the 
motion  submitted  the  24th  instant,  that  they 
proceed  to  ascertain  the  classes  in  which  the 
Senators  of  the  State  of  Louisiana  slionld  be  in- 
serted, as  the  constitution  and  rule  heretofore 
prescribe ;  and,  having  agreed  thereto, 

On  motion  by  Mr.  Taylor, 

Ordered,  That  the  Secretary  roll  up,  and  put 
into  the  ballot  box,  two  lots,  No.  1  and  No.  3 ; 
that  the  Senator  for  whom  lot  No.  1  shall  be 
drawn,  shall  be  inserted  in  the  class  of  Senators 
whose  terms  of  service  expire  on  the  third  day 
of  March  next ;  and  the  Senator  for  whom  lot 
No.  3  shall  be  drawn,  shall  be  inserted  in  the 
class  of  Senators  whose  terms  of  service  expire 
four  years  after  the  third  day  of  March  next. 

Whereupon,  the  numbers  above  mentioned 
were  by  the  Secretary  rolled  up  and  put  into 
the  box,  and  No.  1  was  drawn  for  Allabt  B. 
Mageodee,  who  is  accordingly  in  the  class  of 
Senators  whose  terms  of  service  will  expire  on 
the  third  day  of  March  next ;  and  No.  3  was 
drawn  for  Thomas  Posey,  who  is  accordingly 
in  the  class  of  Senators  whose  terms  of  service 
will  expire  in  four  years  after  the  third  day  of 
March  next. 


Monday,  November  30. 
George  M.  Bibb,  from  the  State  of  Kentucky, 
arrived  on  the  29th,  and  attended  this  day. 


Monday,  December  7. 
Thomas  Posey,  appointed  a  Senator  by  the 
Governor  of  the  State  of  Louisiana  in  place  of 
John  Destrahan,  resigned,  produced  his  creden- 
tials, was  qualified,  and  then  took  his  seat  in  the 
Senate. 


Wednesday,  December  9. 
Encouragement  to  Privateers. 

On  motion  by  Mr.  Giles, 

Beaohed,  That  a  committee  be  appointed  to 
inquire  into  the  expediency  of  offering  encour- 
agements at  this  time  to  all  mariners  and  sea- 
men to  bring  within  any  of  the  ports  of  the 
United  States  British  public  and  private  armed 
ships,  as  well  as  merchant  ships  or  vessels,  be- 
longing to  the  subjects  of  the  United  Kingdom 
of  Great  Britain  and  Ireland ;  and  that  the 
committee  have  leave  to  report  by  bill  or  other- 
wise. 

Messrs.  Giles,  Lloyd,  Smith  of  Maryland, 
Tait,  and  Taylor,  were  appointed  the  com- 
mittee. 


Friday,  December  11. 

Samcel  W.  Dana,  from  the  State  of  Connec- 
ticut, attended. 

Capture  of  the  Macedonian  and  the  Frolic. 
The  following  Message  was  received  from  the 
President  of  the  United  States  : 

To  the  Senate  and  ffouse  of 

Representatives  of  the  United  Stales : 

I  transmit  to  Congress  copies  of  a  letter  to  the  Sec- 
retary of  the  Navy,  from  Captain  Decatnr,  of  the  frig- 
ate United  States,  reporting  his  combat  and  capture 
of  the  British  frigate  Macedonian.  Too  much  praise 
cannot  be  bestowed  on  that  officer  and  his  compan- 
ions on  board,  for  the  consummate  skill  and  con- 
spicuous valor  by  which  this  trophy  has  been  added 
to  the  naval  arms  of  the  United  States. 

I  transmit,  also,  a  letter  from  Captain  Jones,  who 
commanded  the  sloop  of  war  Wasp,  reporting  his  cap- 
tiure  of  the  British  sloop  of  war  Frolic,  after  a  close 
action,  in  which  other  brilliant  titles  will  be  seen  to 
the  pubHc  admiration  and  praise. 

A  nation,  feeling  what  it  owes  to  itself  and  to  its 
citizens,  conld  never  abandon  to  arbitrary  violence,  on 
the  ocean,  a  class  of  them  which  give  such  examples 
of  capacity  and  courage,  in  defending  their  rights  on 
that  element ;  examples  which  ought  to  impress  on 
the  enemy,  however  brave  and  powerful,  preference 
of  justice  and  peace,  to  hostility  against  a  country, 
whose  prosperous  career  may  be  accelerated,  but  can- 
not be  prevented  by  the  assaults  made  on  it. 

JAMES  MADISON. 

Washington,  Dec.  11,  1812. 

The  Message  and  papers  were  read,  and  re- 
ferred to  the  committee  appointed  9th  Novem- 
ber last,  to  consider  that  part  of  the  Message  of 
the  President  of  the  United  States  which  relates 
to  the  Naval  Establishment. 


Thursday,  December  31. 

Beath  of  the  Representative,  John  Smilie. 

A  message  from  the  House  of  Representatives 
informed  the  Senate  of  the  death  of  John  Smi- 
lie, late  a  member  of  the  House  of  Representa- 
tives, from  the  State  of  Pennsylvania ;  and  that 
his  remains  wiR  be  interred  this  day  at  two 
o'clock. 
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Hesohed,  That  the  Senate  -will  attend  the  fu- 
neral of  John  Smilie,  late  a  member  of  the 
House  of  Representatives  from  the  State  of 
Pennsylvania,  this  day  at  two  o'clock ;  and,  as 
a  testimony  of  respect  for  the  memory  of  the 
deceased,  they  will  go  into  mourning,  and  wear 
a  black  crape  round  the  left  arm  for  thirty  days. 


Tuesday,  January  5,  1813. 
The  credentials  of  John  Gaillaed,  appointed 
a  Senator  by  the  Legislature  of  the  State  of 
South  Carolina,  for  six  years,  commencing  on 
the  4th  day  of  March  next,  were  presented, 
read,  and  ordered  to  lie  on  file. 


Wedihesdat,  January  6. 
The  credentials  of  Asitee  Laoooe,  appointed 
a  Senator  by  the  Legislature  of  the  State  of 
Pennsylvania  for  the  term  of  six- years,  com- 
mencing on  the  4th  day  of  March  next,  were 
read,  and  ordered  to  lie  on  file. 


Monday,  January  11. 
James  A.  Bayaed,"  from  the  State  of  Dela- 
ware, arrived  on  the  9th  instant,  and  attended 
this  day. 


"Wednesday,  Jannary  13. 
Capture  of  British  Vessels, 
The  following  Message  was  received  from  the 
Pkesidekt  of  the  United  States  : 
To  the  Senate  of  the  United  States  : 

I  transmit  to  the  Senate  copies  of  the  correspond- 
ence called  for  by  their  resolution  of  the  7th  instant. 
JAMES  MADISON. 
Janitaet  13,  1818. 

The  Message  and  papers  therein  referred  to 
were  read,  and  referred  to  the  committee  ap- 
pointed the  9th  November,  on  so  much  of  the 
Message  of  the  President  of  the  United  States 
as  relates  to  the  Naval  Establishment,  to  con- 
sider and  report  thereon. 

The  documents  are  as  foUow  : 

Bi-AOK  JtocK,  October  9,  1812. 

Sir  :  I  have  the  honor  to  inform  you  that,  on  the 
morning  of  the  8th  instant,  two  British  vessels,  which 
I  was  informed  were  His  Britannic  Majesty's  brig  De- 
troit, late  the  United  States'  brig  Adams,  and  the 
brig  Hunter,  mounting  fourteen  guns,  br.t  which 
afterwards  proved  to  be  the  brig  Caledonia,  both  said 
to  be  well  armed  and  manned,  came  down  the  lake, 
and  anchored  under  the  protection  of  Fort  Erie. 
Having  been  on  the  lines  for  some  time,  and  in  a 
measure  inactively  employed,  I  determined  to  make 
an  attack,  and,  if  possible,  get  possession  of  them ;  a 
strong  inducement  to  this  attempt  arose  from  a  con- 
viction that,  with  those  two  vessels,  added  to  those 
which  I  have  purchased  and  am  fitting  out,  I  should 
be  able  to  meet  the  remainder  of  the  British  force 
on  the  upper  lakes,  and  save  an  incalculable  expense 
and  labor  to  the  Government  On  the  morning  of 
their  arrival,  I  heard  that  our  seamen  were  but  a 
short  distance  fi-om  this  place,  and  immediately  de- 


spatched an  express  to  the  oflScers,  directing  them  to 
use  all  possible  despatch  in  getting  the  men  to  this 
place,  as  I  had  important  service  to  perform.  On 
their  arrival,  which  was  about  12  o'clock,  I  discover- 
ed that  they  had  only  twenty  pistols,  and  neither 
cutlasses  nor  battle  axes ;  but  on  application  to  Gen- 
erals Smyth  and  Hall,  of  the  regulars  and  militia,  I 
was  supplied  with  a  few  arms,  and  General  Smyth 
was  so  good,  on  my  request,  as  immediately  to  de- 
tach fifty  men  Trom  the  regulars,  armed  with  mus- 
kets; by  four  o'clock,  in  the  afternoon,  I  had  my 
men  selected  ana  stationed  in  two  boats  which  I  had 
previously  prepared  for  the  purpose ;  with  those  boats, 
fifty  men  in  each,  and  under  circumstances  very  dis- 
advantageous, my  men  having  had  scarcely  time  to 
refresh  themselves,  after  a  fatiguing  march  of  five 
hundred  miles,  I  put  off  from  the  mouth  of  Buffalo 
creek,  at  one  o'clock  the  following  morning;  and  at 
three  I  was  alongside  the  vessels  ;  in  about  ten  min- 
utes I  had  the  prisoners  all  secured,  the  topsails 
sheeted  home,  and  the  vessels  under  way ;  unfortu- 
nately the  wind  was  not  sufBciently  strong  to  get  me 
up  against  a  rapid  current  into  the  lake,  where  I 
understood  another  armed  vessel  lay  at  anchor,  and 
I  was  obliged  to  run  down  the  river  by  the  forts, 
under  a  heavy  fire  of  round,  grape,  and  canister, 
from  a  number  of  pieces  of  heavy  ordnance,  and  sev- 
eral pieces  of  flying  artillery;  was  compelled  to  an- 
chor at  a  distance  of  about  four  hundred  yards  from 
two  of  their  batteries.  After  the  discharge  of  the 
first  gun,  which  was  from  the  flj'ing  artillery,  I  haul- 
ed to  the  shore,  and  observed  to  the  officer  that  if 
another  gun  was  fired,  I  would  bring  the  prisoners  on 
deck,  and  expose  them  to  the  fate  we  should  all 
share ;  but  notwithstanding  they  disregarded  the 
caution,  continuing  a  constant  and  destructive  fire, 
one  single  moment's  reflection  determined  me  not  to 
commit  an  act  that  would  subject  me  to  the  imputa- 
tion of  barbarity.  The  Caledonia  had  been  beached 
in  as  safe  a  position  as  the  circumstances  would  ad- 
mit of,  under  one  of  our  batteries  at  Black  Eock ;  I 
now  brought  all  the  guns  of  the  Detroit  on  one  side, 
next  the  enemy,  stationed  the  men  at  them,  and  di- 
rected a  flre,  which  was  continued  as  long  as  our 
ammunition  lasted,  and  circumstances  'permitted. 
During  the  contest;  I  endeavored  to  get  the  Detroit 
on  our  side,  by  sending  a  line  (there  being  no  wind) 
on  shore,  with  all  the  line  I  could  muster ;  but  the 
current  being  so  strong  the  boat  could  not  reach  the 
shore.  I  then  hauled  on  shore,  and  requested  that 
warps  should  be  made  fast  on  the  land  and  sent  on 
board,  the  attempt  to  do  which  again  proved  useless. 
As  the  fire  was  such  as  would,  in  all  probabihty,  sink 
the  vessel  in  a  short  time,  I  determined  to  drop  down 
the  river,  out  of  reach  of  the  batteries,  and  make  a 
stand  against  the  flying  artillery.  I  accordingly  cut 
the  cable  and  made  sail,  with  very  light  airs,  and  at 
that  instant  discovered  that  the  pilot  had  abandoned 
me.  I  dropped  astern,  for  about  ten  minutes,  when 
I  was  brought  up  on  our  shore,  on  Squaw  Island ; 
got  the  boarding  boat  made,  had  all  the  prisoners  put 
in  and  sent  on  shore,  with  directions  for  the  officer  to 
return  for  me,  and  what  property  we  could  get  from 
the  brig ;  he  did  not  return,  owing  to  the  difficulty 
of  the  boat's  getting  ashore.  Discovering  a  skiff 
under  the  counter,  I  sent  the  four  remaining  prisoners 
in  the  boat,  and,  with  my  officer,  I  went  on  shore  to 
bring  the  boat  off;  I  asked  for  protection  to  the  brig 
of  Lieutenant  Colonel  Scott,  who  readily  gave  it ;  at 
this  moment  I  discovered  a  boat,  with  about  forty 
soldiers,  from  the  British  side,  making  for  the  brig ; 
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they  got  on  board,  but  were  soon  compelled  to  aban- 
don her,  with  the  loss  of  nearly  all  their  men.  Dur- 
ing the  whole  of  this  morning  both  sides  of  the  river 
kept  up,  alternately,  a  constant  fire  on  the  brig,  and 
so  much  injured  her  that  it  was  impossible  to  have 
floated  her.  Before  I  left  her,  she  had  received  twelve 
shot,  of  large  size,  in  her  bends,  her  sails  in  ribands, 
and  her  rigging  all  out  to  pieces.  To  my  officers 
and  men,  I  feel  under  great  obligations ;  to  Captain 
Towson,  and  Lieutenant  Roach,  of  the  second  regi- 
ment of  artillery ;  Ensign  Presstman,  of  the  infantry ; 
to  Cornelius  Chapin,  Mr.  John  McComb,  Messrs. 
John  Tower,  Thomas  Davis,  Peter  Overtaoks,  James 
Sloan,  resident  gentlemen  of  Buffalo,  for  their  soldier 
and  sailor-like  conduct ;  in  a  word,  every  man  fought 
with  their  hearts  animated  only  by  the  interest  and 
honor  of  their  country.  The  prisoners  I  have  turned 
over  to  the  military.  The  Detroit  mounted  six  six- 
pound  long  guns ;  a  commanding  lieutenant,  a  lieu- 
tenant of  marines,  a  boatswain  and  gunner,  and  fifty- 
six  men ;  about  thirty  American  prisoners  on  board ; 
muskets,  pistols,  and  battle-axes  ;  in  boarding  her,  I 
lost  one  man,  one  officer  wounded ;  Mr.  John  C.  Cum- 
mings,  acting  midshipman,  a  bayonet  through  the 
leg ;  his  conduct  was  correct,  and  deserves  the  notice 
of  the  Department. 

The  Caledonia  mounted  two  small  guns,  blunder- 
busses, pistols,  muskets,  cutlasses,  and  boarding  pis- 
tols ;  twelve  men,  including  officers ;  ten  prisoners  on 
board ;  the  boat  boarding  her,  commanded  by  Sailing- 
master  George  Watts,  performed  his  duty  in  a  mas- 
terly style ;  but  one  man  killed  and  four  wounded 
badly,  I  am  afraid  mortally. 

I  enclose  you  a  list  of  the  officers  and  men  engaged 
in  the  enterprise,  and  also  a  view  of  the  lake  and 
river  in  the  different  situations  of  attack ;  in  a  day 
or  two  I  shall  forward  the  names  of  the  prisoners. 
The  Caledonia  belongs  to  the  Northwest  Company, 
laden  with  furs,  worth,  I  understood,  two  hundred 
thousand  dollars. 

JESSE  D.  ELLIOTT. 

Hon.  Paul  Hamilton, 

Secretary  of  ike  Navy. 

Lieittenant  Elliolt  to  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy. 
Black  Rock,  October  10,  1812. 

Sir  :  In  my  letter  of  yesterday's  date,  I  stated  my 
intention  to  enclose  to  you  a  list  of  the  officers  and 
men  engaged  with  me  in  capturing  His  Britannic  Ma- 
jesty's brig,  the  Detroit,  and  brig  Caledonia.  The 
Incessant  fire  of  the  enemy,  and  my  own  constant 
engagements  for  the  protection  of  the  vessels,  compel 
me  to  postpone  sending  that  list  iintil  another  oppor- 
tunity. Last  evening,  having  observed  an  intention, 
on  the  part  of  the  enemy,  to  remove  the  ordnance  and 
military  stores  with  which  the  Detroit  was  charged,  I 
determined  at  once  to  set  her  on  fire ;  thereby  to  pre- 
vent her  having  the  aid  of  masts  and  yards  in  get- 
ting her  guns  into  boats,  she  having  five  twelve- 
pound  guns  in  her  hold,  and  six  six-pounders  upon 
her  deck,  that  I  pould  prepare  them,  and,  with  my 
sailors,  remove  the  ordnance  dufing  the  night,  when 
unobserved  by  the  enemy.  These  preparations  I  am 
now  making,  and  shall,  with  as  much  expedition  as 
possible,  continue  to  get  the  ordnance,  and  place  it 
in  our  battery,  as  we  are  much  in  want — not  one 
piece  at  Black  Rook.  The  Caledonia  I  have  per- 
fectly recovered  from  the  enemy. 

I  have  the  honor  to  be,  with  great  respect,  &c., 
JESSE  D.  ELUOTT. 


Lieutenant  Elliott  to  Commodore  Chauncey,  doited  . 
Black  Rock,  October  10,  1812. 

Sir  :  I  have  the  honor  to  inform  you  that,  on  the 
morning  of  the  Gth  instant,  two  vessels,  under  British 
colors,  came  down  Lake  Erie,  and  anchored  under  the 
protection  of  Fort  Erie ;  that,  on  the  same  day,  a  de- 
tachment of  men  arrived  from  New  York,  accompa- 
nied by  Sailingmasters  Watts  and  Chisson,  with  some 
masters'  mates  and  midshipmen ;  that,  on  the  morn- 
ing following,  I,  with  two  boats  previously  prepared 
for  the  purpose,  boarded  and  took  possession  of  them, 
with  the  loss  of  two  men  killed,  Samuel  Fortune  and 
Daniel  Martin,  and  four  wounded — Acting  Midship- 
man John  C.  Cummings,  John  Garling,  Nathan  Arm- 
strong, Jerome  Sardie,  and  John  Yosen.  As  there  is 
not  a  probability  of  your  receiving  this  shortly,  I  have 
made  a  communication  to  the  Dspartment  upon  the 
subject,  a  copy  of  which  I  enclose  for  your  perusal.  I 
beg  you  will  not  have  conceived  me  hasty  in  making 
this  attack.  I  acted  as  if  the  action  came  directly 
from  yourself. 

Let  me  recommend  to  your  particular  attention  the 
officers  and  men  who  performed  this  service — each 
and  all  did  their  duty.  The  ensign  of  the  Adams  I 
wiU  send  you  at  an  early  opportunity ;  it  is  at  your 
disposah  The  particulars,  as  it  regards  the  vessels, 
I  win  forward  you  in  a  day  or  two ;  at  present  I  am 
much  engaged.     With  sentiments,  &c. 

P.  S.  I  have  neglected  mentioning  to  you  the 
names  of  the  vessels  captured.  One,  His  Britannic 
Majesty's  brig,  "  the  Detroit,"  formerly  the  United 
States'  brig  Adams ;  the  other,  a  brig  belonging  to 
the  Northwest  Company,  loaded  with  skins,  called 
the  Caledonia. 

Commodore  Chauncey  to  Paul  Hamilton,  Esj.,  Secre- 
tary of  the  Navy. 

Sackbtt's  Harbor,  October  16,  1812. 
Sir  :  I  have  great  pleasure  in  informing  you  that, 
by  a  gentleman  who  arrived  here  yesterday  afternoon, 
from  Buffalo,  I  learn  that  Lieutenant  EUiott,  with 
about  sixty  sailors,  and  a  number  of  volunteer  militia, 
cut  out  from  under  the  guns  of  Fort  Erie,  on  the  night 
of  the  8th  instant,  the  brig  Adams  (lately  surrendered 
at  Detroit)  and  the  schooner  Caledonia,  laden  with 
peltry,  said  to  be  very  valuable ;  but,  in  running 
these  vessels  for  Black  Rock,  they  both  grounded,  in 
such  a  situation  that  the  British  fort  was  firing  on 
them,  when  my  informant  left  there  on  Friday  morn- 
ing last.  It  was,  however,  behoved  that,  if  they 
could  not  be  got  off,  they  could  be  destroyed.  I, 
however,  hope  that  Lieutenant  EUiott  will  be  able  to 
save  both  vessels ;  for,  such  an  addition  to  our  little 
force  on  Lake  Erie,  at  this  time,  would  be  invalua- 
ble. Lieutenant  Elliott  deserves  much  praise  for  the 
promptness  with  which  he  executed  this  service ;  as 
the  sailors  had  only  arrived  at  Black  Rock  on  the 
8th,  and  he  had  no  particular  orders  from  me,  except 
to  have  boats  built  and  prepared  for  cutting  out  the 
British  vessels,  which  I  knew  rendezvoused  near  Fort 
Erie.  If  Lieutenant  Elliott  succeeds  in  saving  the 
Adams  and  Caledonia,  I  think  that  we  shall  obtain 
the  command  of  Lake  Erie  before  December ;  hut,  as 
to  this  lake,  I  hardly  know  what  to  say,  as  there  has 
not  a  single  pound  of  powder,  nor  a  gun,  arrived  yet, 
and  I  can  make  no  calculation  when  any  will  arrive, 
I  feel  quite  discouraged,  and  shall  be  tempted  to  seek 
the  enemy,  with  the  Oneida  alone,  if  the  guns  do  not 
arrive  soon. 
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The  sailors  have  all  arrived  at  their  places  of  desti- 
nation ;  but  the  marines  have  not  arrived.     I,  how- 
ever, hope  to  see  them  to-day  or  to-morrow. 
I' have  the  honor  to  he,  &o. 

ISAAC  CHAUNCEY. 
Hon.  Paul  Hamilton, 

Secretary  of  the  Navy, 

Sackett's  Harbor,  October  27,  1812. 

Sir  :  I  have  the  honor  of  enclosing  you  copies  of 
two  letters  from  Lieutenant  Elliott,  giving  an  accotmt 
of  his  having  cut  out  from  under  Fort  Erie,  on  Lake 
Erie,  in  a  most  gallant  manner,  two  British  brigs, 
the  Detroit  (late  Adams)  and  the  Caledonia.  The 
Detroit  was  manned  and  armed  as  a  man  of  war ; 
the  Caledonia  belonged  to  the  Northwest  Company, 
and  was  loaded  with  peltry. 

Nothing  that  I  can  say,  more  than  I  have  already 
said  in  a  former  communication  upon  this  subject, 
will  add  to  the  credit  of  Lieutenant  Elliott,  and  the 
gallant  officers  and  men  who  accompanied  him.  The 
thing  speaks  for  itself,  and  will,  I  am  sure,  be  duly 
appreciated  by  all  who  may  have  any  idea  of  the 
difficulties  that  he  had  to  encounter,  after  getting  pos- 
session of  these  vessels.  I  have  the  honor  to  be,  &c. 
ISAAC  CHAUNCEY. 

Hon.  Paul  Hamilton, 

Secretary  of  the  Navy. 

Washinoton,  Jan.  S,  1813. 

Sir:  In  answer  to  your  note,  requesting  of  me  "  a 
general  description  of  the  armament  and  stores  on 
board  at  the  time  of  the  capture  of  the  Adams,  and 
the  probable  number  of  men,"  I  can  state  that  I 
sailed  from  Maiden  in  the  Adams,  and  arrived  at 
Fort  Erie  on  the  morning  preceding  the  night  in 
which  you  captured  that  vessel.  I  left  her  in  the 
afternoon,  and  crossed  in  her  boat  to  Buffalo,  vrith  a 
flag.  When  I  left  the  Adams,  she  had  on  board  five 
guns  mounted,  (six  and  four  pounders,)  and  six  long 
twelves  in  her  hold.  She  had  also  on  board  a  quan- 
tity of  powder  and  ball,  and  a  number  of  boxes  of 
muskets.  I  am  not  able  to  state,  of  my  own  knowl- 
edge, the  number  of  stand  of  arms,  but  I  have  been 
informed  that  nearly  all  the  arms  taken  at  Detroit 
were  on  board ;  if  that  was  the  fact,  the  number 
must  have  been  two  thousand.  The  number  of  the 
crew  that  I  left  on  board  could  not  vary  much  from 
sixty,  and  the  number  of  American  prisoners  about 
thirty,  including  three  officers.  I  have  the  honor  to 
be,  &c.  HAEEIS  H.  HICKMAN. 

Lieut.  D.  Elliott,  U.  3.  Navy. 


Navy  Department,  October  27,  1812, 
Sir  :  I  have  received,  with  great  satisfaction,  your 
communication  of  the  ninth  instant,  and  have  been 
desired  by  the  President  of  the  United  States  to  return 
to  you,  and  through  you  to  the  officers  and  men  under 
your  command,  in  the  expedition  to  Fort  Erie,  which 
terminated  to  the  glory  of  the  American  arms,  his 
particular  thanks.  I  am,  with  great  respect,  &c. 
PAUL  HAMILTON. 

P.  S.  Yonr  having  abstained  from  fulfilling  your 
intimation  that  you  would  expose  your  prisoners  to 
the  enem/s  fire,  is  highly  approved. 

Jesse  D.  Elliott,  Esq., 

Lieut.  Commanding,  Black  Rock. 


Tuesday,  January  26. 
Honors  to  Hull.  Decatur,  Jones,  and  Elliott. 
The  amendment  to  the  joint  resolution  rela- 
tive to  the  brOliant  achievements  of  Captains 
Hull,  Decatur,  and  Jones,  having  been  reported 
hy  the  committee  correctly  engrossed,  the  reso- 
lution was  rend  a  third  time  as  amended ;  and 
the  title  thereof  was  amended,  to  read  as  fol- 
lows: "A  resolution  relative  to  the  hrilliant 
achievements  of  Captains  HuU,  Decatur,  Jones, 
and  Lieutenant  ^Illiott." 

Sesohed,   That    this    resolution   pass    with 
amendments. 


FeidaTj  February  5. 
Jambs  Brown,  appointed  a  Senator  by  the 
State  of  Louisiana,  in  the  place  of  John  Noel 
Detrehan,  resigned,  produced  his   credentials, 
was  qualified,  and  took  his  seat  in  the  Senate. 


Tuesday,  February  9. 
The  credentials  of  OHAtrsroEY  Goodeioh,  ap- 
pointed a  Senator  by  the  Legislature  of  the 
State  of  Connecticut  for  the  term  of  six  years, 
commencing  on  the  4th  day  of  March  next, 
were  read,  and  laid  on  file. 


"Wednesday,  February  10. 
Counting  Electoral  Votes. 

A  message  from  the  House  of  Eepresentar 
tives  informed  the  Senate  that  the  House  agree 
to  the  report  of  the  joint  committee  appointed 
to  ascertain  and  report  a  mode  of  examining 
the  votes  for  President  and  Vice  President  of 
the  United  States,  and  of  notifying  the  persons 
elected  of  their  election,  and  have  appointed 
Messrs.  Maoon  and  Tallmadob,  tellers,  on  their 
part. 

Ordered,  That  Mr.  Feanklej  be  appointed  a 
teller  of  the  ballots  for  President  and  Vice 
President  of  the  United  States,  on  the  part  of 
the  Senate,  in  place  of  Mr.  Gaillakd,  absent 
from  indisposition. 

A  message  from  the  House  of  Eepresenta^ 
tives  informed  the  Senate  that  the  House  is 
now  ready  to  attend  the  Senate  in  opening  the 
certificates  and  counting  the  votes  of  the  Elec- 
tors of  the  several  States,  in  the  choice  of  a 
President  and  Vice  President  of  the  United 
States,  in  pursuance  of  the  resolution  of  the 
two  Houses  of  Congress ;  and  that  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  Senate  wOl  be  introduced  to  the 
Speaker's  Chair,  by  the  Speaker  of  the  House 
of  Representatives. 

The  two  Houses  of  Congress,  agreeably  to  the 
joint  resolution,  assembled  in  the  Eepresenta- 
tives'  Chamber,  and  the  certificates  of  the  Elec- 
tors of  the  several  States  were,  by  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  Senate,  opened  and  delivered  to  the 
tellers  appointed  for  the  purpose,  who,  having 
examined  and  ascertained  the  number  of  votes, 
presented  a  list  thereof  to  the  President  of  the 
Senate,  which  was  read,  as  follows : 
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New  York 

- 

29 

- 

29 

New  Jersey 
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Pennsylvania 

25 
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Delaware 
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4 
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Maryland 

6 
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6 
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Virginia 

25 
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25 
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North  Carolina 

15 
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South  Carolina 

11 

- 

11 
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Georgia 

8 
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Kentucky 

12 

- 

12 
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Tennessee 
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- 

8 
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Ohio 

7 

- 

7 

- 

Louisiana 

3 

- 

3 

- 

Totals 

128 

89 

131 

86 

The  whole  number  of  votes  being  217,  of 
which  109  makes  a  majority  ;  James  Madisost 
had  for  President  of  the  tjnited  States  128 
votes,  and  Elbeidge  Geeey  had  for  Vice  Pres- 
ident of  the  United  States  131  votes : 

Whereupon,  the  President  of  the  Senate  de- 
clared James  Madison  elected  President  of  the 
United  States,  for  four  years,  commencing  with 
the  fourth  day  of  March  next,  and  Elbeidge 
Gbeet,  Vice  President  of  the  United  States, 
for  four  years,  commencing  on  the  fourth  day 
of  jMarch  next. 

The  votes  of  the  Electors  were  then  deliv- 
ered to  the  Secretary  of  the  Senate ;  the  two 
Houses  of  Congress  separated,  and  the  Senate 
returned  to  their  own  Chamber  ;  and,  on  mo- 
tion, adjourned. 


Thuesdat,  February  11. 
Vice  President  Elect. 

On  motion,  by  Mr.  Feanklin, 

JResolved,  That  the  President  of  the  United 
States  be  requested  to  cause  to  be  transmitted 
to  Elbeidge  Geeet,  Esq,,  of  Massachusetts, 
Vice  President  elect  of  the  United  States,  noti- 
fication of  his  election  to  that  office,  and  that 
the  President  of  the  Senate  do  make  and  sign 
a  certificate  in  the  words  following,  to  wit : 

"Be  it  enacted,  That  the  Senate  and  House  of 
Representatives  of  the  United  States  of  America, 
being  convened  at  the  city  of  Washington,  on  the  sec- 
ond Wednesday  of  February,  in  the  year  of  our  Lord 
one  thousand  eight  hundred  and  thirteen,  the  under- 
written President  of  the  Senate,  pro  tempore,  did,  in 
the  presence  of  the  said  Senate  and  House  of  Repre- 


sentatives, open  all  the  certificates  and  count  all  the 
votes  of  the  Electors  for  a  President  and  Vice  Presi- 
dent of  the  United  States ;  whereupon  it  appeared 
that  James  Madison,  of  Virginia,  had  a  majority  of 
the  votes  of  the  Electors  as  President,  and  Elbbidgi! 
Gerry,  of  Massachusetts,  had  a  majority  of  the 
votes  of  the  Electors  as  Vice  President ;  by  all  which 
it  appears  that  Jame.s  Madison,  of  Virginia,  has  been 
duly  elected  President,  and  Elbkidoe  Geret,  of 
Massachusetts,  has  been  duly  elected  Vice  President 
of  the  United  States,  agreeably  to  the  constitution. 

"  In  witness  whereof,  I  have  herewith  set  my  hand 
and  caused  the  seal  of  the  Senate  to  be  affixed,  this 
day  of  February,  1813." 

And  that  the  President  of  the  Senate  do 
cause  the  certificates  aforesaid  to  be  laid  before 
the  President  of  the  United  States,  with  this 
resolution. 


Monday,  February  22. 
Capture  and  Destmction  of  the  Jama. 

The  following  Message  was  received  from  the 
Peesident  of  the  United  States  : 
To  the  Senate  and  House  of 

Representatives  of  the  United  States : 

I  lay  before  Congress  a  letter,  with  accompanying 
documents,  from  Captain  Bainbridge,  now  command- 
ing the  United  States'  frigate,  the  Constitution,  re- 
porting his  capture  and  destruction  of  the  British 
frigate,  the  Java.  The  circumstances  and  the  issue 
of  this  combat,  afford  another  example  of  the  pro- 
fessional skill  and  heroic  spirit  which  prevail  in  our 
naval  service.  The  signal  display  of  both,  by  Cap- 
tain Bainbridge,  his  officers,  and  crew,  command  the 
highest  praise. 

This  being  a  second  instance  in  which  the  condi- 
tion of  the  captured  ship,  by  rendering  it  impossible 
to  get  her  into  port,  has  barred  a  contemplated  re- 
ward of  successful  valor,  I  recommend  to  the  con- 
sideration of  Congress  the  equity  and  propriety  of  a 
general  provision,  allowing,  in  such  cases,  both  past 
and  future,  a  fair  proportion  of  the  value  which 
would  accrue  to  the  captors,  on  the  safe  arrival  and 
sale  of  the  prize. 

JAMES  MADISON. 

February  22,  1813. 

The  Message  and  accompanying  documents 
were  read,  and  referred  to  the  committee  ap- 
pointed the  9th  of  November,  who  have  under 
consideration  the  naval  aflTairs  of  the  United 
States,  to  consider  and  report  thereon. 


Tuesday,  February  23. 

Natwralized  Citizens  Claiming  Protection. 

Mr.  Leib  presented  the  memorial  of  a  number 
of  inhabitants  of  the  city  and  liberties  of  Phila- 
delphia, stating  that  they  are  natives  of  the 
United  Kingdom  of  Great  Britain  and  Ireland, 
and  citizens  of  the  United  States  by  adoption ; 
and  that,  by  a  late  proclamation,  issued  by  the 
Prince  Regent  of  said  Kingdom,  the  penalty  of 
death  is  denounced  against  sncli  of  the  natural 
born  subjects  thereof  as  shall  adhere  or  give  aid 
to  the  United  States,  thereby  subjecting  them 
to  the  punishment  for  treason  against  said  King- 
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dom  whenever  the  United  States  shall  call  upon 
them  to  take  part  in  the  existing  war,  and 
praying  such  provision  for  their  protection  as 
the  wisdom  of  Congress  may  dictate ;  and  the 
memorial  was  read. 


"Wedndsdat,  March  3. 

Six  o'clock  in  the  ecening. 

Adjournment. 

The  Senate  proceeded  to  consider  the  resoln- 
tion  from  the  House  of  Representatives,  for  the 
appointment  of  a  joint  committee  to  wait  on 
the  President  of  the  United  States,  and  notify 
him  of  the  intended  recess,  and  concurred  there- 
in; and  Messrs.  Vaentim  and  Gaillaed  were 
appointed  the  committee  on  the  part  of  the 
Senate. 

Mr.  Vabnum  reported,  from  the  committee, 
that  they  had  waited  on  the  President  of  the 
United  States,  who  informed  them  that  he  had 
no  further  communications  to  make  to  the  two 
Houses  of  Congress,  Whereupon,  the  President 
adjourned  the  Senate  to  meet  on  the  fourth 
Monday  in  May  next. 

INAUGURAL    SPEECH. 

From  the  National  Intelligencer  of  March  5,  1813. 

Yesterday  being  the  day  on  which  commenced 
the  second  term  of  Mr.  Madison's  re-election  to 
the  Presidenc}',  he  took  the  oath  to  support  the 
Constitution  of  the  United  States,  administered 
to  him  by  Chief  Justice  Marshall,  in  the  pres- 
ence of  many  members  of  Congress,  the  Judges 
of  the  Supreme  Court,  the  foreign  Ministers, 
and  a  great  concourse  of  ladies  and  gentlemen. 
The  President  was  escorted  to  the  Capitol  by  the 
cavalry  of  the  District,  and  received,  on  his  ap- 
proach to  it,  by  the  several  volunteer  corps  of 
this  city,  Georgetown,  and  Alexandria,  drawn 
up  in  line  for  the  purpose.  Previous  to  taking 
the  oath  in  the  Chamber  of  the  House  of  Rep- 
resentatives, the  President  delivered  the  fol- 
lowing 

SPEECH: 
About  to  add  the  solemnity  of  an  oath  to  the 
obligations  imposed  by  a  second  call  to  the  sta- 
tion in  which  my  country  heretofore  placed  me, 
I  find,  in  the  presence  of  this  respectable  assem- 
bly, an  opportunity  of  publicly  repeating  my 
profound  sense  of  so  distinguished  a  confidence, 
and  of  the  responsibility  united  with  it.  The 
impressions  on  me  are  strengthened  by  such  an 
evidence,  that  my  faithful  endeavors  to  dis- 
cbarge my  arduous  duties  have  been  favorably 
estimated ;  and  by  a  consideration  of  the  mo- 
mentous period  at  which  the  trust  has  been  re- 
newed. Prom  the  weight  and  magnitude  now 
belonging  to  it,  I  should  be  compelled  to  shrink, 
if  I  had  less  reliance  on  the  support  of  an  en- 
lightened and  generous  people,  and  felt  less 
deeply  a  conviction,  that  the  war  with  a  power- 
ful nation,  which  forms  so  prominent  a  feature 
in  onr  situation,  is  stamped  with  that  justice, 
which  invites  the  smiles  of  Heaven  on  the 


means  of  conducting  it  to  a  successful  termina- 
tion. 

May  we  not  cherish  this  sentiment,  without 
presumption,  when  we  reflect  on  the  characters 
by  which  this  war  was  distinguished  ? 

It  was  not  declared  on  the  part  of  the  United 
States,  until  it  had  been  long  made  on  them,  in 
reality  though  not  in  name  ;  until  arguments 
and  expostulations  had  been  exhausted ;  until  a 
positive  declaration  had  been  received,  that  the 
wrongs  provoki^  it  would  not  be  discontinued ; 
nor  until  this  last  appeal  coidd  no  longer  he  de- 
layed without  breaking  down  the  spirit  of  the 
nation,  destroying  all  confidence  in  itself  and  in 
its  political  institutions,  and  either  perpetuating 
a  state  of  disgraceful  snfiering,  or  regaining,  by 
more  costly  sacrifices  and  more  severe  struggles, 
our  lost  rank  and  respect  among  independent 
powers. 

On  the  issue  of  the  war  are  staked  our  nation- 
al sovereignty  on  the  high  seas,  and  the  security 
of  an  important  class  of  citizens,  whose  occu- 
pations give  the  proper  value  to  those  of  every 
other  class.  Not  to  contend  for  such  a  stake, 
is  to  surrender  our  equahty  with  other  powers 
on  the  element  common  to  all,  and  to  violate 
the  sacred  title  which  every  member  of  the  so- 
ciety has  to  its  protection.  I  need  not  call  into 
view  the  unlawfulness  of  the  practice  by  which 
our  mariners  are  forced,  at  the  will  of  every 
cruising  officer,  from  tlieir  own  vessels  into 
foreign  ones,  nor  paint  the  outrages  inseparable 
from  it.  The  proofs  are  in  the  records  of  each 
successive  administration  of  our  Government ; 
and  the  cruel  sufferings  of  that  portion  of  the 
American  people  have  found  their  way  to  every 
bosom  not  dead  to  the  sympathies  of  human 
nature. 

As  the  war  was  just  in  its  origin,  and  neces- 
sary and  noble  in  its  objects,  we  can  reflect  with 
a  proud  satisfaction,  that,  in  carrying  it  on,  no 
principle  of  justice  or  honor,  no  usage  of  civil- 
ized nations,  no  precept  of  courtesy  or  human- 
ity have  been  infringed.  The  war  has  been 
waged  on  our  part  with  scrupulous  regard  to 
all  these  obligations,  and  in  a  spirit  of  liberality 
which  was  never  surpassed. 

How  little  has  been  the  effect  of  this  example 
on  the  conduct  of  the  enemy ! 

They  have  retained  as  prisoners  of  war  citi- 
zens of  the  United  States,  not  liable  to  be  so 
considered  under  the  usages  of  war. 

They  have  refused  to  consider  as  prisoners  of 
war,  and  threatened  to  punish  as  traitors  and 
deserters,  persons  emigrating,  without  restraint, 
to  the  United  States ;  incorporated,  by  natural- 
ization into  our  political  family,  and  fighting 
under  the  authority  of  their  adopted  country, 
in  open  and  honorable  war,  for  the  maintenance 
of  its  rights  and  safety.  Such  is  the  avowed 
purpose  of  a  Government  which  is  in  the  prac- 
tice of  naturalizing,  by  thousands,  citizens  of 
other  countries,  and  not  only  of  permitting,  but 
compelling,  them  to  fight  its  battles  against 
their  native  country. 
They  have  not,  it  is  true,  taken  into  their  own 
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hands  the  hatchet  and  the  knife,  devoted  to  in- 
discriminate massacre ;  but  they  have  let  loose 
the  savages,  armed  with  these  cruel  instru- 
ments ;  have  allured  them  into  their  service, 
and  carried  them  to  battle  by  their  sides,  eager 
to  glut  their  savage  thirst  with  the  blood  of  the 
vanquished,  and  to  finish  the  work  of  torture 
and  death  on  maimed  and  defenceless  captives : 
and,  what  was  never  before  seen,  British  com- 
manders have  extorted  victory  over  the  un- 
conquerable valor  of  our  troops,  by  presenting 
to  the  sympathy  of  their  chief  awaiting  mas- 
sacre from  their  savage  associates. 

And  now  we  find  them,  in  further  contempt 
of  the  modes  of  honorable  warfare,  supplying 
the  place  of  a  conquering  force,  by  attempts  to 
disorganize  our  political  society,  to  dismember 
our  confederated  Republic.  Happily,  like  others, 
these  will  recoil  on  the  authors ;  but  they  mark 
the  degenerate  counsels  from  which  they  ema- 
nate ;  and  if  they  did  not  belong,  to  a  series  of 
unexampled  inconsistencies,  might  excite  the 
greater  wonder,  as  proceeding  from  a  Govern- 
ment which  founded  the  very  war  in  which  it 
has  been  so  long  engaged,  on  a  charge  against 
the  disorganizing  and  insurrectional  policy  of 
its  adversary. 

To  render  the  justice  of  the  war  on  our  part 
the  more  conspicuous,  the  reluctance  to  com- 
mence it  was  followed  by  the  earliest  and  strong- 
est manifestations  of  a  disposition  to  arrest  its 
progress.  The  sword  was  scarcely  out  of  the 
scabbard,  before  the  enemy  was  apprised  of  the 
reasonable  terms  on  which  it  would  be  resheath- 
ed.  Still  more  precise  advances  were  repeated, 
and  have  been  received  in  a  spirit  forbidding 
every  reliance  not  placed  on  the  military  re- 
sources of  the  nation. 


These  resources  are  amply  sufficient  to  bring 
the  war  to  an  honorable  issue.     Our  nation  is, 
in  number,  more  than  half  that  of  the  British 
isles.    It  is  composed  of  a  brave,  a  free,  a  vir- 
tuous, and  an  intelligent  people.     Our  country 
abounds  in  the  necessaries,  the  arts,  and  the 
comforts  of  life.     A  general  prosperity  is  visi- 
ble in  the  public  countenance.     The  means  em- 
ployed by  the  British  Cabinet  to  undermine  it, 
have  recoiled  on  themselves ;  have  given  to  our 
national  faculties  .a  more  rapid  development ; 
and  draining  or  diverting  the  precious  metals 
from  British  circulation  and  British  vaults,  have 
poured  them  into  thjse  of  the  United  States. 
It  is  a  propitious  consideration,  that  an  nnavoid- 
able  war  should  have  fouud  this  seasonable  fa- 
cility for  the  contributions  required  to  support 
it.     When  the  public  voice  called  for  war,  all 
knew  and   still  know,  that  without  them  it 
could  not  be  carried  on  through  the  period 
which  it  might  last;   and  the  patriotism,  the 
good  sense,  and  the  manly  spirit  of  our  fellow- 
citizens,  are  pledges  for  the  cheerfulness  with 
which  they  will  bear  each  his  share  of  the  com- 
mon burden.     To  render  the  war  short,  and 
its  success  sure,  animated,  and  systematic  exer- 
tions alone  are  necessary ;    and  the  success  of 
our  arms  now  may  long  preserve  our  country 
from  the  necessity  of  another  resort  to  them. 
Already  have  the  gallant  exploits  of  our  naval 
heroes  proved  to  the  world  our  inherent  capa- 
city to  maintain  our  rights  on  one  element.    If 
the  reputation  of  our  arms  has  been  thrown 
under  clouds  on  the  other,  presaging  flashes  of 
heroic  enterprise  assure  us  that  nothing  is  want- 
ing to  correspondent  triumphs  there  also,  but  the 
discipline  and  habits  which  are  in  daily  progress. 
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TWELFTH  CONGRESS-SECOND  SESSION. 


PROCEEDINGS  AND   DEBATES 


THE    HOUSE    OF    EEPRESENTATIVES. 


Monday,  November  2,  1812. 

This  being  the  day  appointed  by  law  for  the 
meeting  of  Congress,  the  following  members  of 
the  House  of  Representatives  appeared,  and 
took  their  seats,  to  wit : 

From  New  Hampshire — Samuel  Dinsmoor,  Obed 
Hall,  and  John  A.  Harper. 

From  Massachusetts — Abijah  Bigelow,  Elijah  Brig- 
ham,  Richard  Cntts,  Wm.  Ely,  Isaiah  L.  Green, 
Ebenezer  Seaver,  "William  M.  Richardson,  Charles 
Tnmer,  jr.,  Laban  "Wheaton,  Leonard  White,  Wm. 
Widgery. 

From  Mhode  Island — Richard  Jackson,  jr. 

From  Connecticut — Epaphroditus  Champion,  John 
Davenport,  jr.,  Lyman  Law,  and  Jonathan  0.  Mosely. 

From  Vermont — Martin  Chittenden,  Wm.  Strong. 

From  New  York — Daniel  Avery,  Harmaniis  Bleeck- 
er,  James  Emott,  Asa  Fitch,  Sam.  L.  Mitclull,  Ben- 
jamin Pond,  Thomas  Sammons,  Pierre  Van  Cort- 
landt,  jr. 

From  New  Jersey — Adam  Boyd,  Lewis  Condict, 
Jacob  Hufty,  and  Thomas  Newbold. 

From  Pennsylvania — Wm.  Anderson,  David  Bard, 
Robert  Brown,  William  Crawford,  Wilham  Findlay, 
Abner  Lacock,  Aaron  Lyle,  Jonathan  Roberts,  Wm. 
Rodman,  Adam  Seybert,  John  SmUie,  Geo.  Smith, 
and  Robert  Whitehill. 

From,  Maryland — Stevenson  Archer,  Charles  Golds- 
borough,  Joseph  Kent,  Philip  B.  Key,  Peter  Little, 
Alexander  McEin,  Samuel  Ringgold,  Philip  Stuart, 
and  Robert  Wright. 

From  Virginia — John  Baker,  BurweU  Bassett, 
Matthew  Clay,  John  Dawson,  Thomas  Gholson, 
Peterson  Goodwyn,  Aylett  Hawes,  Joseph  Lewis,  jr., 
William  McCoy,  Hugh  Nelson,  Thomas  Newton, 
James  Pleasants,  jr.,  and  John  Roane. 

From  North  Carolina — Wilhs  Alston,  jr.,  WiUiam 
Blackledge,  Meshaok  FrankUn,  Nathaniel  Macon, 
Archibald  McBryde,  and  Joseph  Pearson. 

From  South  Carolina — WiUiam  Butler,  John  C. 
Calhoun,  Ehas  Earle,  William  Lowndes,  Thos.  Moore, 
and  Richard  Wynn. 

Frrni  Georgia— WiOiam  W.  Bibb,  Geo.  M.  Troup. 

From  Kentucky— Bsmy  Clay,  Speaker,  Joseph 
Desha,  and  Stephen  Ormsby. 

Frcm  Tennessee— Felis.  Grtmdy,  John  Rhea,  and 
John  Sevier. 

From  Ohio — Jeremiah  Morrow. 

From  Indiana  Territory— Jona,.  Jennings,  Delegate. 

A  quorum,   consisting  of  a  majority  of  the 
whole  House,' being  present,  it  was  ordered  that 
the  Clerk  do  acquaint  the  Senate  therewith. 
Vol.  rV.— 37 


On  motion  of  Mr.  Dawson,  a  committee  was 
appointed  on  the  part  of  the  House,  jointly  with 
such  committee  as  may  be  appointed  on  the  part 
of  the  Senate,  to  wait  on  the  President  of  the 
United  States,  and  inform  him  that  a  quorum  of 
the  two  Houses  is  assembled,  and  ready  to  re- 
ceive any  communication  he  may  be  pleased  to 
make  to  them. 

Mr.  Dawson  and  Mr.  Bleeokek  were  appoint- 
ed the  committee  on  the  part  of  the  House. 


Tuesday,  November  3. 

Several  other  members,  to  wit :  From  Massa- 
chusetts, Francis  Caee  ;  from  Connecticut, 
Timothy  Pitkin,  jr. ;  from  Vermont,  Samuel 
Shaw;  from  New  York,  Aeunah  Metoalf, 
Silas  Stow,  and  ITei  Teaot  ;  from  Pennsylva- 
nia, John  M.  Htneman  ;  from  Virginia,  John 
Smith,  and  Thomas  Wilson  ;  from  North  Caro- 
liaa,  EicHAED  Stanfoed;  from  S.  Carolina, 
Langdow  Oheves,  and  David  R.  Williams; 
and,  from  Kentucky,  Eiohaed  M.  Johnson, 
appeared,  and  took  their  seats. 

A  message  from  the  Senate  inforaied  the 
House  that  a  quorum  of  the  Senate  is  assembled, 
and  ready  to  proceed  to  business.  They  have  ap- 
pointed a  committee  on  their  part,  jointly  with 
the  committee  on  the  part  of  this  House,  to  in- 
form the  President  of  the  United  States  that  a 
quorum  of  the  two  Houses  is  assembled,  and 
ready  to  receive  any  communications  he  may 
•be  pleased  to  make  to  them. 

Mr.  Dawson,  from  the  joint  committee  ap- 
pointed to  wait  on  the  President  of  the  United 
States,  reported  that  the  committee  had  per- 
formed the  service  assigned  to  them,  and  that 
the  President  answered  that  he  would  make  a 
communication  to  the  two  Houses  of  Congress 
to-morrow  at  12  o'clock. 

And  then  the  House  adjourned. 


Wednesday,  November  4. 

Several  other  members,  to  wit :  From  Ver- 
mont, James  Fisk  ;  from  North  Carolina,  Wm. 
E.  KiNa  and  Iseael  Pickens  ;  from  Georgia, 
Bolling  Hall  ;  and  from  Kentucky,  Anthony 
New,  appeared,  and  took  their  seats. 

A  Message  was  received  from  the  Peesident 
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[November,  1812. 


or  THE  TInitbd  States.     [For  which,  see  Senate 
proceedings  of  this  date,  ante,  page  567.] 

The  Message  having  been  read  was  referred, 
with  the  documents  accompanying  it,  to  the 
Committee  of  the  whole  House  on  the  state  of 
the  Union. 


TmiESDAT,  November  5. 
Constitution  and  the  Guerriere. 
Mr.  Dawson  rose  and  said : — Mr.  Speaker,  I 
take  this  early  moment  to  present  to  you  a  re- 
solution which  I  feel  pleasure  and  pride  in  be- 
lieving will  meet  the  general  approbation,  not 
only  of  this  House,  hut  of  the  nation. 

The  President  of  the  United  States,  in  his 
Message,  which  wns  read  on  yesterday,  has,  in 
terms  eloquent  and  appropriate,  made  mention 
of  an  engagement  which  has  taken  place  be- 
tween an  American  frigate  and  one  of  His  Bri- 
tannic Majesty's,  which  has  rendered  to  the 
officers  and  crew  of  our  frigate  that  justice 
which  they  so  justly  merited  ;  an  engagement 
in  wjiich  American  tars  have  proven  to  the 
world,  that  when  commanded  by  officers  of 
skill,  valor,  and  fidelity,  they  are  capable  of 
contending  with,  and  of  vanquishing,  those  of 
any  nation  on  the  earth,  upon  any  element — 
even  on  that  element  where  British  skill  has  so 
justly  acquired  so  much  celebrity,  and  that  the 
American  flag,  when  authorized  by  the  consti- 
tuted authorities  of  our  country,  will  command 
respect  on  the  high  road  of  nations.  Far,  very 
far  be  it  from  me  to  boast — it  ill  becomes  an  in- 
dividual or  a  nation,  and  is  never  the  concomi- 
tant of  true  courage  ;  but  on  the  present  occa- 
sion it  seems  to  me  proper  that  we  should  ex:- 
press  our  sentiments — our  feelings,  and  thereby 
the  feelings  of  the  nation.  I  shall,  therefore, 
without  further  comment,  offer  you  the  follow- 
ing resolution,  observing  that  the  facts  stated 
have  been  ascertained  at  the  proper  department, 
and  the  proofs  are  on  my  table : 

Resolved  by  the  Senate  and  House  of  Representatives 
of  the  United  States  of  America  in  Congress  assembled, 
That  the  President  of  the  United  States  be,  and  he  is 
hereby,  requested  to  present,  la  the  name  of  Congress, 
to  Captain  Isaac  Hull,  a  gold  medal,  with  suitable 

emblems   and   devices ;    and  that  the  sura  of 

thousand  dollars  be,  and  the  same  is  hereby,  appro- 
priated, to  be  distributed  as  prize  money  to  the  offi- 
cers and  crew  of  the  United  States'  frigate  the  Con- 
stitution, of  forty-fonr  guns,  according  to  the  provi- 
sions of  the  act  for  the  better  government  of  the 
Navy  of  the  United  States ;  in  testimony  of  the  high 
'Sense  entertained  by  Congress  of  the  gallantry,  good 
conduct,  and  services  of  Captain  Hull,  the  officers, 
and  crew,  of  the  said  frigate  Constitution,  in  attack- 
ing, vanquishing,  and  capturing  the  British  frigate 
the  Guerriere,  mounting  fifty-four  carriage  guns, 
thereby  exhibiting  an  example  highly  honorable  to 
the  American  character,  and  instructive  to  our  rising 
Navy. 

Some  conversation  passed  on  the  proper  mode 
of  disposing  of  this  subject,  in  the  course  of 
which 

Mr.  Seybeet  suggested  the  propriety  of  also 


giving  some  distinctive  or  medals  to  the  crew 
of  the  Constitution,  who  he  thought  were  too 
generally  overlooked  in  such  cases. 

Mr.  WiiiGHT  approved  the  spirit  of  the  reso- 
lution, but  hoped  the  other  officers  would  re- 
ceive swords,  and  the  men  suitable  rewards; 
and  confidently  hoped  a  gold  medal  would  be 
voted  to  the  nearest  relative  of  Lieutenant  Wil- 
liam Bush  of  the  marines,  a  young  gentleman 
from  his  district,  who  fell  gallantly  fighting  in 
that  action,  covered  with  wounds  and  glory; 
he,  therefore,  for  that  purpose,  moved  that  the 
resolution  be  referred  to  a  select  committee. 

The  resolution  was  eventually  ordered  to  lie 
on  the  table  till  a  committee  should  be  appoint- 
ed to  whom  it  should  be  referred. 


Feidat,  November  6. 

Several  other  members,  to  wit:  from  New 
Jersey,  Geoege  C.  Maxwell  ;  from  Massachu- 
setts, EzEKiEL  Bacon  ;  from  Connecticut,  Lewis 
B.  Stueges  ;  and  from  Pennsylvania,  James  Mil- 
NOE,  appeared,  and  took  their  seats. 

Geoege  Poindextee,  the  Delegate  from  the 
Mississippi  Territory,  also  appeared,  and  took 
his  seat. 


Monday,  November  9. 
Several  other  members,  to  wit :  from  Massa- 
chusetts, Samuel  Taggajst  ;  from  Connecticut, 
Benjamin  Tallmadge  ;  from  New  York,  Ebbn- 
ezee  Sage,  and  Thomas  E.  Gold  ;  from  Penn- 
sylvania, EoGEE  Davis  ;  from  Delaware,  Henet 
M.  Eidgely;  and  from  Virginia,  John  Talia- 
FEEEO,  appeared,  and  took  their  seats. 

Encouragement  to  Privateers. 
Mr.  Mitohill  presented  a  petition  of  sundry 
owners  and  agents  of  privateers  in  the  city  of 
New  York,  praying  for  a  reduction  of  the  duties 
on  prizes  and  prize  goods ;  that  prize  property, 
on  condemnation,  may  be  delivered  to  thera  to 
be  disposed  of  and  distributed ;  that  the  time 
necessary  to  procure  condemnations  may  be 
shortened ;  that  the  fees  of  the  officers  of  prize 
courts  may  be  limited  to  a  certain  sum,  and 
that  prize  owners  and  their  agents  be  authorized 
to  order  prizes  arrived  in  one  port  to  any  other 
port,  at  their  discretion,  at  any  time  before  the 
actual  libelling  of  such  prizes. 

Exemption  of  Soldiers  from  Arrest  for  Belt. 

Mr.  Baoon  stated  that,  under  the  present  law, 
exempting  from  arrest  of  privates  in  the  Army 
of  the  United  States  in  certain  cases  of  debt, 
frauds  had  been,  and  more  extensively  might  be, 
committed ;  inasmuch  as  a  soldier  who  was  tired 
of  the  service,  by  giving  his  bond  for  a  feigned 
debt  for  an  amount  greater  than  twenty  dollars, 
could  procure  himself  to  be  arrested  and  kept 
out  of  service,  &c.  Mr.  B.  further  illustrated 
the  evasions  to  which  the  present  law  is  liable, 
and,  concluded  by  moving  the  following  resolu- 
tion: 
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Jiesolvedj  That  the  Committee  on  Military  Affairs 
te  instructed  to  inquire  into  the  expediency  of  pro- 
viding by  law  for  exempting  altogether  from  liability 
to  arrest,  or  being  taken  in  execution  for  debt,  of  any 
non-commissioned  officer,  musician,  or  private,  he- 
longing  to  the  Army  of  the  United  States,  or  to  any 
volunteer  corps,  when  called  into  service  pursuant  to 
to  law. 

The  resolution  was  agreed  to. 


Tuesday,  November  10. 

Another  member,  to  wit,  from  Virginia, 
James  Beeckesbidge,  appeared,  and  took  his 
seat. 

Mounted  Troops. 

Mr.  EiCHAED  M.  Johnson  observed  that  he 
had  draughted  a  resolntion  for  the  consideration 
of  the  House,  the  object  of  which  was  to  author- 
ize an  expedition  of  mounted  volunteers  against 
the  several  Indian  tribes  hostile  to  the  United 
States.  He  said  the  people  of  the  United  States 
had  the  power  and  the  will  to  break  np  and 
to  extirpate  those  hostile  savages,  to  desolate 
their  country,  or  compel  them  to  surrender  at 
discretion,  as  the  Miamies  had  done  lately  when 
they  beheld  the  strong  arm  of  the  Govemment 
uplifted  and  ready  to  fall  upon  them  heavily. 
And  it  was  the  imperious  duty  of  Congress  so 
to  organize  this  power,  and  so  to  direct  this  will, 
as  to  make  it  effectual  and  most  destructive  to 
the  enemy  in  the  line  of  its  operation.  Mr.  J. 
said  a  ^vinter  campaign  of  mounted  men  well 
selected,  well  organized,  and  well  conducted  for 
sixty  days,  would  close  an  Indian  war,  which 
was  restrained  on  their  part  by  no  ties  of  re- 
ligion, by  no  rules  of  morality,  by  no  suggestions 
of  mercy,  by  no  principles  of  humanity.  Sir,  said 
he,  yon  well  know  that  we  cannot  so  guard  any 
part  of  our  extended  line  of  frontier  as  to  pre- 
vent entirely  the  incursions  of  savages,  so  long  as 
they  have  a  place  of  safety  or  hiding  place  upon 
our  borders ;  by  reason  of  which  a  few  desper- 
ate savages,  well  armed  with  their  rifles,  toma- 
hawks, and  scalping  knives,  and  paid  for  the 
scalps  of  our  citizens,  may  travel  in  the  night, 
watch  their  place  of  assassination  undiscovered, 
and  fall  upon  our  infant  settlements  thus  ex- 
posed and  massacre  them  without  distinction  of 
acre  or  sex,  and  not  leave  even  an  infant  to  lisp 
the  sad  tale  of  sorrow  to  the  passing  stranger. 
Such  has  been  the  fact  in  many  places  on  our 
frontier  since  the  battle  of  Tippecanoe ;  and 
such  was  the  melancholy  fact  near  the  Ohio 
river  in  Indiana,  when  upwards  of  twenty  per- 
sons were  horribly  murdered  in  cold  blood, 
without  the  opportunity  of  resistance ;  the  most 
of  these  unfortunate  victims  were  women  and 
children,  whose  heads  were  roasted  by  the  fire, 
and  in  this  cruel  mode  tortured  to  death,  and 
under  circumstances  which  would  blacken  and 
dye  with  deeper  disgrace  the  most  infamous  and 
abandoned  set  of  beings  on  earth.  Since  the  de- 
feat of  Braddock,  Mr.  J.  observed,  the  conflict 
with  the  Indians  had  always  been  an  unequal 
one,  and  the  United  States  had  never  carried  on 


such  a  campaign  against  them  as  would  bring 
them  to  their  reason.  He  observed,  that  a  win- 
ter campaign  of  mounted  men  woflld  place  us  on 
an  equality  in  our  contest  with  the  Indians ;  and 
he  pledged  himself  for  the  efBcacy  of  such  an  ex- 
pedition, if  sanctioned  and  authorized  by  Con- 
gress, and  left  to  the  Executive  of  Kentucky,  so 
far  as  the  forces  were  taken  from  that  State. 
On  such  a  campaign  they  must  meet  us  in 
battle,  or  surrender  at  discretion;  they  could 
not  avoid  our  search  nor  evade  our  pursuit — 
the  season  would  furnish  certain  means  of  dis- 
covery ;  their  strongholds  would  be  broken  up ; 
their  squaws  and  children  would  fall  into  our 
hands,  and  remain  sure  pledges  against  savage 
ferocity  and  barbarity.  Kothing  do  they  so 
much  fear  as  to  have  their  squaws  taken  prison- 
ers. Their  winter  quarters  would  be  discovered 
and  their  stock  of  winter  provisions  would  be 
destroyed ;  and  once  since  the  Eevolution  the 
friend  of  his  country  would  enjoy  the  satisfac- 
tion of  seeing  our  savage  enemies  humbled  in 
the  dust  and  solely  at  our  mercy,  notwithstand- 
ing all  the  arts  of  British  intrigue  to  the  con- 
trary. On  the  contrary,  we  want  no  additional 
evidence,  no  train  of  reasoning,  nor  a  particular 
detaU  of  facts,  to  convince  us  that  any  other 
kind  of  force,  and  at  any  other  period,  will  only 
give  us  a  partial  remedy.  Upon  any  other  prin- 
ciple we  give  the  savage  foe  every  advantage. 
When  threatened  and  pursued  by  a  force  suffi- 
cient to  chastise  them,  no  warriors  can  be 
found — ^they  scatter  through  the  woods  like  the 
wild  beasts  of  the  forest.  Send  a  small  party, 
and  they  are  immediately  surrounded  and  cut 
off  by  superior  numbers.  In  fact,  sir,  they  will 
not  meet  at  their  own  doors  and  firesides  equal 
numbers  in  honorable  combat — they  must  al- 
ways have  some  great  and  decided  advantage. 
In  the  several  attacks  made  upon  Port  Wayne, 
Fort  Harrison,  and  Bellevue — at  which  places 
our  officers  and  soldiers  acted  with  a  firmness 
and  gallantry  deserving  the  highest  praises  of 
their  country — the  Indians  retreated  at  the  ap- 
proach of  assistance,  and  could  not  be  found. 
We  witnessed  the  same  scene  when  our  army 
penetrated  their  country  from  Fort  Wayne,  who 
burnt  their  towns  and  destroyed  their  crops. 
In  short,  sir,  late  in  the  spring,  in  the  summer, 
and  in  the  fall,  every  thicket,  every  swamp — 
nay,  every  brush-heap  surrounded  with  weeds 
furnishes  a  hiding  place ;  and  it  is  in  vain  to 
search  after  Indians  at  such  a  time,  if  they  are 
not  disposed  to  be  seen.  Mr.  J.  said,  with  this 
imperfect  picture  before  us,  which,  however, 
contained  undeniable  facts,  Congress  could  not 
reconcile  it  to  its  duty  not  to  take  such  steps  as 
would  speedily  terminate  the  war  with  the  sav- 
ages. Such  steps  had  been  taken  as  to  produce 
much  temporary  distress  among  the  Pottawata- 
mies  and  other  tribes,  and  the  destruction  of 
their  villages  and  crops  would  employ  many  of 
their  warriors  in  procuring  subsistence  for  then- 
squaws  and  chUdren,  which  consequently  gave 
a  correspondent  relief  to  our  frontier  settle- 
ments ;  that  a  winter  camp^gn  well  conducted 
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was  indispensable  to  complete  the  work  which 
was  begun  with  so  much  zeal,  but  which  could 
not  produce  all  the  benefit  that  might  b«  ex- 
pected from  a  regular  authorized  expedition ;  for 
it  would  be  recollected  that  the  mounted  men 
had  gone  out  suddenly  upon  the  spur  of  the  oc- 
casion, without  compensation,  with  a  view  to 
relieve  tho  frontiers  from  the  disasters  of  HuU's 
humiliating  surrender ;  and  in  such  voluntary 
associations  many  men  would  consider  them- 
selves under  less  obligations  than  if  employed 
by  the  Government,  although  the  party  with 
whom  he  had  the  honor  to  act  served  beyond 
the  time  for  which  they  enrolled  themselves, 
and  never  quitted  the  service  until  honorably 
discharged.  Mr.  J.  observed,  if  the  savages  are 
unmindful  of  the  many  acts  of  benevolence,  of 
justice  and  friendship  exercised  towards  them 
by  the  United  States;  if  British  influence,  or 
British  gold,  or  any  other  consideration,  could 
induce  them  to  continue  the  savage  practice  of 
imbruing  their  hands  alike  in  the  blood  of  the 
warrior  in  the  field,  and  the  infant  in  its  mother's 
arms;  if  they  will  be  bound  by  no  obligation 
however  sacred ;  by  no  treaty,  however  solemnly 
made ;  by  no  dictate  of  nature,  no  matter  how 
self-evident;  the  United  States  are  absolved 
from  all  acts  of  further  forbearance ;  and  we  are 
called  upon  by  every  feeling  of  duty  and  honor 
to  disarm  them  of  their  fury  and  put  them  be- 
yond the  power  of  injury.  Mr.  J.  said  he  had 
not  intended  to  trouble  the  House  with  so  many 
preliminary  remarks,  but  he  had  seen  in  his 
place  the  Chairman  of  the  committee  to  whom 
the  resolution  was  to  be  refen-ed,  and  he  was 
anxious  that  the  design  and  object  of  the  mo- 
tion should  be  known,  that  the  committee 
might  act  with  despatch  if  it  met  with  their 
views : 

Resolved,  That  the  select  committee  to  whom  was 
referred  so  much  of  the  President's  Message  as  relates 
to  military  affairs,  be  instructed  to  inquire  into  the 
expediency  of  authorizing  an  expedition  of  mounted 
volunteers  against  the  Indian  tribes  hostile  to  the 
United  States. 

The  resolution  was  agreed  to  nem.  con.,  with- 
out debate. 


Thitesdat,  November  12. 
Another  member,  to  wit,  from   Kentucky, 
Samubl  MoKeb,  appeared  and  took  his  seat. 


Feidat,  November  13. 
Several  other  members,  to  wit :  from  New 
York,  TnoMAs  B.  Oookb  ;  from  Now  Jersey, 
James  Morgan;  from  Virginia,  Johu  Ran- 
dolph ;  and  from  North  Carolina,  Lemuel 
Sawtee,  appeared,  and  took  their  seats. 


Monday,  November  16. 
Several  other  members,  to  wit :  from  Massa- 
chusetts, William  Eked  ;  from  Ehode  Island, 
Elisha  E,   Pottee  ;    from  Virginia,   Daniel 


Sheffet  ;  from  North  Carolina,  James  Oooh- 
EAN  ;  from  South  Carolina,  Eiohaed  Wynn, 
appeared,  and  took  their  seats. 


Tuesday,  November  17. 
Encouragement  to  Privateers. 

Mr.  Bassett,  from  the  committee  appointed 
on  that  part  of  the  President's  Message  which 
relates  to  the  Naval  Establishment,  reported,  in 
part,  a  bill  in  addition  to  the  act  concerning 
letters  of  marque,  prizes,  and  prize  goods ;  which 
was  read  twice,  and  committed  to  a  Committee 
of  the  Whole  to-morrow. 

The  bill  is  as  follows  : 

A  Bill  in  addition  to  the  act  concerning  letters  of 
marqne,  prizes,  and  prize  goods. 

Be  it  enacted  by  the  Senate  and  House  of  Representa- 
tives of  the  United  States  of  America  in  Congress  as- 
semiled,  That  all  prize  property,  upon  sentence  of 
condemnation,  shall,  at  the  request  of  the  owners 
of  the  private  armed  vessel  by  which  the  capture 
shall  have  been  made,  or  of  their  agents,  be,  by  the 
marshal  of  the  district  in  whose  custody  the  same 
may  be,  delivered  over  to  the  said  owners  or  their 
agents,  to  be  by  them  sold  or  disposed  of  at  their 
discretion,  and  the  proceeds  thereof  distributed  by 
them  agreeably  to  the  provisions  of  law :  Provided, 
That  all  fees,  costs,  and  charges,  arising  on  the  pro- 
cess of  condemnation,  be  first  paid,  and  that  the  duties 
accruing  on  such  prize  goods,  as  also  two  per  cent. 
on  the  estimated  value  of  such  prize  property,  after 
deducting  all  duties,  costs,  and  charges,  (which  value, 
as  it  respects  the  cargo,  shall  be  ascertained  in  the 
same  manner  as  is  provided  by  law  for  ascertaining 
the  value  of  goods  subject  to  ad  valorem  duties ;  and 
as  it  respects  the  vessel,  to  be  ascertained  by  apprais- 
ers to  be  appointed  in  the  same  manner,)  shall  be 
first  paid,  or  secured  to  be  paid,  to  the  collector  of 
the  district  into  which  such  prize  property  may  be 
brought  for  condemnation ;  which  two  per  cent,  shall 
be  in  lieu  of  the  two  per  cent,  on  the  net  amount  of 
the  prize  money  reserved  by  the  seventh  section  of 
the  act  to  which  this  act  is  in  addition,  and  shall  be 
pledged  and  appropriated  to  the  same  fund  as  is  there- 
by provided  for. 

Sec.  2.  And  te  it  further  enacted,  That  all  bonds 
taken  for  the  security  of  the  two  per  cent,  fund  before 
provided  for  shall  be  made  payable  within  sixty  days 
from  the  time  of  taking  such  bonds. 

Sec.  3,  And  be  it  further  enacted.  That  the  owners 
of  any  private  armed  vessel  or  vessels,  or  their  agents, 
may,  at  any  time  before  a  libel  shall  be  filed  against 
any  captured  vessel  or  her  cargo,  remove  the  same 
from  any  port  into  which  it  may  be  fijst  brought,  to 
any  other  port  in  the  United  StateSj  subject  to  the 
same  restrictions,  and  complying  with  the  same  regu- 
lations, with  respect  to  the  payment  of  duties,  which 
are  provided  by  law  in  relation  to  other  vessels  arriv- 
ing in  port  with  cargoes  subject  to  duty :  Provided, 
That  before  such  removal  the  said  captured  property 
shall  not  have  been  attached  at  the  suit  of  any  ad- 
verse claimant,  or  a  claim  against  the  same  have  been 
interposed  in  behalf  of  the  United  States. 

Sec.  i.  And  be  it  further  enacted.  That  wherever 
the  proceeds  of  any  prize  property  has  been,  or  shall 
be,  deposited  with  the  clerk  of  any  district  court,  pur- 
suant to  tlie  orders  of  said  court,  upon  condemnation, 
the  same  shall,  at  the  request  of  the  owners,  of  the 
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private  armed  vessel  by  whicli  the  capture  shall  have 
been  made,  or  of  their  agents,  be  paid  over  to  them, 
to  be  by  them  distributed  agreeably  to  the  provisions 
of  law. 


Wednesday,  November  18. 
Another  member,   to   wit,  Josiah   Quincy, 
from  Massachusetts,  appeared,  and  took  his  seat. 


Thcesday,  November  19. 
Privateer  Prize  Law. 

The  House  resolved  itself  into  a  Committee 
of  the  "Whole  on  the  biU  in  addition  to  the  act 
concerning  prizes  and  prize  goods. 

Mr.  Bassett,  as  chairman  of  the  committee 
who  reported  the  bill,  explained  its  provisions, 
and  enforced  the  necessity  of  its  adoption.  He 
took  occasion  to  advert  to  the  numerous  cap- 
tures made  by  our  private  armed  vessels,  and 
their  utility  as  a  system  of  annoyance  to  the 
enemy.  In  every  case  in  which  they  had  come 
in  conflict,  they  had  acquitted  themselves  in  a 
manner  that  redounded  to  their  credit. 

After  some  further  conversation  on  the  de- 
tails of  the  bill,  the  following  section  was,  on 
motion  of  Mr.  Bacon,  substituted  for  the  fourth 
section  of  the  bill : 

"  Sec.  i.  And  he  it  further  enacted,  That  in  cases 
of  sale  of  prize  property  by  the  marshal  of  any  dis- 
trict, or  wherever  the  proceeds  thereof  has  been  or 
shall  be  deposited  with  the  clerk  of  any  district  court, 
pursuant  to  the  orders  of  said  court  upon  condemna- 
tion, the  same  shall,  by  the  said  marshal  or  clerk  re- 
spectively, at  the  request  of  the  owners  of  the  private 
armed  vessel  by  which  the  capture  shall  have  been 
made,  or  of  their  agents,  be  paid  over  to  them,  to  be 
by  them  distributed  agreeably  to  the  provisions  of 
law :  Provided,  That  all  fees,  costs,  and  charges, 
arising  on  condemnation,  be  first  paid,  and  all  duties 
accruing  on  such  prize  property,  as  also  the  two  per 
cent,  fund  accruing  on  such  proceeds,  be  first  paid, 
or  secured  to  be  paid,  to  the  collector  of  the  district 
into  which  such  prize  may  be  brought  for  condemna- 
tion, and  that  the  marshal  and  clerk  shall  be  allowed 
for  their  services  respectively,  in  selling,  receiving, 
and  paying  over  as  aforesaid,  a  commission  of  one  per 
cent,  and  no  more,  on  the  net  proceeds  of  such  prize 
property,  after  deducting  the  duties,  the  two  per  cent, 
and  charges  aforesaid :  Provided,  also.  That  such 
commission  shall  not  exceed,  upon  any  property  in- 
cluded in  one  condemnation,  the  sum  of  one  thousand 
dollars." 

The  bill  as  thus  amended  was  then  ordered  to 
be  engrossed  for  a  third  reading. 

Petaliation. 

The  engrossed  bill  "  vesting  the  power  of  re- 
taliation in  the  President  of  the  United  States  in 
certain  cases,"  was  read  a  third  time. 

A  debate  of  more  than  an  hour  took  place  on 
the  question  of  its  passage,  which  was  finally 
determined  in  the  negative,  by  yeas  and  nays — 
61  to  61. 


Feiday,  November  20. 
Pay  of  the  Army. 

The  House  went  into  Committee  of  the  Whole 
on  the  bill  concerning  the  pay  of  the  Army  of 
the  United  States,  which  was  read. 

Mr.  Williams,  as  chairman  of  the  committee 
wbo  reported  it,  rose  to  explain  the  provisions 
of  the  bill.  He  said  he  hoped  the  consideration 
of  the  bill  would  not  involve  a  discussion  of  the 
justice  or  necess^Jy  of  the  war.  War,  said  he, 
is  now  declared ;  we  have  thrown  ourselves  be- 
tween our  country  and  the  enemy ;  and  it  be- 
comes us  to  carry  her  triumphantly  through  the 
war,  or  be  responsible  for  the  disgrace  a  con- 
trary course  would  incur.  The  reason  of  the  in- 
troduction of  the  first  provision  of  the  bill,  he 
said,  was  the  palpable  fact,  that  the  present  pay 
of  the  Army,  taking  into  consideration  the  price 
of  labor  throughout  the  Union,  was  much  below 
the  average  rate.  The  committee,  in  the  in- 
vestigations of  this  business,  had,  with  much 
labor,  consulted  all  sources  of  information  ac- 
cessible to  them,  and  in  no  part  of  the  United 
States  did  it  appear  to  be  conceded  by  their 
Representatives,  tliat  the  fair  price  of  labor  was 
less  than  nine  doUars  per  month.  Even  if  the 
price  was  as  low  as  eight,  or  say  seven  dollars, 
wherefore  should  the  soldier  receive  less  than 
any  other  man?  This  is  a  subject  on  which 
every  gentleman  could  decide  by  recurring  to 
his  own  neighborhood,  and  inquiring,  what  was 
there  the  price  of  labor.  If  he  could  not  procure 
the  service  of 'an  individual  there  for  less  than 
eight  dollars,  how  can  he  refuse  the  soldier  that 
price  which  I  now  solicit  for  him  ?  The  ranks 
are  not  filled ;  we  know  it  by  too  melancholy  a 
proof;  and  it  is  our  duty  to  fill  them.  How 
shall  we  best  do  it  ?  It  will  not  be  contended 
that  your  population  is  insufficient;  no,  sir;  the 
inducement  is  not  adequate.  There  is  no  avo- 
cation of  life,  no  employment,  however  hazard- 
bus,  which  fails  to  be  pursued  from  a  want  of 
persons  ready  to  engage  in  it.  No,  sir ;  if  you 
want  men  to  scale  the  mountains  of  ice  under 
the  Northern  pole,  or  endure  the  fervid  rays  of  a 
vertical  sun  in  the  hither  India,  to  brave  the 
stormy  ocean,  or  search  for  mines  in  the  bowels 
of  the  earth ;  only  find  them  adequate  compen- 
sation, and  there  are  men  enough  to  be  found. 
The  compensation  for  services  performed,  ought 
always  to  be  in  proportion  to  the  risk  incurred. 
This  is  a  position  which  cannot  be  controverted. 
There  is  no  reason  why  the  ranks  of  your  Army 
are  not  fiUed  so  forcible,  as  that  you  do  not  give 
enough  to  the  privates. 

Mr.  W.  then  briefly  adverted  to  other  provis- 
ions of  the  bUl.  To  the  second  section  he  ap- 
prehended little  objection ;  it  had  been  found 
to  be  necessary,  and  ample  precedent  might  be 
found  for  it.  To  the  third  section  there  might 
and  probably  would  be  some  objection.  It  was 
founded,  he  said,  on  the  principle  that  every 
man  owed  to  the  country  which  protected  him, 
military  service;  the  same  principle,  already 
engrafted  in  our  laws,  which  obliged  the  youth 
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of  18  years  old  to  enter  into  the  militia,  war- 
ranted his  retention  in  the  service  when  he  had 
voluntarily  enlisted.  The  fourth  section  spoke 
for  itself  and  needed  no  explanation. 

Tie  second  section  having  been  read — 

Mr.  WnEATON  said  he  conceived  this  section 
to  involve  an  infraction  of  the  constitution.  Any 
person  who  had  contracted  a  debt  had  certainly 
given  a  pledge,  not  only  of  liis  property,  but  of 
his  body  to  his  creditor.  It  is  the  creditor's 
right  to  take  his  body  in  default  of  payaent, 
and  the  creditor  was  by  this  section,  in  the  case 
of  those  enlisting  in  the  army,  completely  taken 
out  of  his  hands.  Ample  encouragement,  Mr. 
W.  said,  might  be  given  to  enlistments  without 
infringing  the  constitution.  He  had  no  objec- 
tion to  privilege  the  soldier  from  arrest  after 
enlistment,  but  he  could  not  consent  to  the  pas- 
sage of  a  law,  having  an  ex  post  facto  operation, 
which  went  to  exempt  him  from  obligations 
previously  contracted.  He  therefore  moved  to 
strike  out  the  words  "before  or  "  from  the  sec- 
ond section  above  recited. 

Mr.  BACOif  spoke  in  support  of  this  provision. 
It  was  necessary  to  guard  against  fraud.  He 
said,  in  the  village  in  which  he  lived,  such  frauds 
had  been  committed,  by  the  creation  of  ficti- 
tious debts,  under  which  a  person  enlisting  had 
procured  himself  to  be  arrested.  After  this 
arrest,  on  giving  bail,  he  'was  set  at  large. 
Whilst  going  at  liberty,  his  commander  had  at- 
tempted to  take  him ;  but  a  writ  of  habeas  cor- 
pus having  been  taken  out,  it  had  been  deter- 
mined by  the  courts  that  a  man  was  the  prop- 
erty of  his  bail  until  the  suit  was  determined. 
And  that  determination,  Mr.  B.  said,  would 
never  take  place  so  long  as  the  United  States 
had  an  occasion  for  the  man's  services ;  because, 
by  the  same  collusion  which  commenced  it,  the 
suit  may  be  continued  from  term  to  term  of 
court,  until  the  term  of  enlistment  has  expired. 
He  had  merely  stated  facts.  He  had  known  an 
instance  of  an  oflScer  being  obliged  to  move  his 
whole  corps  over  the  line  to  avoid  these  petty 
depredations  on  their  ranks ;  and  he  would  ven- 
ture to  say  that  the  oflScers  would  much  rather 
face  the  enemy  in  the  field,  than  the  host  of 
legal  depredators  in  Massachusetts,  on  those 
enlisted  for  the  public  service.  The  principle 
of  this  provision  was  not  novel,  he  said,  for  it 
existed  already. 

The  motion  to  strike  out  the  section  was  then 
negatived  by  a  large  majority. 

The  third  section  was  then  read. 

Mr.  Stow  rose  and  said,  that  the  respect  he 
felt  for  the  House,  seemed  to  forbid  that  he 
should  propose  to  them  any  thing  not  fully  ma- 
tured :  but,  that  at  the  same  time  the  objections 
to  one  section  of  the  bill  under  consideration, 
appeared  to  him  so  many  and  so  important,  that 
he  could  not  refrain  from  urging  them,  though 
as  he  feared  in  somewhat  of  an  irregular  and 
desultory  way.  In  excuse  he  said,  he  had  sup- 
posed the  present  bill  agreeable  to  the  one  re- 
ported in  the  Senate,  and  had  not  observed  the 
difference  till  that  moment.     His  objections 


were  to  the  3d  section,  and  which  he  should 
close  by  moving  that  it  be  stricken  out.  He 
arranged  his  objections  principally  under  three 
heads  :  1st.  Its  tendency  to  violate  the  public 
morals'.  2d.  Interference  with  public  economy 
— and  3d,  its  violation  of  the  spirit  of  the  Con- 
stitution of  the  United  States. 

He  remarked,  that  proper  instruction  and 
discipline  of  youth  lay  at  the  bottom  of  all  that 
was  valuable  in  this  life,  and  perhaps  of  the  life 
to  come.  That  it  was  of  great  importance  in 
every  Government,  but  above  all  that  it  was  in- 
finitely so  in  ours,  where  the  people  were  real 
sovereigns,  and  where  the  Government  would 
be  ill  or  well  administered,  according  as  the 
youths  were  bred  in  temperance,  virtue,  and 
obedience.  This  section  of  the  bill  goes  to  cut 
up  those  qualities  by  the  roots.  It  says  to  the  un- 
easy boy  in  his  teens,  you  may  enlist  and  throw 
off  all  parental  authority  ;  you  may  enlist  and 
defraud  the  parent  or  master,  who  has  maintain- 
ed you  in  your  helpless  state,  of  his  just  reward. 
The  strongest  ties  of  affection  and  gratitude, 
you  may,  by  enlisting,  dissolve  in  a  moment. 
Nay,  more,  we  say  deliberately  and  solemnly — 
we  will  pay  this  promoted  villain  $300  for  his 
iniquity !  For  such  is  the  amount  of  the  bounty 
and  wages  for  three  years.  Who,  sir,  will  be 
most  likely  to  avail  himself  of  this  privilege,  or 
rather  of  this  course  ?  Not  the  sober,  faithful 
minor,  who  might  be  tnasted  in  a  camp  with 
some  degree  of  safety,  but  the  fickle,  turbulent 
restless  youth,  the  one  of  all  others  who  wants 
the  salutary  restraint  of  a  parent  or  guardian. 
This  is  the  person  whom  you  are  about  to  ?1- 
low  to  plunge  himself  into  all  the  dissipations, 
into  all  the  seductions,  and  into  all  the  vices  of 
a  camp  1 

But,  sir,  said  he,  it  is  inhuman,  as  well  as 
immoral.  Humanity  calls  upon  you  to  take  care 
of  and  educate  the  miserable  offspring  of  the 
poor.  Who  will  take  them  ;  who  will  provide 
for  their  infancy,  if  at  the  moment  they  are  able 
to  make  any  remuneration  for  this  humane,  this 
tender  care,  you  offer  them  $300  to  turn  in- 
grate  ?  But,  sir,  not  only  the  public  morals,  but 
the  public  economy  require  that  you  should  not 
enlist  minors  without  the  consent  of  their  pa- 
rents, guardians,  or  masters.  What  does  public 
economy  require,  but  that  every  one  should 
serve  the  Republic  in  that  capacity  in  which  he 
can  be  most  useful  ?  And,  sir,  let  me  add  that 
patriotism  requires  the  same  thing.  If  the 
blacksmith  or  the  farmer  is  most  useful  in  his 
calling,  there  is  as  much  patriotism  in  attend- 
ing to  the  anvil  and  the  farm,  as  to  the  bayonet 
and  the  sword.  Men  of  mature  age,  by  accept- 
ing the  terms  you  offer,  or  not,  determine  where 
they  can  be  most  useful ;  but  does  not  every 
principle  of  economy  forbid  that  you  should  go 
into  the  private  family,  the  workshops,  and  the 
manufactory,  regardless  of  the  opinion  of  the 
father  and  superintendent,  and  seduce  the 
young  man  from  learning  some  useful  and  hon- 
orable employment,  and  in  lieu  thereof,  at  that 
tender,  at  that  doubtful  period  of  human  life, 
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you  plnnge  him  into  all  the  immoralities  of  a 
camp,  and  turn  him  a  vagabond  on  society.  No, 
sir,  true  economy  requires  that  children  should 
he  well  educated,  well  governed,  and  faithfully 
bred  to  some  honest  calling.  The  very  princi- 
ple, notwithstanding  all  the  talk  of  patriotism, 
•  is  recognized  in  the  price  you  offer  for  soldiers, 
as  well  by  the  former  law,  as  by  the  present 
bill.  You  offered  by  the  former  law,  five  dol- 
lars per  month,  by  the  present  bill  eiglit  dollars. 
That  is,  yon  say  to  the  world,  that  by  being  a 
soldier,  you  render  to  your  country  services 
worth  five  or  eight  dollars.  Kow,  sir,  for  five 
or  eight  dollars  per  month  is  it  prudent,  is  it 
economical,  to  dissolve  the  all-important  rela- 
tion of  governor  and  governed  in  respect  to 
youth  ?  To  break  up  your  infant  manufactories, 
and  to  deprive  poor  children  at  once  of  a  use- 
ful employment,  and  a  home  ?  But,  sir,  perhaps 
it  will  be  said  that  necessity,  the  safety  of  the 
Bepublic,  requires  this.  When  the  legions  of 
Britain  were  upon  our  shores,  when  we  were 
struggling  for  our  very  existence,  the  necessity 
was  not  then  thought  sufiBciently  imperious  to 
warrant  such  a  piinciple.  Can  it  then  be  said, 
that  with  treble  the  population,  and  in  an  of- 
fensive war,  necessity  requires  the  dangerous 
innovation  ?  Certainly  not.  Again,  the  law, 
then  and  now,  allows  the  soldier  to  be  arrested 
for  a  debt  amounting  to  two  dollars ;  and,  will 
you  say,  that  the  debt  in  which  there  can  be  no 
deception  incurred,  for  the  most  necessary  of 
all  things,  food,  clothing,  and  instruction  for  in- 
fancy, shall  be  disregarded?  I  trust,  sir,  that 
a  principle  so  unreasonable  will  never  prevail. 
But,  lastly,  said  Mr.  S.,  I  do  contend  that  the 
clause  is  contrary  to  the  spirit,  if  not  the  letter, 
of  the  constitution.  That  constitution  provides 
that  private  property  shall  not  be  taken  with- 
out reasonable  compensation.  The  property 
which  a  parent  has  in  the  services  of  his  son,  of 
a  guardian  in  the  services  of  his  ward,  and  a 
master  in  the  services  of  his  servant,  though 
differing  widely  in  degree,  is  as  real  and  often- 
times more  important  than  the  farmer  has  in 
his  personal  estates,  or  the  plaoter  in  his  slave. 
It  also  impairs  the  force  of  contract,  which  is 
strictly  interdicted  to  the  States,  and  a  fortiori 
not  to  be  done  to  the  General  Government. 
For  these  and  for  many  other  reasons  which 
might  be  added,  Mr.  S.  moved  to  strike  out  the 
third  section  of  the  bUl. 

Mr.  MiLNOE  said  that  if  he  understood  the 
third  section  of  the  bill  under  consideration,  it 
allows  recruiting  oflBcers  to  enlist  minors  above 
the  age  of  eighteen  years,  without  regard  to 
their  situation  as  apprentices  to  tradesmen,  or 
living  under  the  care  and  guardianship  of  their 
parents ;  and  its  object  was  to  hold  out  to 
young  minds  a  temptation  to  desert  the  useful 
course  destined  for  them  by  their  friends,  for 
the  purpose  of  becoming  soldiers.  Now,  said  Mr. 
M.,  whatever  may  be  the  necessity  of  war,  on 
some  occasions,  and  however  necessary  some 
might  think  that  in  which  we  are  now  engaged, 


which  was  a  question  he  should  not  now,  med- 
dle with,  he  was  desirous  that  its  operations 
should  be  so  conducted,  as  to  do  as  little  injury 
as  possible  to  our  fellow-citizens;  and,  as  the 
leading  principle  in  the  conduct  of  all  politicians 
should  be  a  regard  to  the  public  good,  he  hoped 
for  a  general  concurrence  in  this  sentiment; 
that,  for  his  own  part,  he  wished  the  war  to  be 
felt  as  little  as  possible  in  the  families  and  oc- 
cupations of  the  people.  We  are  not,  said  he, 
to  be  organized^  into  a  military  Government. 
However  necessary  some  may  deem  this  war, 
all  will  desire  a  short  one.  Thank  God,  no  Na- 
poleon has  yet  risen  up  amongst  us  to  change 
our  free  institutions  into  a  military  despotism. 
Encourage,  if  you  please,  a  military  spirit,  that 
we  may  be  ready  for  the  national  defence,  when 
necessary ;  but  let  it  be  done  in  the  spirit  of  the 
constitution,  by  means  of  a  weU'regnlated  mili- 
tia ;  let  your  citizens  and  your  farmers  surren- 
der their  apprentices  and  children  to  be  trained 
and  instructed  in  military  tactics,  at  stated 
times,  that,  when  arrived  at  the  state  of  man- 
hood, they  may  be  ready  for  their  country's 
service.  But  what  is  here  proposed  ?  To  go 
into  the  workshop  of  the  industrious  mechanic, 
or  into  a  parent's  dwelling,  and  entice  away  by 
the  lure  of  money  and  military  glory,  the  ap- 
prentice and  the  child.  No  matter  what  moneys 
may  have  been  expended  in  his  education,  or  how 
great  has  been  parental  exertion  to  advance  the 
future  prospects  of  the  chUd,  any  recruiting  of- 
ficer, or  even  a  common  soldier,  profligate  in 
his  principles,  and  inured  to  vicious  habits,  is  by 
this  bill  encouraged  to  seduce  him  from  his 
duty. 

Mr.  Teotjp  said  the  objections  to  this  provi- 
sion were  lame  in  their  nature ;  he  only  wished 
they  were  half  as  sound  as  they  were  novel.  It 
was  the  result  of  the  experience  of  men  older 
than  themselves  in  military  concerns,  that  this 
very  description  of  population,  between  eighteen 
and  twenty-one,  constituted  the  strength  and 
vigor  of  every  war.  What  was  the  fact  as  re- 
spected France  ?  So  just  was  this  principle  in 
the  contemplation  of  France,  that  her  whole 
army  is  made  up  of  these  young  men ;  and  yet 
an  attempt  is  made  to  deter  us  from  using  them 
by  a  flimsy  pretext,  that  to  employ  them  would 
be  violating  the  obligations  of  a  contract  and 
the  principles  of  morality.  If  our  feelings  and 
sympathies  be  suffered  to  influence  us  in  favor 
of  the  individual  who  voluntarily  enlists,  the  rea- 
sons are  much  stronger  in  favor  of  discharging 
one-half  of  those  already  in  your  ranks,  than 
the  description  just  spoken  of.  There  is  scarce- 
ly any  man  over  the  age  of  twenty-one  years, 
between  whom  and  other  individuals  there  is  not 
some  strong  obligatory  moral  tie,  which  we 
ought  not  to  sever  if  we  could  conveniently 
avoid  it.  Look  at  the  case  of  a  husband  desert- 
ing his  wife  and  children,  or  of  a  man,  above 
twenty-one,  deserting  his  aged  parent,  depend- 
ent on  him  for  subsistence.  Are  not  these 
cases  equally  strong  ?  The  doctrine  of  the  gentle- 
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men,  whether  on  the  score  of  morality  or  expe- 
diency, will  apply  to  cases  above  as  well  as  be- 
low the  age  of  twenty-one. 

Mr.  Gold  premised,  that  he  did  not  rise  to 
enter  into  the  general  policy  of  the  war ;  nor 
could  he  deny  it  to  be  the  duty  of  those  who 
have  declared  the  war,  to  provide  an  army  to 
carry  it  on.  But  he  added,  it  is  better  for  the 
army  to  be  augmented  by  very  liberal  bounties 
and  wages,  than  that  important  principles 
should  be  violated  and  an  inroad  made  upon  the 
great  relations  and  interests  of  society.  Are 
gentlemen  aware  how  extensive  is  the  province 
of  master  and  apprentice  ?  How  wide-spread 
the  relation  in  the  community  ?  A  sensation 
will  be  produced  which  gentlemen  seem  not  to 
have  anticipated.  The  respective  States  have, 
with  studious  care,  legislated  upon  and  regula- 
ted the  various  duties  and  obligations  of  masters 
and  apprentices.  Under  those  laws,  a  clear  ob- 
ligation is  created  upon  the  apprentice  to  serve 
till  of  age ;  and  in  some  States,  to  compensate 
for  absence  or  desertion  during  the  stipulated 
apprenticeship ;  for  a  faithful  performance,  the 
parent  or  guardian  becomes  responsible ;  and 
for  nonperformance,  liable  for  damages  to  the 
master.  Can  the  authors  of  this  bill  imagine 
that  those  solemn  obligations  contained  in  in- 
dentures of  apprenticeship,  will  dissolve  and 
vanish  under  the  charm  of  the  bill?  Can  the 
fundamental  principles  of  the  constitution,  ren- 
dering contracts  sacred,  be  thus  uprooted  and 
destroyed  ?  Can  this  bill  deprive  the  master  of 
his  action,  secured  to  him  by  the  laws  of  the 
State,  against  the  master  or  guardian  for  absence 
or  desertion  of  the  apprentice  ?  Here  is  a  most 
serious  bearing  upon  the  laws  of  the  States,  reg- 
ulating this  important  relation.  But  gentlemen 
allege  necessity ;  the  army  must  be  filled  up ; 
ofScers  are  imposed  on  by  fraudulent  minors, 
who  receive  the  bounty,  and  then  claim  a  re- 
lease upon  the  plea  of  non-age.  In  answer,  let 
gentlemen  beware  how  they  yield  to  this  fan- 
cied plea  of  necessity.  All  history  attests  the 
danger  of  yielding  essential  principles  to  State 
necessities ;  to  temporary  pressure  and  im- 
pulses ;  such  precedents  become  infinitely  mis- 
hoievous  in  society.  No  fancied  benefit  can  com- 
pensate for  the  evil  of  such  examples.  How  easy 
is  it  to  remove  much  of  the  complaints  by  pro- 
viding that  the  minor,  who  shall  impose  upon 
the  recruiting  officer,  shall  refund  tlie  bounty 
he  received  before  he  shall  receive  his  discharge. 
Such  a  provision  would  be  just,  and  not  violate 
general  principles. 

Mr.  LiTTLB.— In  removing  one  evil,  Mr.  Chair- 
man, l«t  us  beware  that  we  do  not  substitute  a 
greater.  The  object  of  the  section  proposed  to 
be  stricken  out  of  the  bill  on  your  table,  and  now 
under  consideration,  is  to  fill  up  the  ranks  of 
your  army.  From  every  attention  I  have  been 
able  to  bestow  on  this  subject,  which,  permit 
me  to  say,  I  am  anxiously  desirous,  as  much  so,  I 
trust,  as  any  gentleman  in  this  committee,  to 
see  realized,  will,  if  returned  in  its  present  shape, 
in  my  humble  opinion,  be  productive  of  much 


evil,  and  perhaps  of  little  good.  You  receive 
into  the  army,  by  voluntary  enlistment,  that 
description  of  our  fellow-citizens,  at  a  time  of 
life  to  them  the  most  interesting  and  anspi- 
cioua  as  respects  their  future  pursuits  and  wel- 
fare. I  have  always  been  given  to  understand 
that  the  camp  is  but  illy  calculated  in  those 
stations  which  they  only  can  fill  in  the  army, 
either  to  improve  their  understandings  or  per- 
fect them  in  such  habits  as  are  calculated  to  ac- 
quire a  respectable  subsistence,  or  fit  them  for 
the  domestic  duties  of  their  future  lives.  In  the 
course  of  nature,  they,  it  may  be  truly  said, 
constitute  the  future  strength  and  glory  of  every 
country.  The  laws  of  this  land  render  every 
act  of  theirs  illegitimate.  Abstract  from  the  con- 
sideration of  a  soldier,  for  which  they  are  only 
rendered  fit  from  their  corporeal  powers,  every- 
thing with  them  is  premature ;  if  forced  into 
existence,  like  the  flower  or  fruit  unseasonably 
raised  in  a  hot-bed,  wears  the  external  qualities, 
but,  in  fragrance  and  taste,  is  unnatural  and  in- 
sipid. 

Sir,  have  we  not  some  reason  to  doubt  the 
constitutionality  of  this  section.  In  its  opera- 
tion, it  evidently  will  vitiate  contracts,  which 
ought  always  to  be  held  sacred,  solemnly  and 
voluntarily  entered  into  by  the  parent  or  guar- 
dian with  the  matter  of  an  apprentice,  recipro- 
cally beneficial,  founded  on  the  most  laudable 
and  praiseworthy  principles,  on  the  faithful  per- 
formance of  which  materially  depends  the  fu- 
ture welfare  of  the  youth,  to  which  I  believe 
may  reasonably  be  added  the  comforts  and  good, 
order  of  society.  Do  we  not  know,  Mr.  Chair- 
man, that,  at  that  period  of  their  lives  and  ser- 
vitude, in  which  you  make  them  liable,  if  this 
section  is  retained,  to  be  drawn  from  the  service 
of  their  masters,  that  then,  and  only  then,  are 
they  enabled  and  become  qualified  to  make  some 
remuneration  for  the  pains  and  attention  paid 
to  their  improvement  and  instruction  by  the 
worthy  and  industrious  mechanic  or  manufac- 
turer ;  and  will  you,  by  this  unpropitious  act, 
endanger  the  future  happiness  of  the  former,  and 
withhold  that  just  reward  due  to  the  industry  of 
the  latter  ?  You  annihilate  this  contract,  which 
ought  to  te  held,  if  possible,  inviolate  by  the 
Government.  Every  principle  of  justice  and 
sound  policy  dictates  its  rigid  fulfilment.  Are 
we  not  aware,  sir,  of  the  immense  sums  now  in- 
vested and  actively  employed  in  the  different 
manufactories  distributed  over  our  extensive 
country  ?  Do  we  not  know  that  the  manual  la- 
bor of  them  is  conducted  principally  by  such 
who  now  are,  or  will  in  time,  come  within  the 
provision  of  this  section  of  your  bill  ?  Have  this 
Government,  and  the  people  of  this  country,  no 
interest  in  the  prosperity  of  these  manufacto- 
ries ?  I  have  been  always  taught,  and  for  one 
do  religiously  believe,  on  their  materials  virtual- 
ly depends  the  completion  of  our  independence 
as  a  nation.  Let  me  entreat  you  to  reflect  be- 
fore you  hazard  this ,  dangerous  experiment, 
lest,  in  the  adoption  of  this  hitherto  novel 
principle,  and  in  its  operation,  you  may  en- 
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danger  the  safety,  or,  at  least,  the  prosperity 
of  our  Republic,  by  giving  its  manufactories  a 
vital  stab. 

Sundry  other  amendments  were  proposed  .in 
the  committee,  after  the  bill  was  reported  to 
the  House,  and  negatived.  The  bill  was  then 
ordered  to  be  engrossed  for  a  Jhird  reading. 


Satuedat,  November  21. 
Pa/y  of  the  Army. 

An  engrossed  biH  "  concerning  the  pay  of  the 
non-commissioned  officers,  musicians,  privates, 
and  others  of  the  Army,  and  for  other  purposes," 
was  read  the  third  time. 

Mr.  QuiNOT. — Mr.  Speaker,  I  am  sensible  that 
I  owe  an  apology  for  addressing  you  at  so  early 
a  period  of  the  session,  and  so  soon  after  taking 
my  seat,  if  not  to  the  House  at  least  to  ray  par- 
ticular constituents.  It  is  well  known  to  them, 
at  least  to  very  many  of  them,  for  I  have  taken 
no  pains  to  conceal  the  intention,  that  I  came 
to  this  session  of  Congress  with  a  settled  deter- 
mination to  take  no  part  in  the  deliberation  of 
the  House.  I  had  adopted  this  fesolution,  not 
so  much  from  a  sense  of  self-respect,  as  of  public 
duty.  Seven  years'  experience  in  the  business  of 
this  House,  has  convinced  me  that  from  this  side 
of  the  House  all  argument  is  hopeless ;  that  what- 
ever a  majority  has  determined  to  do,  it  will  do 
in  spite  of  any  moral  suggestion,  or  any  illus- 
tration made  in  this  quarter.  Whether  it  be 
from  the  nature  of  man,  or  whether  it  be  from 
the  particular  provisions  of  our  constitution,  I 
know  not,  but  the  experience  of  my  political 
life  has  perfectly  convinced  me  of  this  fact,  that 
the  will  of  the  Cabinet  is  the  law  of  the  land. 
Under  these  impressions,  I  have  felt  it  my  duty 
not  to  deceive  my  constituents ;  and  had,  there- 
fore, resolved  by  no  act  or  expression  of  mine, 
in  any  way,  to  countenance  the  beUef,  that  any 
representation  I  could  make  on  this  floor  could 
be  useful  to  them,  or  that  I  could  serve  them 
any  farther  than  by  a  silent  vote.  Even  now, 
sir,  it  is  not  my  intention  to  enter  into  this  dis- 
cussion. I  shall  present  you  my  thoughts  rather 
by  way  of  protest  than  of  argument.  And  I 
shall  not  trouble  .  myself  afterwards  with  any 
cavils  that  may  be  made ;  neither  by  whom,  nor 
in  what  manner. 

I  should  not  have  deviated  from  the  resolu- 
tion of  which  I  have  spoken,  were  it  not  for 
what  appears  to  me  the  atrocity  of  the  principle, 
and  the  magnitude  of  the  mischief  contained  in 
the  provisions  of  this  biU.  When  I  speak  of  the 
principle  as  atrocious,  I  beg  distinctly  to  be  un- 
derstood as  not  impeaching  the  motives  of  any 
gentlemen,  or  representing  them  as  advocating 
an  atrocious  principle.  I  speak  -only  of  the 
manner  in  which  the  object  presents  itself  to  my 
moral  view. 

It  is  the  principle  contained  in  the  third  sec- 
tion of  the  bill  of  which  I  speak.  That  section 
provides,  that  "  every  person  above  the  age  of 
eighteen  years,  who  shall  be  enhsted  by  any  of- 
ficer, shall  be  held  in  the  service  of  the  United 


States  during  the  period  of  such  enlistment; 
any  thing  in  any  act  to  the  contrary  notwith- 
standing." The  nature  of  this  provision  is  ap- 
parent, its  tendency  is  not  denied.  It  is  to  se- 
duce minors  of  all  descriptions,  be  they  wai'ds, 
apprentices,  or  children,  from  the  service  of 
their  guardians,  masters,  and  parents.  On  this 
principle,  I  rest  my  objection  to  the  bid.  I 
meddle  not  with  the  nature  of  the  war.  Nor 
is  it  because  I  am  hostile  to  this  war,  both  in 
its  principle  an4  its  conduct,  that  I  at  present 
make  any  objection  to  the  provisions  of  the  bUl. 
I  say  nothing  against  its  waste  of  public  money. 
If  eight  dollars  a  month  for  the  private  be  not 
enough,  take  sixteen  dollars.  If  that  be  not 
enough  take  twenty.  Economy  is  not  my  dif- 
ficulty. Nor  do  I  think  much  of  that  objection 
of  which  my  honorable  friend  from  Pennsylva- 
nia (Mr.  MIlnoe)  seemed  to  think  a  great  deal ; 
the  liberation  of  debtors  from  their  obligations. 
So  far  as  relates  to  the  present  argument,  with- 
out any  objection  from  me,  you  may  take  what 
temptations  you  please,  and  apply  them  to  the 
ordinary  haunts  for  enlistment— clear  the  jails 
— exhaust  the  brothel — make  a  desert  of  the 
tippling  shop — lay  what  snares  you  please  for 
overgrown  vice,  for  lunacy,  which  is  of  full  age, 
and  idiocy  out  of  its  time. 

But  here  stop.  Touch  not  private  right — re- 
gard the  sacred  ties  of  guardian  and  master — ■ 
corrupt  not  our  youth — listen  to  the  necessities 
of  our  mechanics  and  manufacturers — ^have 
compassion  for  the  tears  of  parents. 

In  order  to  give  a  clear  view  of  my  subject,  I 
shall  consider  it  under  three  aspects — its  ab- 
surdity— its  inequality — its  immorality. 

In  remarking  on  the  absurdity  of  this  princi- 
ple it  is  necefcary  to  recur  to  that  part  of  the 
Message  of  the  President  of  tlie  United  States  at 
the  opening  of  the  present  session  of  Congress, 
which  introduced  the  objects  proposed  in  this 
bill  to  the  consideration  of  the  House ;  and  to 
observe  the  strange  and  left-handed  conclusions 
it  contains.  The  paragraph  to  which  I  allude  is 
the  following : 

"  With  a  view  to  that  vigorous  prosecution  of  the 
war,  to  which  our  national  faculties  are  adequate,  the 
attention  of  Congress  will  be  particularly  drawn  to 
the  insufficiency  of  existing  provisions  for  filling  up 
the  Military  Establishment.  Such  is  the  happy  con- 
dition of  our  country,  arising  from  the  facility  of  sub- 
sistence and  the  high  wages  for  every  species  of  oc- 
cupation, that,  notwithstanding  the  augmented  in- 
ducements provided  at  the  last  session,  a  partial  suc- 
cess only  has  attended  the  recruiting  service.  The 
deficiency  has  been  necessarily  supplied  during  the 
campaign,  by  other  than  regular  troops,  with  all  the 
inconveniences  and  expense  incident  to  them.  The 
remedy  Ues  in  establishing  more  favorably  for  the 
private  soldier,  the  proportion  between  his  recom- 
pense and  the  term  of  enhstment.  And  it  is  a  sub- 
ject which  cannot  too  soon  or  too  seriously  be  taken 
into  consideration." 

Mr.  Speaker — What  a  picture  of  felicity  has 
the  President  of  the  United  States  here  drawn  in 
describing  the  situation  of  the  yeomanry  of  this 
country !     Their  condition  happy — subsistence 
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easy — wages  high — full  employ.  To  such  fa- 
vored beings  what  would  be  the  suggestions  of 
love,  truly  parental  ?  Surely  that  so  much  hap- 
piness should  not  be  put  at  hazard.  That  in- 
nocence should  not  be  tempted  to  scenes  of 
guilt.  That  the  prospering  ploughshare  should 
not  be  exchanged  for  the  sword.  Such  would 
be  the  lessons  of  parental  love.  And  such  will 
alwayo  be  the  lessons  which  the  President  of  the 
United  States  will  teach  in  such  a  state  of  things, 
whenever  a  father  of  his  country  is  at  the  head 
of  the  nation.  Alas  I  Mr.  Speaker,  how  dif- 
ferent is  this  Message !  The  burden  of  the 
thought  is,  how  to  decoy  the  happy  yeomen 
from  home,  from  peace,  and  prosperity,  to 
scenes  of  blood — ^how  to  bait  the  man-trap ; 
what  inducements  shall  be  held  forth  to  avarice, 
which  neither  virtue  nor  habit,  nor  wise  influ- 
ences, can  resist.  But  this  is  not  the  whole. 
Our  children  are  to  be  seduced  from  their  pa- 
rents. Apprentices  are  invited  to  abandon  their 
masters.  A  legislative  sanction  is  offered  to 
perfidy  and  treachery.  Bounty  and  wages  to 
filial  disobedience.  Such  are  the  moral  means 
by  which  a  war,  not  of  defence  or  of  necessity, 
but  of  pride  and  ambition,  should  be  prosecuted. 
Kt  means  to  such  an  end. 

The  absurdity  of  this  bill  consists  in  this :  in 
supposing  these  provisions  to  be  the  remedy  for 
the  evil,  of  which  the  President  complains. 
The  difficulty  is,  that  men  cannot  be  enlisted. 
The  remedy  proposed  is,  more  money — and  le- 
gislative liberty  to  corrupt  our  youth.  And  how 
is  this  proved  to  be  a  remedy?  Why  it  has 
been  told  us,  on  the  other  side  of  the  House, 
that  this  is  the  thing  they  do  in  France.  That 
the  nge  between  eighteen  and  twenty-one  is  the 
best  age  to  make  soldiers.  TTiat  it  is  the  most 
favorite  age,  in  Bonaparte's  conscription.  Well, 
sir,  what  then  ?  Are  we  in  France  ?  Is  Napo- 
leon our  king  ?  Or  is  he  the  President  of  the 
United  States  ?  The  style  in  which  this  exam- 
ple has  been  urged  on  the  House,  recalls  to  my 
recollection  very  strongly  a  caricature  print 
which  was  much  circulated  in  the  early  period 
of  our  Eevolutionary  war.  The  picture  repre- 
sented America  as  a  hale  youth,  about  eighteen 
or  twenty-one,  with  a  huge  purse  in  his  pocket. 
Lord  North,  with  a  pistol  at  his  breast,  was 
saying  "  deliver  your  money."  George  the 
Third,  pointing  at  the  young  man,  and,  speaking 
to  Lord  North,  said,  "  I  give  you  that  man's 
money  for  my  use.''  Behind  the  whole  group  was 
a  Frenchman  capering,  rubbing  his  hands  for  joy, 
and  exclaiming,  "  Be  Gar  I  just  so  in  France  1  " 
Now,  Mr.  Speaker,  I  have  no  manner  of  doubt, 
that  the  day  that  this  act  passes,  and  the  whole 
class  of  our  Northern  youth  is  made  subject  to 
the  bribes  of  your  recruiting  oflScers,  that  there 
will  be  thousands  of  Frenchmen  in  these  United 
States,  rubbing  their  hands  for  joy,  and  exclaim- 
ing, "Be  Gar !  just  so  in  France."  Sir,  the 
great  mistake  of  this  whole  project  lies  in  this : 
that  French  maxims  are  applied  to  American 
States.  ,Now  it  ought  never  to  be  lost  sight  of  by 
the  legislators  of  this  country,  that  the  people 


of  it  are  not  and  never  can  be  Frenchmen — and, 
on  the  contrary,  that  they  are,  and  can  never 
be  any  thing  else  than  freemen. 

The  true  source  of  the  absurdity  of  this  bill, 
is  a  mistake  in  the  nature  of  the  evih  The 
President  of  the  United  States  tells  us  that  the 
Administration  have  not  sufficient  men  for  their 
armies.  The  reason  is,  he  adds,  the  want  of 
pecuniary  motive.  In  this  lies  the  error.  It  is 
not  pecuniary  motive  that  is  wanting  to  till  your 
armies.  It  is  moral  motive  in  which  you  are 
deficient.  Sir,  whatever  difference  of  opinion 
may  exist  among  the  happy  and  wise  yeomanry 
of  New  England,  in  relation  to  the  principle  and 
necessity  of  this  war,  there  is  very  little,  or  at 
least  much  less  diversity  of  sentiment,  concern- 
ing the  invasion  of  Canada,  as  a  means  of  prose- 
cuting it.  They  do  not  want  Canada  as  an  ob- 
ject of  ambition ;  they  do  not  want  it  as  an 
object  of  plunder.  They  see  no  imaginable  con- 
nection between  the  conquest  of  that  province 
and  the  attainment  of  those  commercial  rights 
which  were  the  pretended  objects  of  the  war. 
On  the  contrary,  they  see,  and  very  plainly  too, 
that  if  our  Cabinet  be  gratified  in  the  object  of 
its  ambition,  and  Canada  become  a  conquered 
province,  that  an  apology  is  immediately  given 
for  extending  and  maintaining  in  that  country 
a  large  military  force ;  under  pretence  of  pre- 
serving the  conquered  territories^ — really,  with 
a  view  to  overawe  adjoining  States.  With  this 
view  of  that  project  the  yeomanry  of  New  Eng- 
land want  that  moral  motive  which  will  alone, 
in  that  country,  fill  your  armies  with  men  wor- 
thy, enlisting.  They  have  no  desire  to  be 
the  tools  of  the  ambition  of  any  man,  or  any 
set  of  men.  Schemes  and  conquest  have?  no 
charms  for  them. 

Abandon  your  projects  of  invasion;  throw 
your  shield  over  the  seaboard  and  the  frontier; 
awe  into  silence  the  Indians  in  your  territory ; 
fortify  your  cities ;  take  the  shackles  from  your 
commerce ;  give  us  ships  and  seamen ;  and  show 
the  people  of  that  country  a  wise  object  of  war- 
fare ;  and  there  will  be  no  want  of  men,  money, 
or  spu-it. 

I  proceed  to  my  second  objection,  which  was 
to  the  inequality  of  the  operation  of  the  provi- 
sions of  this  bill.  It  is  never  to  be  forgotten,  in 
the  conduct  of  the  Government  of  these  United 
States,  that  it  is  a  political  association  of  inde- 
pendent sovereignties,  greatly  differing  in  respect 
of  wealth,  resource,  enterprise,  extent  of  terri- 
tory, and  preparation  of  arms.  It  ought,  also, 
never  to  be  forgotten,  that  the  proportion  of 
physical  force  which  nature  has  given  does  not 
lie  within  precisely  the  same  line  of  division 
with  the  proportion  Qf  political  influence  which 
the  constitution  has.  provided.  Now,  sir,  wise 
men,  conducting  a  political  association  thus  con- 
structed, ought  always  to  have  mainly  in  view, 
not  to  disgust  any  of  the  great  sections  of  the 
country,  either  in  regard  to  their  interests,  their 
habits,  or  their  prejudices.  Particularly  ought 
they  to  be  cautious  not  to.  burden  any  of  the 
great  sections  in  a  way  peculiarly  odious  to  them, 
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and  in  which  the  residue  of  the  States  cannot 
be  partakers,  or  at  least  only  in  a  very  small  de- 
gree. I  think  this  principle  of  political  action 
is  incontrovertible.  Now,  sir,  of  all  the  distinc- 
tions which  exist  in  these  United  States,  that 
which  results  from  the  character  of  the  labor  in 
different  parts  of  the  country,  is  the'most  obvi- 
ous and  critical.  In  the  Southern  States,  all 
the  laborious  industry  of  the  country  is  con- 
ducted by  slaves ;  in  the  Northern  States  it  is 
conducted  by  the  yeomanry,  their  apprentices, 
or  children.  The  truth  is,  that  the  only  real 
property,  in  the  labor  of  others,  which  exists  in 
the  Northern  States,  is  that  which  is  possessed 
in  that  of  minors — ^the  very  class  of  which,  at 
its  most  valuable  period,  this  law  proposes  to 
divest  them.  The  planter  of  the  South  can 
look  round  upon  his  fifty,  his  hundred,  and  his 
thousand  of  human  beings,  and  say,  These  are 
my  property.  The  farmer  of  the  North  has 
only  one  or  two  ewe  lambs — his  children — of 
which  he  can  say,  and  say  with  pride,  like  the 
Koman  matron,  "These  are  my  ornaments." 
Yet  these,  this  bill  proposes  to  take  from  him, 
or  (what  is  the  same  thing)  proposes  to  corrupt 
.them — to  bribe  them  out  of  his  service;  and 
that,  too,  at  the  very  age  when  the  desire  of 
freedom  is  the  most  active,  and  the  splendor  of 
false  glory  the  most  enticing.  Yet,  your  slaves 
are  safe ;  there  is  no  project  for  their  manumis- 
sion in  the  bill.  The  husbandman  of  the  North, 
the  mechanic,  the  manufacturer,  shall  have  the 
property  he  holds  in  the  minors  subject  to  him 
put  to  hazard.  Your  property  in  the  labor  of 
others  is  safe.  "Where  is  the  justice — where  the 
equality — of  such  a  provision  ? 

It  is  very  well  known  in  our  country — ^indeed 
it  is  obvious,  from  the  very  nature  of  the  thing 
— that  the  exact  period  of  life  at  which  the 
temptation  of  this  law  begins  to  operate  upon 
the  minor,  is  the  moment  when  his  services  be- 
gin to  be  the  most  useful  to  the  parent  or  master. 
Until  the  age  of  18,  the  boy  has  hardly  paid  to 
the  parent  or  master  the  cost  of  his  clothing  and 
education.  Between  the  age  of  18  and  20,  is 
just  the  period  of  profit  to  the  father  and 
master.  It  is  also  the  period  at  which,  from  the 
approximation  towards  manhood,  service  begins 
to  grow  irksome,  and  the  desire  of  liberty  pow- 
erful. The  passions  are  then,  also,  in  their  most 
ungoverned  sway;  and  the  judgment,  not  yet 
ripe,  can  easily  be  infatuated  and  corrupted  by 
the  vain  dreams  of  military  glory.  At  this 
period,  your  law  appears  with  its  instruments  of 
seduction.  It  offers  freedom  to  the  minor's  de- 
sire of  liberty — ^plunder  to  his  avarice — glory  to 
his  weakness.  In  short,  it  offers  bounty  and 
wages  for  disobedience  to  his  natural  or  social 
obligations.  This  is  a  true  view  of  .this  law. 
That  it  will  have  that  full  operation  which  its 
advocates  hope  and  expect — that  it  will  fill 
your  armies  with  runaways  from  their  masters 
and  fathers — I  do  not  believe ;  but,  that  it  will 
have  a  very  great  operation,  I  know.  The 
temptation  to  some  of  our  youth  wiU  be  irresist- 


ible.     With  my  consent,  they  shall  never  be 
exposed  to  it. 

Mr.  Speaker,  I  hope  what  I  am  now  about  to 
say  will  not  be  construed  into  a  threat.  It  is 
not  uttered  in  that  spirit;  but  only  to  evince 
the  strength  of  my  convictions  concerning  the 
effect  of  the  provisions  of  this  law  on  the 
hopes  of  New  England,  particularly  of  Massa- 
chusetts. But  pass  it,  and  if  the  Legislatures 
of  the  injured  States  do  not  come  down  upon 
your  recruitings  officers  with  the  old  laws 
against  kidnapping  and  man-stealing,  they  are 
false  to  themselves,  their  posterity,  and  their 
country. 

Mr.  FisK  expressed  the  astonishment  he  felt 
at  the  observation  which  had  fallen  from  the 
gentleman  last  up.  He  certainly  agreed  with 
the  gentleman  in  one  thing :  that  those  who 
are  in  pursuit  of  a  favorite  object  frequently 
overleap  the  bounds  of  reason  and  decorum  in 
support  of  it.  Now,  it  had  been  a  favorite  ob- 
ject with  that  gentleman  to  shield  the  British 
Government  from  blame ;  and  it  was  an  object 
which  he  certainly  pursued  with  the  greatest 
ardor  and  anxiety.  In  the  address  of  that 
gentleman's  political  friends,  in  Congress,  to 
their  constituents,  subsequent  to  the  declaration 
of  war,  it  had  been  deceptively  said,  that  a  dis- 
position existed  in  the  British  Government  to 
make  an  arrangement  on  the  subject  of  impress- 
ment. Now,  sir,  that  the  ground  is  taken  from 
under  them,  we  hear  that  the  object  of  the  war 
is  an  unrighteous  one,  and  we  are  guilty  of 
waging  it.  Is  it  indeed  guilty  to  defend  our 
country  ?  said  Mr.  F.  The  gentleman  would 
overawe  the  Indians.  Sir,  the  most  innocent 
party  in  the  war  against-  us  is  the  savage  him- 
self. How  comes  he  in  the  ranks  against  us, 
with  his  tomahawk  and  scalping  knife  ?  Why 
is  he  impelled  to  _  shed  our  blood  ?  Why  has 
the  gentleman  shielded  British  instigation  of 
their  outrages  ? 

Again,  sir,  has  the  gentleman  no  feeling  for 
the  sufferings,  no  ear  for  the  groans  of  our 
suffering  seamen?  Has  he  no  sympathy  for 
those  relations  of  life,  from  which  the  seamen  ■ 
is  torn  away,  and  for  that  moral  sentiment 
which  is  violated  in  that  outrage — and  are  we 
guilty  because  we  seek  to  shield  our  citizens 
from  it  ?  Are  we  guilty  because  we  resist  the 
British  scalping  knife?  Recall  the  year  '98  to 
your  recollection,  sir,  and  the  pompous  display 
of  energy  at  that  day,  and  the  armies  raised — 
to  fight  whom? — a  few  miserable  Frenchmen 
whom  they  could  catch  at  sea.  War  was  then 
a  mere  amusement.  Why,  that  we  are  now  at 
war  with  the  nation  who  has  been  seizing  our 
property,  capturing  our  citizens,  and  carrying 
them  into  slavery — why  are  our  means  for  car- 
rying on  war  to  be  limited  ? 

As  to  the  provision  of  this  bill  so  much  ob- 
jected to,  was  it  esteemed  such  a  violation  of 
all  right  and  principle  in  the  commencement  of 
the  Eevolution  to  take  children  of  sixteen 
years  of  age  from  their  parents  ?    That  was  a 
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period  when  the  youth  of  the  country  were  in- 
vited to  the  field.  I  was  one  who  accepted  the 
invitation,  and  I  have  never  regretted  it.  But, 
says  the  gentleman,  will  you  take  the  child  from 
the  parent?  Sir,  which  excites  the  most  tears 
— a  child  leaving  his  parent  to  defend  his  coun- 
try, or  a  parent  torn  from  his  family  and'  his 
country  to  fight  for  a  foreign  power?  The 
truth  is,  that  most  of  those  who  object  to  this 
bill  would  destroy  all  the  means  of  carrying  on 
the  war,  if  they  could.  It  was  not  thought  im- 
moral in  the  war  of  the  Bevolution  to  take 
youths  of  this  age,  nor  were  they  the  least  effi- 
cient part  of  our  aritiy. 

Mr.  D.  E.  Williams  said,  if  it  was  possible 
for  him  to  keep  down  those  feelings  of  indigna- 
tion which  pressed  upon  his  mind,  in  what  he 
had  now  to  oifer,  he  would  speak  with  due 
respect  to  the  orders  of  the  House,  and  not  in- 
fringe its  privileges.     He  wished,  indeed,  he 
had  not  occasion  to  speak ;  but,  sir,  said  he,  it 
is  my  misfortune  to  be  the  Chairman  of  the 
Military  Committee,    more,   Mr.  Speaker,  by 
your  partiality  than  by  any  merit  of  mine.     I 
am  compelled  to  rise.     I  have  been  stigmatized 
by  the  gentleman  (Mr.  QmNOT)  as  the  introducer 
into  this  House  of  an  atrocious  principle.     If 
such  language  comports  with  our  rules  of  order, 
I  must  submit,  seeing  it  is  uttered  where  he  is 
protected ;  but,  sir,  I  must  pronounce  it  a  libel 
on  myself,  and  throw  it  back  on  him  wlio  ut- 
tered it,  as  a  foul,  atrocious  libel  on  the  com- 
mittee.    Sir,  I  came  here  not  disposed  to  use 
such  language  ;   nothing  but  extreme  injury 
should  extort  it  from  me.    I  wish  that  the  gen- 
tleman had  kept  the  resolve  he  informed  us  he 
had  formed ;  as  he  could  not  do  so,  I  would 
that  he  had  been  good  enough  to  spare  me 
from  the  acrimony  of  his  remarks.     Atrocity ! 
The  advocate  of  an  atrocious  principle !     Let 
the  gentleman  recur  to  those  who  originated 
this  principle ;  let  him  go  back  to  the  day  of  the 
Eevolution,  and  damn  the  memory  of  the  pa- 
triots of  those  times,  the  fruit  of  whose  labors 
he  so  ill  deserves  to  enjoy.     The  provisions  of 
those  days  authorized  the  enlistment  of  all  over 
the  age  of  sixteen  years.    Nor  does  the  state- 
ment which  the  gentleman  from  New  York 
made  alter  the  case,  for ,  if  there  be  an  increase 
of  population  since  the  Eevolution,  there  ap- 
pears to  be  a  correspondent  deterioration  of 
patriotism.     The  gentleman  from  Massachusetts 
admits  that  a  necessity  may  exist  to  justify  the 
course  proposed  by  the  bill.     Well,  sir,  was 
there  ever  a  crisis  calling  on  a  people  for  vigor- 
ous exertions  more  awful  than  that  which  im,- 
pends  over  us  now  ?    Now,  when  a  vile  spirit 
of  party  has  gone  abroad  and  distracted  the 
Union  ?     Now,  that  the  State  which  the  gentle- 
man represents  is  almost  in  arms  against  us  ? 
And,  in  such  a  state  of  things  are  we  to  be  told 
that  we  are  espousing  an  atrocious  principle, 
because  we  are  seeking  for  the  means  to  defend 
6ur  country  ?     The  wiU  of  the  President  is  the 
law  of  the  land,  says  the   gentleman.     How 
can  he  expect  his  arguments  to  be  attended  to,  I 


when  the  first  word  he  utters  after  taking  his 
seat  is  to  insult  and  abuse  every  one  opposed 
to   him  in   opinion.    I  beg  your  pardon,  Mr 
Speaker,  I  ask  that  of  the  House,  for  the  lan- 
guage I  am  compelled  to  use ;  but  so  long  as  I 
am  a  man,  so  help  me  God,  when  I  am  told  I 
am  actuated  by  an  atrocious  principle,  I  will 
throw  it  back  in  the  teeth  of  the  assertor  as  an 
atrocious  falsehood.    Look  back  on  the  princi- 
ple adopted  by  the  friends  of  that  gentleman — 
I  wish  I  could  say  who  were  his  friends — I  do 
not  call  the  honest  federalist,  who  is  willing  to 
support  his  country's  rights,  his  friend — even  in 
England,  the  nation  from  which  he  talks  of  re- 
ceiving his  religion  and  morality,  and  I  might 
add,  his  ideas  of  our  rights — even  in  that  coun- 
try they  do  not  prevent  enlistment  of  minors — 
that  is,  they  are  not  discharged  on  the  ground 
of  minority.     I  have   said  before,  sir,  that  we 
had  examples  in  our  own  Government,  drawn 
not  to  be  sure  from  the  purest  times,  but  which 
more  than  covered  the  whole  case.     A  law  was 
passed  in  1798  which  authorized  the  enlistment 
not  only  of  minors  but  every  description  of  per- 
sons whom  tlie  President  of  the  United  States 
thought  proper  to  have  enlisted — which  author- 
ized him  to  send  his  recruiting  sergeants  into " 
every  family  and  take   those  who  suited  him 
best.     This  was  the  principle  of  his  friends. 
Does  the  gentleman  say  that  it  was  atrocious  in 
1798  to  defend  ourselves  against  the  French  ? 
But  it  has  become  so  now,  seeing  the  defence 
we  seek  is  against  the  English.     The  gentleman 
has  said  we  act  on  an  absurd  principle ;  that  we 
have  mistaken  the  meauo  of  carrying  on  the  war 
to  effect :  we  want  the  moral  means.    By  this  I 
presume  he  would  be  understood  that  the  peo- 
ple are  opposed  to  the  war,  particularly  to  our 
land  operations.     There  seems  then  to  be  no 
moral  objection  to  the  war  on  the  ocean.    And, 
sir,  if  it  be  not  immoral  to  support  the  war  on 
the  ocean,  on  what  possible  principle  can  it  be 
immoral,  in  the  same  cause,  to  support  it  on  the 
laud?     The  war  on  both  elements  is  for  the 
same  object ;  not  as  the  gentleman  says,  to  rob 
and  plunder  in  Canada,  but,  according  to  the 
motto  of  the  gallant  Captain  Porter,  for  "free 
trade  and  sailors'  rights." 

Mr.  Pitkin  remarked  that  the  power  given 
to  a  recruiting  officer  to  enlist  minors  was  a 
new  principle.-  It  had  not  been  acted  upon 
before,  or  since  the  Eevolution — this  is  a  new 
mode  of  raising  an  army ;  were  gentlemen  pre- 
pared to  adopt  this  new  principle  ?  Although 
by  the  resolves  of  the  Congress  of  1776,  minors 
could  be  enlisted,  yet  apprentices  were  ex- 
empted—and if  any  were  enlisted,  yet,  on 
proper  application,  they  were  discharged,  un- 
less it  could  be  shown  the  enlistment  was  with 
the  consent  of  then-  masters  or  guardians.  By 
the  law  of  '98,  the  President  certainly  could 
direct  relative  to  the  age  and  size  of  a  recruit 
-^-yet  to  whom  did  he  apply  ?  Not  to  appren- 
tices—not to  wards— and  then  if  an  ofllcer  en- 
listed an  apprentice  without  the  consent  of  his 
master,  he  could  be  taken  away  from  him  by 
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the  writ  of  habeas  corpus  and  the  oflBcer  held 
liable  for  damages.  The  eleventh  section  of  the 
law  for  raising  an  additional  military  force  con- 
tained a  similar  provision,  and  it  was  also  neces- 
sary the  consent  of  the  master  or  guardian 
should  be  in  writing. 

Mr.  P.  did  not  intend  to  meddle  at  all  with 
the  pohcy  of  war — he  should  confine  himself  to 
the  consideration  of  the  most  important  prin- 
ciple contained  in  the  third  section  of  the  bill. 
The  effect  of  this  bill  goes  to  infringe  all  the 
State  laws.  They  all  provide  for  the  relations 
which  exist  between  a  master  and  his  appren- 
tice— a  guardian  and  his  ward ;  if  the  appren- 
tice runs  away  he  can  be  procured  and  brought 
back ;  and  some  of  the  States  provide,  that 
when  the  apprentice  comes  again  into  the  pos- 
session of  his  master,  that  he  shall  serve  not 
only  the  time  lost,  but  an  extra  time,  to  remu- 
nerate his  master  by  these  services  for  the  losses 
he  has  sustained.  If  you  take  away  his  appren- 
tice you  deprive  him  of  his  property — this  is  a 
loss  to  the  master,  or  he  must  recover  where 
the  services  are  due ;  that  is,  of  the  parent  or 
guardian,  who  are  one  of  the  contracting  par- 
ties to  the  indentures — and  where  is  the  reme- 
dy ?  Will  not  the  officer  be  also  liable  to  the  State 
laws?  Does  not  the  constitution  say,  no  laws 
shall  be  passed  abrogating  contracts?  This 
bill  will  in  its  operation  sanction  the  violation 
of  contracts,  or  it  means  nothing — it  sanctions 
the  right  to  take  away  the  property  of  guar- 
dians, parents  or  masters,  without  providing 
any  compensation  for  the  same.  I  repeat,  you 
are  introducing  a  new  principle  in  the  mode  of 
administering  Government.  The  pressure  is 
also  beyond  comparison  unequal  on  the  North- 
ern States.  Do  gentlemen  plead  the  neces- 
sity of  the  case?  Does  a  necessity  exist  su- 
perior to  the  laws  ?  Are  we  to  understand  that 
the  salus  populi  shall  rule  without  control  ?  If 
not,  then  what  is  meant  by  this  grant  to  take 
the  property  of  your  constituents,  and  leave 
them  no  remedy  for  the  injury  ?  The  honor- 
able gentleman  from  South  Carolina  has  refer- 
red to  the  practice  of  other  nations.  Great 
Britain  herself  never  incorporated  apprentices 
into  her  armies. 

Mr.  Williams  admitted  that  apprentices  were 
exempt — but  minors  were  not. 

Mr.  PiTKiif  agreed  but  even  when  minors  are 
enlisted  without  the  consent  of  their  guardians 
or  masters,  they  can  be  released  by  the  writ  of 
habeas  corpiis.  I  believe  that,  in  1756,  Great 
Britain  passed  an  act  which  was  designed  to 
extend  to  only  the  colonies ;  it  allowed  indent- 
ed servants  to  be  enlisted  into  the  army — but 
this  act  made  provision  for  the  master,  if  the 
compensation  was  claimed  within  so  many 
months  after  enhstment,  and  the  necessary  facts 
were  proved  before  any  two  justices  of  the 
peace.  Whether  this  act  was  ever  carried  into 
effect  I  do  not  know — but  I  do  know  that  com- 
pensation was  provided  for  the  property  taken 
from  the  master  in  the  person  of  his  servant. 

Mi\  Teol'p. — If  a  stranger  in  the  gallery  had 


listened  to  the  member  from  Massachusetts,  he 
would  have  supposed  that  the  provision  of  the 
bill  against  which  the  gentleman's  anathemas 
were  most  vehemently  levelled,  authorized  the 
recruiting  sergeant  to  enter  the  house  of  the 
citizen,  drag  from  it  the  young  man,  and  trans- 
port him,  loaded  with  chains,  (as  is  said  to  be 
the  practice  of  one  nation  of  Europe,)  to  the 
armies.  Who  would  have  supposed  that  the 
provisions  merely  authorized  the  recruiting 
sergeant  to  accapt  the  voluntary  service  of  the 
young  man,  between  eighteen  and  twenty-one? 
The  service  due  to  the  country,  prior  in  point 
of  time,  paramount  in  obhgation,  must  yield, 
says  the  gentleman,  to  the  service  due  to  the 
master,  the  parent,  or  the  guardian.  If,  sir, 
in  the  days  of  Home's  greatness,  if  in  the  proud 
days  of  Grecian  glory,  them.an  could  have  been 
found  base  and  hardy  enough  to  withhold  the 
young  men  from  the  public  service,  to  turn 
them  from  the  path  of  honor,  or  to  restrain 
them  from  the  field  of  fame,  he  would  have 
been  hurled  from  the  Tarpeian  Eock  or  con- 
signed to  the  Cave  of  Trophonius.  The  young 
man  is  preferred  here,  not  because  he  is  pre- 
ferred in  France,  but  because  his  physical  con- 
stitution and  his  moral  temperament  peculiarly 
qualify  him  for  the  arduous  duties  of  the  field  and 
camp ;  bodily  vigor  and  activity,  ardor,  enter- 
prise, impetuosity ;  without  family,  and  there- 
fore without  the  cares  which  family  involve. 
No  wife,  no  helpless  children.  Without  care, 
but  for  his  country.  Without  fear,  but  for  her 
dishonor.  He  is  most  eminently  qualified  for 
the  duties  of  the  camp  and  the  field ;  all  ex- 
perience has  proved  it. 

Mr.  Maoon  said  it  appeared  the  House  was 
now  in  a  situation  in  which  it  had  frequently 
been  heretofore;  that  is,  they  take  up  a  very 
small  subject  and  make  a  very  great  one-  of  it. 
The  only  question  for  discussion  appeared  to 
him  to  be,  whether  or  not  they  would  enlist 
into  the  Army  young  men  between  the  ages  of 
eighteen  and  twenty-one.  He  was  very  sorry 
that,  at  this  early  period  of  the  session,  a  dis- 
cussion had  been  introduced  into  the  House, 
which  had  at  all  times  better  be  let  alone,  that 
of  foreign  influence.  He  did  not  mean  to  dis- 
cuss it ;  but,  if  gentlemen  were  anxious  for  it, 
he  was  perfectly-  willing  to  set  aside  a  day  for 
the  consideration  of  the  subject,  and  go  about 
it  methodically.  He  regretted  very  much  that 
the  feature  to  which  he  had  alluded  had  been 
inserted  in  the  bill;  because  he  had  been  in 
hopes  that,  on  the  question  of  raising  the  pay 
of  the  Army,  they  would,  one  and  all,  have 
manifested  a  disposition  to  support  the  rights 
of  the  country.  In  the  hope  that  they  would 
yet  come  to  an  agreement  on  the  subject ;  that 
they  could  give  some  vote  of  unanimity  in  rela- 
tion to  the  war,  he  should  move  for  a  recom- 
mitment of  the  bill,  with  a  view  to  amend  it 
by  striking  out  the  third  section.  It  appeared 
to  him  that,  until  a  man  had  acquired  political 
rights,  he  ought  not  to  be  called  on  to  defend 
his  country.    The  gentleman  from  South  Oaro- 
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iina  Bays  the  principle  of  this  section  already 
exists  in  oui'  militia  laws.  I  admit  it;  and 
hence,  I  Lave  always,  when  our  militia  laws 
haveheen  under  consideration,  moved  to  strike 
out  "eighteen"  and  insert  "twenty-one."  I 
hope,  if  we  do  not  take  recruits  under  twenty- 
one,  we  will  alter  the  militia  laws  also,  and  let 
the  country  rely  for  its  defence  on  those  who 
manage  its  concerns.  He  hoped  the  House 
would  consent  to  recommit  the  bill,  and,  in 
Bome  one  vote,  show  something  like  unanimity. 

Mr.  Kandolph  rose  to  speak  at  the  same 
moment  with  Mr.  Macon,  but,  being  first  seen 
by  the  Speakek,  obtained  the  floor. 

Mr.  E.  said  that  he  was  extremely  happy,  as 
he  did  not  notice  his  friend  from  North  Caro- 
lina, at  the  time  of  his  rising — ^in  which  case 
he  should  certainly  have  given  way  to  him  ac- 
cording to  custom — that  he  had  caught  the 
Speaker's  eye  first.  I  was  about  to  rise,  said 
Mr.  E.,  for  the  purpose  of  making  a  similar 
motion ;  and  there  are  considerations  on  which 
it  is  unnecessary  for  me  to  dwell,  and  towards 
which  I  will  not  even  hint,  that  render  it  at 
least  as  agreeable  to  me  that  the  motion  for 
recommitment  should  come  from  that  respect- 
able and  weighty  quarter,  ratier  than  from  my- 
self. I  shall  vote  for  it  upon  the  same  grounds 
which  would  have  induced  me  ultimately  to 
vote  against  the  bill;  because  it  contains  pro- 
visions, I  might  say  principles,  unsusceptible  of 
modification,  and,  in  my  judgment,  hostile  to 
all  those  principles  which  I  have  hitherto  en- 
tertained, and  to  which  it  is  impossible  for  me 
to  give  the  sanction  of  my  support.  I  shall 
not  vote  against  the  bill,  for  some  of  the  rea- 
sons urged  by  the  gentleman  from  Massachusetts 
on  my  right,  (Mr.  QnmoT,)  with  more  of  elo- 
quence than  temperance,  and  answered  in  a 
style  not  dissimilar  by  my  worthy  friend  on  my 
left,  (Mr.  Williams.)  They  both  reminded  me 
of  a  stroke  of  perhaps  the  only  comic  poet  this 
country  has  produced : 

"  The  more  they  injured  their  side, 
The  more  argument  they  applied," 

The  gentleman  from  Massachusetts  touched  a 
chord,  which,  he  ought  to  have  known,  was 
that  which  would  insure  the  passage  of  this 
bill  J  which  would  excite  a  temper  that  would 
indispose  the  House  to  listen  to  the  stiU  small 
voice  of  conscience  and  of  reason.  I,  sir,  shall 
vote  for  the  recommitment  of  this  bill,  and  for 
reasons  which  I  am  almost  ashamed  to  urge ; 
which  I  hope  to  be  excused  for  adducing.  They 
have  nothing  to  do  with  the  qvlestion  of  impress- 
ment, of  maritime  war,  of  the  invasion  of  Cana- 
da, of  Indian  warfare ;  but,  sir,  they  are  princi- 
ples which,  from  length  of  time,  I  am  sorry  to 
say,  have  grown  so  obsolete,  like  some  of  the 
older  statutes  of  those  countries  of  more  ancient 
date  than  ourselves,  that,  though  I  am  not 
ashamed  of  thera,  I  am  almost  ashamed  to  men- 
tion them— they  are  those  professed  by  the  Ee- 
publican  party  in  the  year  1798,  which  I  had 
the  honor  of  attempting,  at  least,  to  support  in 


those  days — the  principles,  as  reduced  to  record, 
of  the  present  Chief  Magistrate  of  our  country 
in  those  days.  In  truth,  it  has  been  insinuated, 
if  not  asserted,  with  much  more  of  candor  than 
of  logical  address,  that  the  principles  of  the  bill 
are  those  of  the  former  friends  of  the  gentleman 
from  Massachusetts  on  my  left,  from  which,  I 
suppose,  that  gentleman  has,  in  some  way  or 
other,  deserted.  This  goes  to  prove,  as  far  as 
the  authority  of  the  gentleman  from  Vermont 
and  of  my  worthy  friend  from  South  Carolina 
has  influence,  that  a  long  course  of  opposition 
has  instilled  into  the  gentleman  something  of 
the  principles  which  did  not  belong  to  his 
friends  while  in  power;  that  he  is  a  deserter 
from  his  party,  and  consequently  that  I  have 
remained  a  faithful  sentinel  at  my  post.  I  did 
not  expect  to  hear  it  said,  sir,  that  this  bill  was 
not  to  be  opposed  because  a  similar  bill  had 
been  passed  in  what  used  to  be  called  the  Eeign 
of  Terror.  In  other  words,  I  did  not  expect  to 
hear  it  stated  th.at  the  principles  of  the  Admin- 
istration of  the  predecessor  of  Jefferson,  which, 
I  suppose,  he  would  now  be  as  ready  to  recant 
as  any  man  in  the  nation,  justified  the  bill ;  that 
it  ought  to  be  passed,  because  it  was  fashioned 
in  conformity  to  such  doctrines.  It  is  now,  sir, 
I  think,  some  thirteen  or  fourteen  years  ago, 
since  a  similar  question  was  agitated  on  the 
floor  of  this  House,  and  it  was  my  lot  to  be 
compelled  to  sustain  the  same  side  of  the  ques- 
tion which  I  sustain  to-day — for  I  wiU  not  use 
the  qualified  term,  attempt  to  sustain,  against 
one  of  the  proudest  names  in  this  country — 
against  the  man  who  now  presides,  I  will  not 
say  with  what  splendor  of  abilities,  at  the  head 
of  the  judicial  department  of  our  Government.* 
The  House  will  readily  agree  that,  plain  must 
have  been  that  question  which  could  have  been 
supported  with  such  unequal  odds ;  that  strong 
must  have  been  that  side  of  the  argument  against 
such  an  advocate.  It  was  one  of  those  occa- 
sions on  which  the  gentleman  who  then  presid- 
ed in  the  House  declared  "  he  never  witnessed 
a  more  unpromising  debate :"  it  was  so — for  it 
was  one  of  those  which  tended  to  put  that  gen- 
tleman and  his  friends  into  the  situation  which 
so  many  of  them — I  will  not  say  all — ^for  there 
are  some  illustrious  examples  to  the  contrary — 
into  the  situation  which  many  of  them  have 
since  occupied.  It  was  an  assertion  of  the  great 
fundamental  principles  of  our  Government 
against  arbitrary,  high-toned  courtly  notions. 
The  party  then  in  power  had  been  nearly  as 
long  in  oflSce  as  the  party  now  in  power,  and 
looked  at  the  question  pending  before  them, 
with  a  very  different  eye,  while  they  wielded 
the  sceptre,  than  that  with  which  they  look  at 
the  question  now,  when  the  sceptre  is  applied 
to  their  backs.  I  am  sorry  to  say  that  I  fear 
that  the  converse  of  the  proposition  is,  in  a  great 
degree,  true,  and  that  those  principles  which  I 
then  supported,  and  which  were  the  ground  of 
the  revolution  of  political  sentiment  in   1801 
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wliich  thereafter  ensued,  have  fallen,  as  it  were, 
in  abeyance ;  that,  in  fact,  we  have  forgotten 
our  oracle. 

I  have  said,  on  a  former  occasion,  and  if  I 
were  Philip,  I  would  employ  a  man  to  say  it 
every  day,  that  the  people  of  this  country,  if 
ever  they  lose  their  liberties,  wiU  do  it  by  sq,c- 
riflcing  some  great  principle  of  free  government 
to  temporary  passion.  There  are  certain  great 
principles,  which  if  they  be  not  held  inviolate 
at  all  seasons,  our  liberty  is  gone.  If  we  give 
them  up,  it  is  perfectly  immaterial  what  is  the 
character  of  our  Sovereign ;  whether  he  be  King 
or  President,  elective  or  hereditary — it  is  per- 
fectly immaterial  what  is  his  character — we 
shall  be  slaves — ^it  is  not  an  elective  government 
which  win  preserve  us. 

But  I  am  afraid  I  have  fallen  somewhat  into 
error,  by  wandering  from  the  course  I  proposed. 
On  the  occasion  to  which  I  have  alladed,  I 
maintained  that  the  provision  of  a  bill  then 
pending,  similar  to  that  I  now  object  to,  was 
arbitrary,  unconstitutional  and  unjust,  because 
it  was  in  the  nature  of  an  ex  post  facto  law.  It 
is  of  the  nature  of  an  ex  post  faeto  law — ^it  is 
more — it  tends  to  exalt  the  military  authority 
over  the  civil — it  is  this  or  it  is  nothing.  If  the 
section  pronounce  an  ambiguous  voice,  to  be 
construed  according  to  expediency,  then  is  there 
so  much  greater  reason  to  recommit  the  bill,  to 
reduce  it  to  some  shape  which  shall  render  it 
intelligible  to  the  meanest  capacity.  It  goes  to 
alter  the  nature  of  a  remedy — to  impair  the  ob- 
ligation of  a  contract.  A  man  has  contracted 
a  debt,  and  his  creditors  arrest  him.  He  enlists. 
He  enlists  through  the  grates  of.  a  prison,  or 
within  the  limits  of  prison  bounds.  The  con- 
tract between  this  man  and  the  creditor  is  va- 
ried by  the  law,  because  the  remedy  of  the 
creditor  is  changed.  Let  us  not  have  a  descant 
on  the  cruelty  of  imprisonment  for  debt,  and 
the  expediency  of  introducing  other  provisions 
on  that  subject.  That  is  not  the  question.  It 
is  on  a  law  for  exempting  a  particular  class  of 
men  from  those  penalties  and  provisions  which 
attach  to  all  other  classes  of  society.  The  mil- 
itary of  all  classes  in  society,  that  class  which 
we  are  about  to  exempt  from  the  general  pro- 
visions attaching  to  other  classes,  is  that  of 
which  the  people  of  this  country  have  been  led 
by  all  our  writers,  by  all  our  authorities,  to  en- 
tertain the  most  watohfal  and  justly  founded 
jealousy.  It  is  on  principles  somewhat  analo- 
gous to  these,  or  rather  the  same,  much  better 
enforced,  that  an  opposition  was  maintained  to 
a  law,  not  dissimilar  in  its  provisions  from  this, 
in  the  winter  of  1799-1800. 

In  the  fury  and  tempest  of  his  passion,  my 
friend  from  South  Carolina  seemed  to  overlook, 
what  I  thought  he  would  be  one  of  the  last  to 
■forget,  that  we  live  in  a  limited  Government, 
possessing  restricted  powers,  which  we  cannot 
exceed.  Has  the  constitution,  with  the  most 
jealous  scrutiny,  defined  the  privileges  of  a 
member  of  this  House,  not  permitting  us  to  de- 
fine our  own,  and  made  our  principal  privilege 


an  exemption  from  arrest;  and  do  we  clothe 
ourselves  with  a  power  of  exempting  from  ar- 
rest, ad  libitum^  a  whole  class  of  society — of 
creating  a  privileged  order?  "We  are, indeed,  a 
privileged  order,  but  we  are  privileged  by  the 
constitution.  I  ask  the  gentleman  from  South 
Carolina  whence  he  derives  the  power  of  creat- 
ing a  privileged  order,  and,  shall  this  assump- 
tion of  power  be  attempted  in  favor  of  the  mil- 
itary, of  all  other  classes  ?  In  my  opinion,  sir, 
the  section  to  ■^Mch  I  have  had  reference  is 
freighted  with  most  fatal  consequences.  I  wiU 
suppose  a  case.  Suppose  a  man  had  a  writ  serv- 
ed upon  him,  and  he  afterwards  enlists;  that 
an  escape  warrant  is  taken  out  against  him,  and 
a  contest  ensues  between  the  recruiting  sergeant 
and  the  civil  officer  for  this  man,  and  that  the 
civil  authority  supports  its  officer  by  calling  out 
the  force  at  its  disposal.  What  would  be  the 
upshot?  What  is  it  to  lead  to?  I  need  not 
state  the  consequences.  These  principles,  sir, 
were  urged  thirteen  years  ago ;  they  are  urged 
now,  in  the  same  place,  and  6n  the  same  occa- 
sion. I  cannot  consent,  in  deference  to  any 
gentlemen,  however  great  their  zeal,  to  admit 
that  I  merely  urged  them  at  that  time,  from 
party  views,  to  put  down  one  description  of 
persons  in  order  to  get  into  their  warm  berths. 
I  cannot  consent  to  such  an  admission,  and, 
therefore,  cannot  give  my  support  to  any  bill 
which  contains  such  provisions.  I  have  said 
this  will  be  an  es  post  faeto  law.  It  is  so ;  it 
operates  not  only  after  the  right  has  accrued  to 
the  creditor  to  sue  out  his  writ,  but  after  it  is 
in  a  course  of  execution.  Let  me  put  anotlftr 
case.  Suppose  that  Congress  were  to  pass  a 
law  that  every  malefactor  under  the  sentence 
of  death,  who  enlisted  in  the  Army,  should  not 
have  the  sentence  of  the  law  executed  on  his 
body.  Have  you  not  as  good  a  right  to  do  that 
as  to  pass  this  law  ?  Would  you  consent  to  see 
a  scuffle  at  the  gallows  between  the  civil  author- 
ity and  the  military  for  the  body  of  that  wretch  ? 

I  will  put  another  case,  sir.  A  son,  who  is 
the  only  support  of  a  widowed  and  aged  mo- 
ther, in  some  moment  of  hilarity,  perhaps  of 
intoxication,  led  astray  by  the  phantom  Glory, 
enlists  in  the  army  of  the  United  States.  I 
speak  of  one  who  is  a  minor.  Although  I  know 
that  freemen  of  this  country  cannot  be  proper- 
ty in  the  sense  in  which  a  slave  is  prop'erty, 
yet,  I  do  allow  that  the  mother  has  a  property 
in  the  time  of  that  child ;  that  he  is  under  an 
obligation  from  which  no  human  law  can  absolve 
him — an  obhgation  imposed  upon  him  by  the 
maternal  throes  that  issued  him  into  life — by  the 
nourishment  drawn  from  the  parent's  breast — 
by  the  cherishing  hand  which  fostered  him 
through  imbecility  and  infancy.  You  have  not 
a  right  to  take  him — I  hope,  then,  sir,  that  no 
question  will  be  made  of  your  power. 

I  put  another  ease,  said  Mr.  E.  Although  an 
apprentice  and  a  minor  are  not  property  in  the 
sense  in  which  a  slave  is  property,  there  is  a 
class  of  men,  unluckily,  in  certain  parts  of  our 
country  (in  PhUadelphja,  for  instance — ^I  mean 
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tKat  class  called  "redemptioners,")  who  were 
sold  but  yesterday  in  the  markets  of  that  city. 
Is  the  gentleman  who  represents  that  district 
(Mr.  Setbeet)  willing  that  they  shall  absolve 
themselves  from  their  contract  by  enlisting  in 
the  Army?    If  he  is,  .1  am.     A  redemptioner 
sold  in  Philadelphia  for  a  term  of  years,  bought 
in  the  market  as  fairly  as  any  other  commodity 
— (I  say  fairly,  because  bought  with  his  own 
consent,  and  as  he  believes,  for  his  own  advan- 
tage)— such  a  person,  if  tempted  to  enlist,  will, 
unquestionably,  prefer  the  pay  and  emolument 
of  the  soldier  in  your  Army  to  his  present  situ- 
ation.    With  regard  to  apprentices,  I  very  much 
fear,  sir,  that  those  who  enlist  wOl,  for  the 
greater  part,  be  of  that  description  for  whom 
their  masters  have  advertised  six  cents  reward, 
and  forewarned  all  persons  from  harboring  them. 
I  remember,  when  a  small  boy,  to  have  seen  k 
series  of  prints  by  Hogarth,   called  "The  Pro- 
gress of  Industry  and  Idleness."    The  grada- 
tions were  not  more  regular  than  natural.  The 
one  ends  with  wealth,  honor,  and  an  eligible 
matrimonial  connection  with  the  daughter  of 
his  master,  with  whom  he  had  been  admitted 
into  partnership ;  the  other  is  brought  up  by 
the  gibbet.      Their  names  were  Thomas  Idle 
and  William  Goodchild.      I  believe,  sir,  that 
more  of  the  Thomas  Idles  than  of  any  other 
will  enlist  under  this  law,  and  I  sincerely  hope 
they  will ;  for  I  very  much  fear  that  even  "Wil- 
liam Goodchild,  after  he  has  gone  through  the 
discipline  of  a  camp  for  five  years,  will  be  ut- 
terly unfit  for  any  other  species  of  employment. 
This  is  not  all.    There  are  other  considerations, 
which  I  forbear  to  touch — which,  I  should  have 
supposed,  would  have  brought  themselves  home 
to  the  bosom  of  every  gentleman  in  this  House. 
Personal  indisposition  has  prevented  my  at- 
tendenoe  in  this  House,  and  I  did  not  hear  of 
this  biU  until  last  night.     It  was  then  mention- 
ed to  me  by  one  who  is  fast  in  the  old  faith,  and 
has  often  brought  the  House  to  a  recollection 
of  good  old  principles ;  and  I  did  hope  that  they 
would  this  day  have  received  more  strenuous  aid 
from  that  quarter  than  they  have.    I  hope  the 
House  will  refuse  to  pass  the  bill,  if  it  were  only 
to  show  that  there  is  some  one  act  of  the  Admin- 
istration of  1799-1800,  which  the  present  pos- 
sessors of  power  have  not  copied  from  their 
statute  book.     There  remains  only  this,  and  the 
eight  per  cent,  stock  loan — and  we  are  saved 
from  the  latter  only  by  the  infractions  of  that 
law,  which  we  imperiously  refused  at  the  last 
session  to  repeal.     It  is  the  infractions  of  this 
law  which  has  poured  money  into  our  coffers, 
and  saved  us  from  the  disgrace  of  an  eight  per 
cent.  loan.     There  is  another  part  of  this  bill 
which  strikes  me  as  being  inexpedient ;  but,  as 
I  do  not  wish  to  blend  considerations  of  expe- 
diency with  those  of  great  and  vital  principles, 
I  shall  waive  any  thing  on  that  head. 

The  question  was  then  taken  on  the  motion 
to  recommit  the  bill,  and  lost.  For  recommit- 
ment 42,  against  it  62. 

The  question  was  then  taken  that  the  said  1 


bill  do  pass ;  and  resolved  in  the  aflBrmative- 
yeas  64,  nays  87.    . 


Monday,  November  23. 
Proposed  new  State. 
On  motion  of  Mr.  Poindextee,  the  House 
resolved  itself  into  a  Committee  of  the  Whole, 
on  the  bill  to  authorize  the  people  of  Mississippi 
Territory  to  form  a  constitution  and  State  Gov- 
ernment, and  for  the  admission  of  the  same  into 
the  Union. 

Mr.  EionABDsoN  moved  to  strike  out  the  first 
section  of  the  bill. 

This  motion  was  supported  by  Mr.  Pitkin, 
principally  on  the  ground  of  the  inexpediency 
on  general  principle,  of  giving  to  a  Territory 
embracing  a  population  of  only  twenty  or  thirty 
thousand  souls,  a  representation  in  the  Senate 
equal  to  that  possessed  by  other  States,  some 
of  which  contained  a  million  of  inhabitants. 
Another  objection  was,  that  the  biU  proposed 
to  incorporate  within  a  State  the  town  and  cita- 
del of  Mobile,  now  in  possession  of  a  foreign 
power ;  and  thus  make  it  the  duty  of  a  State  to 
expel  from  its  territory  a  force  which  the  Pres- 
ident had  not  thought  fit  to  remove. 

The  motion  was  opposed  by  Mr.  Poindextee, 
who  contended  that  the  population  of  the  Ter- 
ritory was  much  greater  than  was  represented ; 
and  even  if  it  were  not  what  it  is,  that  a  pre- 
cedent was  to  be  foundin  the  incorporation  of 
Ohio  and  of  Louisiana.  He  represented  in  glow- 
ing terms,  the  anxiety  of  the  people  of  the  Ter- 
ritory to  be  enabled  to  bear  their  share  of  the 
expense  as  well  as  the  dangers  of  the  present 
war  in  support  of  our  just  rights;  in  which 
cause  they  had  already  employed  twelve  hun- 
dred militia,  which  the  gentleman  could  not  say 
of  the  populous  State  he  represented ;  and  if 
that  were  not  enough,  they  were  ready  to  put 
a  bayonet  into  the  hands  of  every  man  in  the 
Territory  capable  of  bearing  arms.  As  to  the 
occupancy  of  Mobile  by  the  Spaniards,  it  was 
not  a  valid  objection ;  but  if  it  were,  he  said  he 
hoped  it  would  soon  be  invalidated ;  he  trusted 
that  the  spirit  of  the  country  would  aid  the  dis- 
position of  the  Executive  to  repel  every  foreign 
enemy  from  our  territories. 

The  motion  to  strike  out  the  first  section  was 
negatived,  yeas  24. 

After  some  amendment  to  the  bill,  the  com- 
mittee rose  and  reported  it  to  the  House. 

Mr.  Pitkin  renewed  the  motion  to  strike  out 
the  first  section  of  the  bill ;  which  was  nega- 
tived by  a  large  majority. 

The  bin  was  then  ordered  to  be  engrossed  for 
a  third  reading. 


Tuesday,  November,  24. 

Mississippi  Territory. 

An  engrossed  bill  to  enable  the  people  of  the 

Mississippi  Territory  to  form  a  constitution  and 

State   Government,  and  for  the  admission  of 

such  State  into  the  Union  on  an  equal  footing 
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with  the  original  States,  was  read  the  third 
time ;  and,  on  the  question  that  the  same  do  pass, 
it  passed  in  the  affirmative — yeas  63,  nays  39. 

"Wednesday,  November  25. 
Constitution  and  Chierriere. 
Mr.  Kassett  communicated  to  the  House  the 
following  documents: 

Navy  Depaetmeht,  Ncv.  21,  1812. 

SiE :  In  order  to  enable  the  committee  to  form  a 
satisfactory  opinion  as  to  the  compensation  to  be  pro- 
vided for  the  officers  and  crew  of  the  frigate  Constita- 
tion,  for  the  capture  and  subsequent  destruction  of 
the  British  frigate  the  Guerriere,  I  have  the  honor  to 
state  to  you  that  the  Constitution  rated  44,  and 
mounted  55  guns ;  that  the  Guerriere  rated  38  and 
mounted  54  guns.  The  Guerriere,  although  entirely 
dismasted,  and  in  other  respects  much  crippled,  could 
have  been  brought  into  port  without  incurring  any 
other  risls  than  that  of  recapture ;  but  Captain  Hull 
conceived  that  if  he  had  manned  the  Guerriere  for 
the  purpose  of  sending  her  into  port,  he  would  have 
so  far  reduced  the  crew  of  the  Constitution  that  he 
might  have  subjected  both  vessels  to  capture.  He 
presumed  that,  under  all  circumstances,  it  would  be 
better  for  him  to  destroy  the  Guerriere,  and  preserve 
the  force  of  the  Constitution  unimpaired,  and  his 
having  done  so  unquestionably  proceeded  from  the 
most  patriotic  considerations. 

The  GueiTiere  was  a  frigate  of  the  first  class  in 
the  British  navy ;  and,  no  doubt,  when  the  engage- 
ment between  the  Constitution  and  her  commenced, 
she  was  completely  fitted  in  all  respects  for  the  most 
serious  service.  The  cost  of  such  a  ship,  independ- 
ently of  her  stores,  could  not  have  been  less  than  two 
hundred  thousand  dollars,  and  her  stores  were  worth, 
in  all  probabiUty,  fifty  thousand  dollars  at  least; 
besides,  she  had  on  board  a  number  of  prize  goods, 
the  value  of  which  cannot  be  ascertained ;  but  was 
prphably  equal  to  fifty  thousand  dollars  more.  So 
that  the  whole  value  of  the  Guerriere,  her  stores  and 
prize  goods,  at  the  time  the  action  commenced,  may 
fairly  be  estimated  at  three  hundred  thousand  dol- 
lars. 

Had  Captain  Hull  have  incurred  the  risk  before 
mentioned,  and  succeeded  in  getting  the  Guerriere 
into' port,  the  ofBcers  and  crew  of  the  Constitution, 
considering  the  Guerriere  as  her  equal,  would  have 
been  entitled  to  the  whole  of  the  Guerriere,  her  stores 
and  prize  goods.  Sooner,  however,  than  run  the 
risic  of  losing  the  Constitution,  he  determined  to  de- 
stroy the  whole.  The  question  then  arises,  what,  un- 
der these  circumstances,  ought  the  officers  and  crew 
to  be  allowed  ?  For  my  own  part,  I  have  no  hesita- 
tion in  giving  it  as  my  opinion  that  the  sum  of  ono 
hundred  thousand  dollars  would  not  be  too  liberal  a 
provision,  or  too  great  an  encouragement  for  the  great 
gallantry,  sliill,  and  sacrifice  of  interest  displayed  on 
this  occasion ;  and  I  am  persuaded  that,  if  such  a  pro- 
vision were  made,  the  difficulties  of  manning  our  fri- 
gates, at  present  experienced,  woiJd  vanish. 

It  may  further  be  remarked,  that  Captain  Hull, 
while  on  the  cruise,  on  which  he  captured  and  de- 
stroyed the  Guerriere,  burnt  two  enemy's  vessels, 
viz :  the  brig  Lady  Warren  and  the  brig  Adeora, 
and  obliged  the  enemy  to  bum  the  brig  Dolphin, 
with  a  cargo  of  hemp  and  Russia  goods,  and  to  aban- 
don an  English  barque  laden  with  timber :  for  no 
Vol.  17.— 38 


part  of  which  have  the  ofiBcers  or  crew   of  the  Con- 
stitution received  any  compensation. 

I  have  the  honor  to  be,  with  great  respect,  sir, 
your  obedient  servant, 

PAUL  HAMILTON. 

Hon.  B.  Bassett. 

Washington,  Nov.  23,  1812. 

SiE :  In  compliance  with  your  request,  I  have  the 
honor  to  state  to  you  that  my  opinion,  as  to  the 
value  of  the  Guerriere,  atthe  time  the  action  between 
her  and  the  ConsfRution  commenced,  is,  that,  ex- 
clusively of  her  stores  and  prize  goods,  she  was  prob- 
ably worth  two  hundred  thousand  dollars ;  and  my 
impression  is,  that  her  stores  and  prize  goods  must 
have  been  worth  one  hundred  thousand  dollars. 

I  am  informed  that,  independently  of  their  stores, 
the  frigate  President  cost  two  hundred  and  twenty 
thousand  dollars ;  that  the  Chesapeake  cost  two  hnn-. 
dred  and  twenty  thousand  dollars ;  and  that  the  Con- 
gress cost  one  hundred  and  ninety-seven  thousand 
dollars.  These  vessels  were  certainly  bmlt  on  good 
terms ;  and  it  is  from  their  cost  that  I  form  my  idea 
as  to  the  probable  value  of  the  Guerriere ;  and  my 
impression  as  to  the  value  of  her  stores  and  prize 
goods  is  derived  from  personal  observation  and  in- 
formation obtained  on  the  occasion  from  different 
persons. 

I  have  the  honor  to  he,  very  respectMly,  sir,  your 
obedient  servant, 

ISAAC  HULL. 

Hoa  Burwell  Basbeit,  Chairman,  Sj-c. 

Mcdah  and  Prize  Money. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  Bassett,  the  House  re- 
selved  itself  into  a  Committee  of  the  Whole,  on 
the  report  of  the  Naval  Committee  on  the  pro- 
posed vote  of  a  gold  medal  to  Captain  Isaac 
Hull,  late  commander  of  the  frigate  Constitu- 
tion, and  silver  medals  to  the  other  officers, 
and  a  sum  of thousand  dollars,  to  be  distrib- 
uted as  prize-money  among  the  officers  and 
crew,  as  an  expression  of  the  sense  entertained 
by  this  House  of  their  bravery  and  conduct  in. 
attacking  and  vanquishing  the  British  frigate 
Guerriere. 

Mr.  Bassett' spoke  in  support  of  the  resolu- 
tion. He  stated  the  magnitude  of  the  achieve- 
ment ;  the  amount  of  value  of  the  capture ;  and 
assigned  many  reasons  particularly  in  favor  of 
the  donation  to  the  officers  and  crew,  on  whom 
collectively  he  proposed  to  bestow  the  sum  of 
$100,000,  and  made  a  motion  to  that  effect.  He 
said  the  prize  money  arising  from  the  capture, 
had  not  the  public  service  required  the  destruc- 
tion of  the  Guerriere,  would  have  amounted  to 
much  more ;  and  the  merits  of  those  concerned 
in  the  capture  entitled  them  to  this  remunera- 
tion. He  dilated  on  the  present  low  price  of 
wages  on  board  our  public  ships,  and  adverted 
to  the  seaman's  hardships  and  the  seaman's 
risk,  &c. 

The  question  on  fiUing  up  the  blank  with 
"  one  hundred  thousand  dollars,"  was  then 
taken,  and  decided  in  the  affirmative  —  50 
to  37. 

The  committee  rose  and  reported  their  agree- 
ment to  the  resolution. 


594 


ABRIDGMENT  OF  THE 


H.  OP  R.] 


Imprisonment  of  American  Seamen. 


[December,  1812, 


Friday,  November  2.7. 
A  new  member  to  wit,  from  Georgia,  Wil- 
liam Barnett,  returned  to  serve  as  a  member 
of  tbis  House,  in  the  place  of  Howell  Oobb,  re- 
signed, appeared,  was  qualified,  and  took  bis 
seat. 


TiTESDAT,  December  1. 
Naturalization  Laws. 
On  motion  of  Mr.  Laoook,  the  House  resum- 
ed the  consideration  of  the  bill  supplementary 
to  the  naturalization  laws. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  Laoook,  the  bill  was  amend- 
ed by  adding  thereto  the  following  additional 
section : 

"■And  he  it  further  enacted,  That  every  naturalized 
citizen  of  the  United  States,  or  the  Territories  thereof, 
shall  forfeit  such  citizenship  on  his  voluntarily  depart- 
ing from  and  remaining  out  of  the  United  States  for 
and  during  the  term  of  two  years." 

On  motion  of  Mr.  Fitoh,  the  following  other 
section  was  also  incorporated  in  the  bill : 

"And  he  it  further  enacted,  That  all  persons  who 
shall  have  been  naturalized  subsequent  to  the  18th 
day  of  June  last,  shall  be  entitled  to  all  the  rights  and 
privileges  of  citizens  of  the  United  States,  firom  the 
date  of  such  naturalization,  any  thing  in  the  declara- 
tion of  war  against  Great  Britain,  or  any  other  act,  to 
the  contrary  notwithstanding." 

Mr.  FisK  moved  to  strike  out  nins  months, 
the  time  allowed  to  citizens  to  take  the  benefit 
of  our  naturalization  laws,  and  insert  three. 
He  said  he  could  not  see  why  so  long  a  time 
should  be  allowed.  The  longest  time  extended 
to  our  citizens  in  Canada  is  thirty  days ;  and  he 
did  not  see  why  so  much  more  liberahty  should 
be  extended  to  their  citizens  here.  He  was  op- 
posed to  their  remaining  here  longer  than  ne- 
cessary, the  more  especially  as  they  employed 
themselves  in  exciting  divisions,  and  fomenting 
the  party  feuds  which  now  agitate  the  country. 
Mr.  Laoook  thought  the  time  proposed  was 
too  short;  that  in  some  districts  they  could 
scarcely  hear  of  the  law  within  that  time,  and 
at  any  rate  might  not  be  able  to  meet  with  a 
tribunal,  at  which  to  comply  with  the  requisites 
of  the  naturalization  law,  before  the  expiration 
of  that  period. 
Mr.  Fi8K  withdrew  his  motion  for  the  present. 


Thuesdat,  December  8. 
Shadback  Bond,  returned  to  serve  as  a  dele- 
gate, in  this  House,  for  the  Illinois  Territory, 
appeared,  was  qualified,  and  took  his  seat. 


Saturday,  December  5. 
Privateer  Captures. 
Mr.  McKiM  presented  a  petition  of  Commo- 
dore Joshua  Barney,  on  behalf  of  himself  and 
the  owners,  officers,  and  crews,  of  sundry  pri- 
vate armed  vessels  of  war,  "praying  to  be  con- 
sidered as  claimants  to  all  property  proven  to 
be  enemy's  property,  found  on  board  of  vessels 


sailing  under  the  American  flag,  having  on 
board  British  manufactured  goods,  coming  from 
Great  Britain  to  the  United  States,  and  un- 
der the  protection  of  British  licenses,  which 
have  been  captured  by  them,  or  that  they  may 
participate  as  '■informers^  in  the  seizure  and 
condemnation  of  the  said  property  under  the 
nonimportation." — Referred  to  the  Committee 
of  Ways  and  Means. 


Monday,  December  7. 
Another,    member,  to  wit,  from  Virginia, 
Edwin  Gray,  appeared,  and  took  his  seat. 


Tuesday,  December  8. 
Another  member,  viz :  from  Virginia,  Wil- 
liam A.  BuEWBLL,  appeared,  and  took  his  seat. 


WED>rESDAY,  December  9. 
Imprisonment  of  American  Seamen. 

Mr.  Bassett  offered  to  the  House  the  follow- 
ing resolution  : 

Whereas,  It  is  represented,  that  Great  Britain  has 
seized  sundry  persons  fighting  under  the  J^merican 
flag;  laying  claims  to  them  alike  incompatible  with 
justice  and  the  rights  of  the  United  States  as  an  iu- 
dependent  nation : 

Resolved,  That  the  President  be  requested  to  lay 
before  this  House  the  information  he  has  received  on 
that  subject,  and  the  measures  taken  to  redress  an 
evil  which  violates  the  rights  and  interests,  and  out- 
rages the  feelings  of  a  free  and  independent  people. 

Mr.  Bassbtt  stated  that  several  cases  had 
come  to  his  knowledge  in  which  the  British 
naval  commanders  had  seized  persons  taken  on 
board  of  American  armed  vessels,  and  confined 
them,  in  one  instance,  in  irons,  and  in  another 
had  transported  them  to  England  for  trial.  It 
was  not  his  intention  now  to  go  into  an  ex- 
amination of  these  cases.  Such  an  examina- 
tion was  not  necessary  to  authorize  the 
House  to  call  for  the  information  required.  He 
had  given  its  present  form  to  the  motion  he  had 
offered,  because  its  adoption  would  go  to  show 
that  the  councils  of  the  nation  were  not  indif- 
ferent to  this  subject.  It  would,  he  trusted, 
further  enable  the  Executive  to  show  that  it 
never  slumbered  on  any  occasion  in  which  the 
rights  of  the  people  were  concerned ;  and  he 
had  no  doubt  the  information  to  be  received 
would  show  it.  When  it  was  received,  the 
House  might  take  what  course  it  pleased ;  per- 
haps no  legislative  act  would  grow  out  of  it. 
But  it  was  proper,  in  any  event,  that  the  House 

??^^  ^^  '°  possession  of  information  required. 

Mr.  MiLNOR  said  he  had  no  objection  to  the 
call  for  information,  but  he  excepted  to  the 
form  of  the  resolution,  for  two  reasons.  It  was 
prefaced  by  a  preamble,  which  was  not  usual 
in  such  cases,  which  preamble,  moreover,  as- 
sumed as  fact  circumstances  of  which  the 
House  had  no  official  or  authentic  information. 
His  other  objection  was,  that  it  expressed  an 
opinion  on  a  point  on  which  he  was  not  ready 
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to  express  one.  Mr.  M.  said  he  knew  not  the 
extent  of  the  evU  of  which  the  gentleman  com- 
plained. If  it  was  merely  that  Great  Britain 
laid  claim  to  her  own  suhjects  fighting  our  bat- 
tles against  her,  he  would  at  least  not  say  that 
this  was  an  act  on  the  part  of  Great  Britain 
deserving  all  those  severe  epithets  which  the 
gentleman  had  thought  proper  to  attach  to  it. 
The  resolution  stated  facts  not  before  the  House, 
and  expressed  an  opinion  on  an  act  the  degree 
of  enormity  of  which  depended  on  the  circum- 
stances respecting  which  it  was  proposed  to  ask 
for  information.  Mr.  M.  wished  that  the  House 
should  not  lightly  be  compelled  into  a  discus- 
sion of  this  subject,  and  especially  as  the  gen- 
tleman had  intimated  the  probability  that  no 
legislative  act  was  to  grow  out  of  the  informa- 
tion called  for. 

Mr.  Setbbkt  said,  as  his  colleague's  principal 
objection  to  the  motion  appeared  to  be  a  difiB- 
culty  as  to  facts,  he  hoped  to  procure  his  vote 
for  its  adoption  by  stating  at  least  one  which 
had  come  to  his  knowledge.  I,  said  Mr.  S., 
had  the  honor  to  have  a  nephew  on  board  the 
ship  Wasp.  He  informed  me  this  morning  that 
after  they  had  been  carried  into  Bermuda,  sev- 
eral of  their  crew  were  taken  and  confined  in 
irons ;  that  he  saw  them  in  that  situation ;  and 
that  their  crime  was,  having  fought  the  battles 
of  our  country.  What  may  be  my  colleague's 
feelings  on  this  occasion,  I  know  not — I  hope 
they  are  honorable  to  himself  and  the  House — 
for  myself  I  wish  the  subject  investigated.  Mr. 
S.  concluded  by  expressing  his  hope  that  the 
resolution  would  pass. 

Mr.  Macon  said  he  was  anxious  to  obtain  in- 
formation on  this  subject,  but  doubted  the  pro- 
priety of  the  preamble.  After  the  information 
was  received,  it  would  be  time  enough  to  express 
an  opinion  on  the  subject.  He  had  no  doubt 
that  we  must  at  last  come  to  the  determination 
to  protect  every  man  that  is  on  board  of  a  ship 
of  the  United  States.  It  is  what  Great  Britain 
herself  does ;  and  in  this  respect  we  ought  to 
follow  her  example.  K  these  people  undertake 
to  fight  our  battles,  we  ought  to  protect  them. 
Mr.  M.  said  he  was  opposed  to  the  preamble, 
because  he  did  not  wish  to  give  reasons  to  the 
departments  of  the  Government  for  any  call  for 
information  the  House  thought  proper  to  make ; 
it  was  enough  that  the  House  should  ask  for  it, 
and  the  President  should  give  or  withhold  it. 
The  practice  heretofore  was  against  the  course 
now  pursued. 

Mr.  BiGELOw  said  he  had  no  objection  to  the 
caU  for  information,  divested  of  the  preamble 
and  the  opinion  expressed  in  it,  except  that  it 
did  not  go  far  enough.  He  proposed  to  amend 
it  by  adding  thereto  the  following  words,  "  ac- 
companied with  all  the  evidence  in  his  posses- 
sion, which  will  tend  to  show  whether  such 
persons  are  American  citizens  or  British  sub- 
jects." 

Mr,  Bassett  said  he  was  indifferent  as  to  the 
form,  provided  he  obtained  the  substance ;  hej 
therefore,  should  submit  to  such  modification  as 


the  gentleman  from  North  Carolina  should  think 
proper  to  make.  But,  said  Mr.  B.,  as  it  has 
been  said  that  there  is  no  information  b.efore 
the  House,  I  state  that  I  understand,  and  it  is 
my  behef,  that  six  men  of  the  crew  of  the  Unit- 
ed States  brig  Nautilus'  were  detained  and 
sent  to  England  for  trial ;  and  that  Commodore 
Kodgers  had  detained  as  hostages  for  their  safe- 
ty twelve  British  subjects.  I  state  also  to  the 
House  that  I  understand  and  beUeve  that  six 
seamen  of  anoth*  armed  vessel  have  been  de- 
tained, and  that  General  Pinckney  had  detained 
a  Uke  number  of  British  subjects.  I  state  that 
I  have  received  information  that  the  boatswain 
of  the  Wasp  had  been  put  in  irons  after  she  was 
taken.  These  violations  of  humanity  and  the 
law  of  nations  I  believe  to  require  retaliation. 
When  I  voted  against  a  biU  on  this  subject  (Mr. 
Weight's)  it  was  not  because  I  was  opposed  to 
retaUation.  No,  sir ;  retaliation  in  war  is  often 
mercy — it  puts  an  end  to  those  cruelties  which 
would  otherwise  frequently  disgrace  parties  at 
war,  and  is  indispensable  in  the  conduct  of  hos- 
tihties. 

Mr.  B.  having  withdrawn  his  motion,  it  was 
substituted  by  the  following,  offered  by  Mr. 
Macon: 

"  Besolved,  That  the  Presideht  of  the  United  States 
be  requested  to  cause  to  be  laid  before  this  House  any 
information  which  may  be  in  his  possession  touching 
the  conduct  of  British  o£5cers  towards  persons  taken 
in  American  armed  ships." 

Mr.  Eandolph  said  he  trusted  that  the  reso- 
lution now  before  the  House  would  meet  with 
no  objection;  although  against  the  resolution 
as  first  proposed,  he  must  have  voted  for  it,  not- 
withstanding all  the  odium  which  might  have 
attached  to  such  a  vote.  He  hoped,  he  said, 
that  rigorous  retaliation  would  take  place  if  our 
countrymen  found  in  arms  had  been  treated  as 
criminals  and  not  as  prisoners  of  war.  He 
hoped  we  should  have  ample  atonement  for 
every  drop  of  American  blood  which  should  be 
spilt  in  such  manner.  Having  taken  occasion 
to  pay  a  handsome  compliment  to  the  gallantry 
of  our  Navy,  which  was  not  heard  with  suffi- 
cient distinctness  to  be  reported,  Mr.  B.  con- 
cluded by  hoping  there  would  be  no  objection 
to  the  resolution. 

Mr.  MnjfOE  said  he  thought  it  due  to  the 
gentleman  from  Virginia  (Mr.  Bassett)  to  state 
that,  owing  to  the  noise  which  prevailed  in 
the  House,  he  had  not  before  heard  the  state- 
ment which  the  gentleman  had  now  been  kind 
enough  to  make.  He  had  heard  of  no  such  case 
as  that  alluded  to  by  his  colleague ;  but  he  trust- 
ed he  had  been  sufficiently  guarded  not  to  com- 
mit himself,  even  to  the  most  invidious  con- 
struction, as  opposed  to  a  proper  investigation 
of  this  subject.  To  the  present  motion  he  yield- 
ed his  perfect  acquiescence.  Mr.  M.  said  he 
trusted  that  in  any  thing  that  related  to  the 
honor  of  the  country  in  the  contest  in  which  we 
are  now  engaged,  whatever  might  have  been 
his  opinion  of  the  propriety  of  entering  into  it, 
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he  should  not  be  found  more  backward  than 
Other  gentlemen  in  sustaining  the  just  rights  of 
tlie  nation. 

Mr.  Sheffet  said,  if  American  citizens  had 
been  treated  in  the  manner  represented,  he  was 
clearly  of  opinion  tliat  severe  retaliation  ought 
to  follow.  But  did  gentlemen  pretend  that  a 
British  subject,  running  away  from  a  British 
vessel,  and  found  on  board  of  one  of  ours,  was 
to  be  considered  as  entitled  to  be  treated  as  a 
prisoner  of  war  ?  Oould  this  doctrine  be  as- 
serted by  any  gentleman  ?  He  presumed  not. 
The  resolution,  as  it  now  stood,  would  not  elicit 
the  facts  material  as  to  this  point.  He,  there- 
fore, moved  to  amend  it,  by  inserting,  after  the 
word  "  persons,"  the  words  "  other  than  Brit- 
ish subjects." 

Mr.  Setbeet  said  he  was  happy  to  hear  the 
declaration  last  made  by  his  colleague,  (Mr. 
MiLS^OE.)  He  hoped  the  amendment  first  offer- 
ed would  be  rejected  with  disdain.  [The 
Speaker  declared  that  such  language  was  not 
proper  in  debate,  the  expression  being  too 
strong,  and  such  as  sometimes  led  to  a  personal 
altercation,  always  to  be  avoided.]  Mr.  8. 
thanked  the  Speaker  for  his  caution ;  he  meant 
no  personality ;  but  he  thought  it  did  not  be- 
come this  House  to  debate  whether  the  persons 
in  question  were  British  subjects  or  not,  when 
they  had  been  put  in  irons  for  fighting  the  bat- 
tles of  the  country.  Let  the  proof  rest  on  the 
aggressor  on  national  law,  and  the  violator  of 
the  rules  of  war.  He  hoped  the  House  would 
without  hesitation  reject  the  amendment.  I 
may  go  too  far,  said  he,  by  stating  too  much ; 
but  I  will  say  thus  much  without  risk  of  con- 
tradiction :  that  the  boatswain  of  the  "Wasp,  a 
warrant  officer  of  the  United  States,  had  been 
twelve  years  within  the  United  States  and  has 
a  wife  and  children  here.  These,  I  hope,  are 
sufficient  characteristics  to  insure  him  our  sup- 
port :  I  will  give  him  mine,  and  have  no  doubt 
the  House  will  do  the  same. 

Mr.  Randolph  said  that  the  proposed  amend- 
ment brought  strongly  to  view  the  impropriety 
of  the  House,  oi)  the  rude  suggestions  of  any 
member,  committing  itself  hastily  by  a  definite 
determination  which  to-morrow  they  might  be 
disposed  to  retract.  He  believed  this  was  one 
of  those  oases  in  which  there  was  no  necessity 
for  haste.  The  House  would  be  as  competent 
to-morrow,  to  decide  on  the  subject  of  the  res- 
olution and  the  proposed  amendment,  and  in  a 
manner  to  redound,  at  least,  as  much  to  the 
credit  of  the  House  and  the  national  good,  as 
now.  With  regard  to  his  own  opinions,  if  they 
were  of  any  importance  with  his  woi-thy  col- 
league, he  would  at  once  say  they  were  on  this 
subject  the  opinions  of  that  man,  from  whom  he 
never  did  dissent  but  upon  one  question,  with- 
out being  wrong — that  man  who  was  emphat- 
ieally  called  for  eight  years  our  Commander- 
in-chief — the  founder  of  this  nation — the  author 
of  the  constitution — our  first  President — ^the 
man  who  was  made  for  the  office,  and  the  office- 
for  Mm — the  man  who  discharged  all  its  duties' 


so  perfectly,  as  if  it  had  been  only  to  show  those 
who  come  after  him  their  incompetency.  Mr. 
R.  said  he  would  ask  his  worthy  colleague,  what 
he  supposed  would  have  been  the  fate  of  a  cer- 
tain Benedict  Arnold,  had  he  been  brought 
alive  to  the  American  camp,  after  his  desertion 
from  it?  On  that  subject  there  can  be  but  one 
opinion.  On  another  question,  if  his  opinion 
was  of  any  value,  he  would  state  it.  It  was  not 
a  loose  thought,  taken  upon  the  impnlse  of  the 
moment ;  but  the  result  of  meditation  and  re- 
fiection.  As  long  as  foreigners,  naturalized  by 
our  laws,  remain  on  our  soil,  he  was  ready  to 
throw  over  them  the  mantle  of  the  constitution 
— he  would  protect  them,  as  he  would  protect 
the  native  citizen,  at  the  hazard  of  the  last 
shilling  of  the  public  revenue,  and  the  last  drop 
of  the  blood  of  our  people.  But,  when  they 
go  abroad  on  the  high  seas ;  when  they  come 
to  this  country  to  acquire  a  neutrality  of  char- 
acter, now  indeed  no  longer  to  be  found  here ; 
when  they  come  here  only  to  neutralize  goods 
in  the  Baltic,  at  Heligoland,  in  the  Black  Sea, 
the  White  Sea,  and  the  Red  Sea,  and  the  pass- 
ing to  and  fro  on  the  highway  of  nations ;  if  it 
please  God,  their  old  master  George  the  Third, 
or  Napoleon,  or  Alexander  of  Russia,  should 
lay  his  hand  on  them,  they  were  welcome,  Mr.  R. 
said,  for  him.  He  would  not  spend  one  shilling, 
one  drop  of  American  blood,  to  redeem  such  a 
man ;  much  less  would  he  have  retaliation  exe- 
cuted on  subjects  of  the  nation  claiming  him, 
with  whom  we  should  happen  to  come  in  col- 
lision, which  might  have  to  be  expiated  by  the 
native  blood  of  these  States.  I  would  not,  said 
Mr.  R.,  have  the  New  England  man  or  old  Vir- 
ginian executed  by  any  despot,  limited  or  unlimit- 
ed in  authority,  in  order  to  secure  to  us  the 
worthless  property  in  the  man  who  is  a  Christian 
in  Christendom  and  a  Mussulman  in  Turkey. 
But,  Mr.  R.  asked,  did  not  this  question  assume  a 
different  shape,  when  this  man  was  not  going 
to  and  fro  on  the  high  seas  in  search  of  plunder, 
which  he  calls  patriotism,  but,  when  he  is  found 
in  a  public  ship  of  war  of  the  United  States? 
On  that  subject — for  it  was  a  new  question — ^he 
was  not  prepared  to  decide.  It  was  not,  Mr. 
R.  said,  and  the  House  might  rely  on  it,  the 
sentiment  of  the  people  of  these  States — it 
might  be  of  some  comparatively  small,  and 
therefore  only  insignificant  section  of  the  com- 
munity— that  we  should  enter  into  a  contes- 
tation with  France  and  England  for  property  in 
their  subjects. 

Mr.  R.  here  drew  a  comparison  between  the  ■ 
practice  of  harboring  slaves  in  some  of  our 
Northern  cities,  Philadelphia  for  instance,  and 
the  countenance  given  in  this  country  to  Euro- 
pean emigrants.  As  to  these  foreigners,  Mr. 
R.  said  he  owed  them  nothing.  He  was  sorry 
they  had  ever  found  refuge  here — he  wished 
he  had  driven  them  from  our  shores — or  have 
permitted,  as  we  have  the  merchants,  to  go  out 
where  they  pleased,  without  attempting  to  pro- 
tect them. 

Mr.  QuiNCT  rose,  he  said,  simply  to  express 
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his  regret,  that  a  dehate  in  this  form  and  man- 
ner should  have  arisen.  The  question  which 
had  been  tonched,  was  one  which  required  all 
the  information  and  light  which  could  he  shed 
on  it.  The  principles  connected  with  it  were 
so  numerous  and  critical,  that  it  required  all 
the  reflection  of  which  gentlemen  were  capable, 
to  enable  them  to  discuss  and  decide  it  in  a 
proper  manner.  He  rose  also  to  express  his  re- 
gret that  a  motion  for  amendment  should  be 
made  by  a  gentleman  with  whom  he  frequently 
coincided  in  opinion,  which  went  to  exclude 
information  of  the  manner  in  which  oiBoers 
treated  persons  other  than  British  subjects. 
He  could  not  vote  against  receiving  informa- 
tion of  any  kind — particularly  on  a  subject  so 
interesting.  Mr.  Q.  was  proceeding  in  his  re- 
marks, when — 

Mr.  Sheffet  withdrew  his  motion. 

Mr.  Bassett  explained  his  ideas  of  expatria- 
tion. He  would  not  protect  the  man  who  had 
left  the  country  with  an  intention  not  to  return, 
&c.,  but  he  would  protect  the  man  who  went 
out  to  fight  the  battles  of  the  country. 

Mr.  Randolph  rose  for  the  purpose  of  moving 
an  amendment.  He  adverted  to  the  language 
of  the  resolution,  and  drew  a  distinction  be- 
tween the  character  of  privateers  and  of  our 
public  armed  vessels.  Was  it  competent,  he 
asked,  to  the  Government  to  receive  as  testi- 
mony the  statement  of  the  commander  or  crew 
of  an  American  corsair  ?  It  was  well  known, 
too,  he  remarked,  that  the  high  wages  which 
had  been  paid  to  the  crews  of  the  privateers, 
was  one  of  the  reasons  why  the  American 
Navy  was  in  some  degree  unmanned.  And, 
was  it  not  a  different  question,  whether  we 
should  interpose  our  authority  between  the  sub- 
ject of  a  foreign  nation  and  his  Government, 
when  that  subject  is  fighting  your  battles,  bleed- 
ing on  the  deck  of  your  public  ship,  at  twelve 
dollars  a  month,  and  when  he  is  decoyed  into 
a  corsair  by  the  temptation  of  eighty,  fifty,  or 
forty  dollars  a  month  ?  There  is  a  difference, 
sir,  said  Mr.  E.  I  trust,  said  he,  if  we  receive 
the  information  we  are  about  to  ask,  we  shall 
get  it  from  a  pure  and  authorized  source,  such 
as  no  man  can  question.  I  mean  the  com- 
manders of  our  public  ships  of  war.  Mr.  E. 
concluded  by  moving  to  strike  out  "  American," 
and  insert  "public,"  so  as  to  read  "public 
armed  ships." 

Mr.  Wldgeet  expressed  his  surprise  at  the 
various  expedients  resorted  to,  to  embarrass 
this  question ;  and  hoped  this  would  have  the 
same  fate  as  the  other.  He  said  he  could  teU 
the  gentleman  that  many  privateers  had  been 
manned  without  a  cent  of  wages.  But,  suppose 
they  had  been  manned  in  other  ways,  were  not 
privateers  as  useful  in  annoying  the  enemy  as 
public  ships  ?  No  man  that  knew  any  thing 
about  maritime  affau-s  would  deny  it.  Where- 
ever  our  privateers  had  come  across  an  armed 
vessel  of  the  enemy,  of  any  thing  like  equal 
force,  they  had  done  their  duty  like  American 
tars.    We  are  at  war,  Mr.  W.  said,  and  ought 


to  check  the  enemy  wherever  we  come  in  con- 
tact with  them.  He  believed  the  privateering 
carried  on  had  been  of  great  advantage  to  us 
and  injury  to  our  enemy.  As  to  the  objection 
which  had  been  offered  to  receiving  the  state- 
ment of  their  commanders,  what  were  gentle- 
men afraid  of?  No  disparagement  to  the  com- 
manders of  the  navy,  (for  he  respected  them 
all,)  he  knew  gentlemen  commanding  privateers 
whose  opinions  were  entitled  to  as  great  respect 
as  that  of  any  otljgr,  and  whose  word  could  not 
be  questioned.  In  relation  to  the  cases  re- 
ferred to  in  the  resolve,  particularly  that  of  the 
boatswain,  Mr.  W.  said  we  were  bound  by 
every  principle  of  the  law  of  nations  to  support 
him  to  the  last  cent  of  our  money,  more  espe- 
cially as  he  had  a  warrant  under  the  seal  of  the 
United  States.  The  conduct  of  our  enemy  was 
the  less  justifiable,  as  she  manned  her  own  ships 
with  people  of  all  nations. 

Mr.  Eandolph's  proposed  amendment  was 
negatived  by  a  large  majority ;  and  the  resolu- 
tion was  agreed  to  without  further  debate  or 
opposition. 


Fridat,  December  11. 
Macedonian  anA  Frolic. 
The  following  Message  was  received  from  the 

PeESIDENT  of  TBS.  UNITED  STATES : 

To  the  Senate  and  Bouse  of 

Representatives  of  the  United  States  : 

I  transmit  to  Congress  copies  of  a  letter  to  the  Sec- 
retary of  the  Nayy,  from  Captain  Decatur,  of  the 
frigate  "United  States,"  reporting  Ms  combat  and 
capture  of  the  British  frigate  Macedonian.  Too  much 
praise  cannot  be  bestowed  on  that  ofBcer  and  Ms 
companions  on  board,  for  the  consummate  skill  and 
conspicuous  valor  by  which  tMs  trophy  has  been 
added  to  the  naval  arms  of  the  United  States. 

I  transmit,  also,  a  letter  from  Captain  Jones,  who 
commanded  the  sloop-of-war  Wasp,  reporting  Ms  cap- 
ture of  the  British  sloop-of-war,  the  Frolic,  after  a 
close  action,  in  which  other  bnlliant  titles  will  be 
seen  to  the  public  admiration  and  praise. 

A  nation  feeling  what  it  owes  to  itself  and  to  its 
citizens  could  never  abandon  to  arbitrary  violence  on 
the  ocean,  a  class  of  them  wMch  gives  such  examples 
of  capacity  and  courage,  in  defending  their  rights  on 
that  element ;  examples  wMch  ought  to  impress  on 
the  enemy,  however  brave  and  powerful,  a  preference 
of  justice  and  peace,  to  hostility  against  a  country 
whose  prosperous  career  may  be  accelerated,  but  can- 
not be  prevented,  by  the  assaults  made  on  it. 

JAMES  MADISON. 

WASHraGTOu,  December  11,  1812. 

U.  S.  SHIP  UsrrED  States,  at  sea. 

October  30,  1812. 
SiK :  I  have  the  honor  to  inform  you  that,  on  the 
25th  instant,  being  in  the  latitude  29°  north,  longi- 
tude 29°  30'  west,  we  fell  in  with,  and,  after  an  ac- 
tion of  one  hour  and  a  half,  captured  His  Britannic 
Majesty's  sMp  Macedonian,  commanded  by  Captain 
John  Garden,  and  mounting  forty-nine  carriage  guns, 
(the  odd  gun  shifting.)  She  is  a  frigate  of  the  largest 
class,  two  years  old,  four  months  out  of  the  dock,  and 
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reputed  one  of  the  best  suilera  in  the  British  service. 
The  enemy  being  to  windward,  had  the  advantage  of 
engaging  us  at  his  own  distance ;  which  was  so  great 
that,  for  the  first  half  hour,  we  did  not  use  our  car- 
ronade»,  and  at  no  moment  was  he  within  the  com- 
plete effect  of  our  musketry  or  grape.  To  this  cir- 
cumstance, and  a  heavy  swell  which  was  on  at  the 
time,  I  ascribe  the  unusual  length  of  the  action. 

The  enthusiasm  of  every  oflBoer,  seaman,  and 
marine,  on  board  this  ship,  on  discovering  the  enemy, 
their  steady  conduct  in  battle,  and  the  precision  of 
their  fire,  could  not  be  surpassed.  Where  all  have 
met  my  fullest  expectations  it  would  be  unjust  in  me 
to  discriminate.  Permit  me,  however,  to  recommend 
to  your  particular  notice  my  first  lieutenant,  William 
H.  Allen;  he  has  served  with  me  upwards  of  five 
years,  and  to  his  unremitted  exertions  in  disciplining 
the  crew  is  to  be  imputed  the  obvious  superiority  of 
our  gunnery  exhibited  in  the  result  of  this  contest. 

Subjoined  is  a  list  of  the  killed  and  wounded  on 
both  sides.  Our  loss,  compared  with  that  of  the 
enemy,  will  appear  small.  Among  our  wounded  you 
will  observe  the  name  of  Lieutenant  Funk,  who  died 
a  few  hours  after  the  action ;  he  was  an  officer  of 
great  gallantry  and  promise,  and  the  service  sus- 
tained a  severe  loss  in  his  death. 

The  Macedonian  lost  her  mizzenmast,  fore  and 
main-topmasts,  and  main-yard,  and  was  much  cut  up 
in  her  hull. 

The  damage  sustained  by  this  ship  was  not  such 
as  to  render  her  return  into  port  necessary ;  and  had 
I  not  deemed  it  important  that  we  should  see  our  prize 
in,  should  have  continued  our  cruise. 

With  the  highest  consideration  and  respect,  I  am, 
sir,  your  obedient  humble  servant. 

STEPHEN  DECATUR. 

Hon.  Paul  Hamii.toii. 

List  of  killed  and  movnded  on  board  the  United  States. 

Thomas  Brown,  New  York,  seaman;  Henry  Shep- 
herd, Philadelphia,  seaman ;  William  Murray,  Bos- 
ton, boy;  Michael  O'Donnel,  New  York,  private 
marine ;  John  Roberts,  private  marine — killed. 

John  Mercer  Funk,  Philadelphia,  lieutenant,  (since 
dead ;)  John  Archibald,  New  York,  carpenter's  crew ; 
Christian  Clark,  ditto,  seaman ;  George  Christopher, 
ditto,  ordinary  seaman ;  George  Mahar,  ditto  £tto  ; 
William  James,  ditto  ditto ;  John  Lawton,  ditto,  pri- 
vate marine — wovnded. 

On  board  the  Macedonian  there  were  thirty-six 
killed,  and  sixty-eight  wounded ;  among  the  former, 
were  the  boatswain,  one  master's  mate,  and  the 
schoolmaster ;  and  of  the  latter  were  the  first  and 
third  lieutenants,  one  master's  mate,  and  two  mid- 
shipmen. 

New  York,  November  24,  1812. 
Sir  :  I  here  avail  myself  of  the  first  opportunity  of 
informing  you  of  occurrences  of  our  cruise,  which 
terminated  in  the  capture  of  the  Wasp,  on  the  18th 
of  October,  by  the  Poictiers,  of  seventy-four  guns, 
while  a  wreck  from  damages  recived  in  the  engage- 
ment with  the  British  sloop-of-war  Frolic,  of  twenty- 
two  guns,  sixteen  of  them  thirty-two-pound  oarron- 
ades,  four  twelve-pounders  on  the  main  deck,  and 
two  twelve-pound  carronades  on  the  top-gallant  fore- 
castle ;  making  her  superior  in  force  to  us  by  four 
twelve-pounders.  The  Frolic  had  struck  to  us,  and 
was  taken  possession  of  two  hours  before  our  surren- 
dering to  the  Poictiers. 


We  had  left  the  Delaware  on  the  13th  ;  the  16th 
had  a  heavy  gale,  in  which  we  lost  our  jib-boom  and 
two  men ;  half-past  eleven  on  the  night  of  the  17th, 
in  latitude  37  degrees  north,  and  longitude  65  de- 
grees west,  we  saw  several  sail,  two  of  them  appear- 
ing very  large  ;  we  stood  for  them  for  some  time, 
then  shortened  sail,  and  steered  the  remainder  of  the 
night  the  course  we  had  perceived  them  on.  At  day- 
light, on  Sunday  the  18th,  we  saw  them  ahead ;  gave 
chase,  and  soon  discovered  them  to  be  a  convoy  of 
six  sail,  under  the  protection  of  a  sloop-of-war ;  four 
of  them  large  ships,  mounting  from  sixteen  to  eigh- 
teen guns.  At  thirty-two  minutes  past  eleven  A.  M., 
we  engaged  the  sloop-of-war,  having  first  received  her 
fire  at  the  distance  of  fifty  or  sixty  yards,  which  space 
we  gradually  lessened  imtil  we  laid  her  on  board, 
after  a  well-supported  fire  of  forty-three  minutes;  and 
although  so  near,  while  loading  our  last  broadside, 
that  our  rammers  were  shoved  against  the  side  of  the 
enemy,  our  men  exhibited  the  same  alacrity  which 
they  had  done  during  the  whole  of  the  action.  They 
immediately  surrendered  upon  our  gaining  their  fore- 
castle, so  that  no  loss  was  sustained  on  their  side  af- 
ter boarding. 

Our  maintop-mast  was  shot  away  between  four 
and  five  minutes  from  the  commencement  of  the 
firing,  and  falling,  together  with  the  maintopsail-yard, 
across  the  larboard  fore  and  fore-topsail  braces,  ren- 
dered our  head-yards  unmanageable  the  remainder 
of  the  action.  At  eight  minutes,  the  gaff  and  mizzen 
topgaBant-mast  came  down,  and  at  twenty  minutes 
from  the  beginning  of  the  action  every  brace  and 
most  of  the  rigging  was  shot  away.  A  few  minutes 
after  separating  from  the  Frohc  both  her  masts  fell 
upon  deck;  the  main-mast  going  close  by  the 
deck,  and  the  foremast  going  twelve  or  fifteen  feet 
above  it. 

The  courage  and  exertions  of  the  officers  and  crew 
fully  answered  my  expectations  and  wishes.  Lieuten- 
ant Biddle's  active  conduct  contributed  much  to  our 
success,  by  the  exact  attention  paid  to  every  depart- 
ment during  the  engagement,  and  the  animating 
example  he  afforded  the  crew  by  his  intrepidity. 
Lieutenants  Rogers,  Booth,  and  Mr.  Rapp,  showed, 
by  incessant  fire  from  their  divisions,  that  they  were 
not  to  be  surpassed  in  resolution  or  skill.  Mr.  Knight, 
and  every  other  officer,  acted  with  a  courage  and 
promptitude  highly  honorable,  and  I  trust  have  given 
assurance  that  they  may  be  relied  on  whenever  their 
services  may  he  required. 

I  could  not  ascertain  the  exact  loss  of  the  enemy, 
as  many  of  the  dead  lay  buried  under  the  masts  and 
spars  that  had  fallen  on  deck,  which  two  hours'  ex- 
ertion had  not  sufficiently  removed.  Mr.  Biddle, 
who  had  charge  of  the  Fiolic,  states  that,  from  what 
he  saw,  and  from  information  from  the  officers, 
the  number  killed  must  have  been  about  thirty,  and 
that  of  the  wounded  about  forty  or  fifty ;  of  the 
killed,  is  her  first  lieutenant  and  sailing-master;  of 
the  wounded,  Captain  Winyates,  and  the  second 
lieutenant. 

We  had  five  killed  and  five  wounded,  as  per  list : 
the  wounded  are  recovering.  Ijeutenant  Claxton, 
who  was  confined  by  sickness,  left  his  bed  a  little 
previous  to  the  engagement,  and  though  too  weak  to 
be  at  his  division,  remained  on  deck,  and  showed,  by 
his  composed  manner  of  noting  its  incidents,  that  wo 
had  lost  by  his  Illness  the  services  of  a  brave  officer. 
I  am,  respectfully,  &o.  JACOB  JONES. 

Hon.  Paul  Hamilton. 
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The  Message  and  documents  having  been 
read — 

On  motion  of  Mr.  Randolph,  they  were  re- 
ferred to  the  Committee  on  Naval  Affairs, 
■with  instiTiotions  to  report  a  suitable  expression 
of  the  Legislative  approbation  of  the  services 
detailed. 

Mr.  R.  said  he  did  not  wish  by  this  motion  to 
limit  the  committee  to  reporting  a  resolution ; 
or  to  preclude  them  from  expressing  approba- 
tion in  a  more  substantial  manner. 


■Wednesday,  December  16. 
Navy  of  the  United  States. 

The  House  resolved  itself  into  a  Committee 
of  the  Whole,  on  the  bill  from  the  Senate,  which 
had  been  previously  twice  read  in  the  House. 

Mr.  Sawyee  made  a  motion  to  add  the  word 
"  teen"  to  "  four,"  so  as  to  make  it  fourteen  74 
gun  ships. 

Mr.  S.  thought  it  a  proper  occasion  to  try  the 
question  whether  we  were  to  have  a  navy  or 
not.  He  took  the  occasion  to  congratulate  the 
House  upon  the  repeated  victories  of  our  little 
navy  over  the  enemy ;  and  of  the  gratefol  pros- 
pect of  a  speedy  termination  to  the  despotism 
of  the  seas.  National  piracy  is  about  to  be  ex- 
terminated, and  all  nations  permitted  to  traverse 
their  great  highway  in  safety.  The  thing  can 
be  done ;  and  if  we  say  so,  with  the  will  of 
God,  will  be  done.  The  experiment  upon 
which  the  proof  hangs  has  been  made.  British 
arms  cannot  withstand  American  upon  the 
sea.  The  bully  has  been  disgraced  by  an  in- 
fant ;  and  fear  shall  no  longer  restrain  an  abject 
world  from  vindicating  its  long  violated  rights. 
Give  us  but  a  respectable  fleet,  and  it  is  all  we 
ask.  But  what  can  we  do  with  four  seventy- 
fours  ?  They  are  a  mere  mockery.  If  we  do 
mean  to  make  a  serious  stand  upon  the  ocean, 
such  a  force  must  be  out  of  all  character.  If  we 
mean  merely  to  annoy  her  trade,  (and  he  trusted 
we  meant  more,)  frigates  will  do ;  but,  to  make 
any  serious  impression  that  way,  we  must  have 
a  respectable  fleet;  at  least,  in  his  opinion, 
fourteen  sail-of-the-line.  That  would  give  us  a 
preponderance  on  our  own  coast,  and  enable  us 
to  bring  in  our  prizes  with  safety.  Who  can 
bear  the  idea  of  our  being  obliged  to  burn  or 
sink  all  the  ships  we  may  take  away  from  the 
enemy,  for  fear  of  their  being  recaptured  ?  He 
thought  we  should  save  enough  by  the  protec- 
tion they  would  afibrd  to  our  prizes  to  support 
the  expense  of  them.  We  can  easily  support 
such  a  force.  The  expense,  distributed  over 
our  widely-extended  population,  would  be  less 
than  a  dollar  a  head ;  and,  where  is  the  Ameri- 
can who  would  grudge  such  a  sum  for  such  an 
object  ?  The  people,  I  am  confident,  will  cheer- 
fully pay  it,  because  we  are  now  at  war,  and  a 
navy  is  found  the  most  efficient  weapon  in  our 
hands  against  the  enemy.  He  therefore  trusted 
that  if  it  was  the  disposition  of  the  House,  to 
have  a  navy,  they  would  establish  such  a  one  as 
would  answer  some  purpose. 


Mr.  Seybeet  said  he  did  not  anticipate  that 
the  biUfrom  the  Senate  would  have  been  called 
for  to-day  by  the  Chairman  of  the  Naval  Com- 
mittee ;  notwithstanding  he  had  bestowed  some 
attention  on  the  subject,  he  confessed  his  re- 
marks would  be  made  in  a  manner  not  entirely 
satisfactory  to  himself;  he  would,  however, 
proceed  with  them. 

Mr.  Chairman,  said  he,  I  wish  it  was  as  easy 
to  build,  equip,  and  man  the  seventy-fours,  as  it 
will  be  to  add  ttie  word  "  teen"  to  "four,"  as  is 
proposed  by  thegentleman  from  North  Carolina. 
So  far  from  adding  to  the  number  of  these  ships, 
contemplated  by  the  biU,  he  had  intended  to 
move  that  no  seventy-four  gun  ships  should  be, 
at  this  time,  authorized  by  the  Legislature. 

On  a  former  occasion,  Mr.  S.  continued,  when 
a  naval  establishment  was  the  subject  under 
consideration,  he  stated  at  length  his  reasons  for 
opposing  the  propositions  before  'the  House. 
The  opinions  which  he  then  advanced  concern- 
ing an  extensively  permanent  naval  establish- 
ment for  the  United  States  were  still  believed 
to  be  well  grounded.  He  did  not  hesitate  to 
declare  his  intention,  at  this  time,  and  under 
the  pressure  of  present  circumstances,  to  yield 
much  to  general  feelings,  and  the  sentiments  of 
the  nation;  nevertheless,  he  should  guard 
against  being  carried  too  far  by  the  current  of 
popular  opinion.  It  is  equally  my  duty,  said 
he,  to  keep  in  view  what  is  conceived  to  be  the 
permanent  and  vital  national  interest.  He  de- 
clared a  uniform  opposition  to  that  establish- 
ment, which  could  not  be  brought  within  the 
means  and  resources  of  the  nation  to  maintain 
it.  We  have  made  war,  said  he,  to  guarantee 
the  honor  and  independence  of  the  nation,  as 
well  as  for  the  support  of  the  just  rights  of  our 
citizens;  with  these  objects  in  view,  he  had 
consented  to  authorize  a  regular  force  of  25,000 
men,  and  advocated  one  more  numerous,  though 
in  principle  he  was  opposed  to  standing  armies. 
If,  then,  a  great  portion  of  my  fellow-citizens 
deem  an  increase  of  the  Naval  Establishment 
essential  to  promote  the  great  work,  why  should 
it  be  refused  on  my  part?  No  opposition  would 
be  made  by  him  to  the  principle  or  spirit  of  the 
bill  before  the  House,  though,  he  confessed,  h^ 
did  not  approve  the  provisions  as  to  the  kind  of 
force  therein  contemplated. 

Mr.  S.  continued. — At  this  time  our  princi- 
pal object  should  be,  to  authorize  that  species 
of  force  which  can  be  furnished  in  the  shortest 
period,  and  which  promises  to  be  the  most  effi- 
cient in  the  present  contest.  If  the  views  of 
the  Government  were  not  now  confined  to  the 
present  war,  he  considered  it  inexpedient  to 
buUd  public  ships.  It  was  necessary  that  the 
revenue  should  be  cautiously  applied.  If  it  be 
employed  so  as  to  carry  on  the  war  with  vigor, 
he  would  not  shrink  from  any  appropriation 
which  could  tend  to  produce  that  eflect;  by 
protracting  the  contest  for  the  want  of  means, 
expense  will  be  accumulated,  and  we  should 
achieve  nothing. 
Mr.  S.  would  not  assent  to  an  increase  of  the 
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navy,  with  a  view  to  reconcile  other  measures 
to  the  opposition— to  him  that  vote  promised 
no  Buoh  result.  Our  political  opponents,  con- 
tinued he,  will  tell  us,  as  regards  the  navy,  you 
are  doing  right  to  add  to  it ;  thus  far  we  will  go 
with  you ;  we  always  maintained  this  to  be  the 
proper  course ;  as  to  your  golden  dreams  in 
Canada,  we  will  abandon  them  to  yourselves 
exclusively.  Such  were  his  present  impressions ; 
it  would  gratify  him  to  find  himself  to  have 
been  mistaken.  He  declared  his  intention  to 
oppose  the  building  of  74's,  or  double-decked 
ships,  and  to  advocate  a  greater  number  of  the 
largest  class  frigates.  K,  however,  his  state- 
ments should  not  prove  satisfactory  to  the 
House,  he  declared  the  failure  would  not  in- 
duce him  ultimately  to  vote  against  that  species 
of  force  which  a  majority  might  deem  expe- 
dient. 

If,  said  Mr.  S.,  the  great  reason  for  now  lay- 
ing the  keels  of  the  double-decked  ships,  be 
(as  was  lately  acknowledged  elsewhere  by  high 
authority)  to  test  the  intentions  of  the  legisla- 
ture as  to  a  permanent  naval  establishment,  he, 
for  one,  declared,  he  would  not  thus  be  tested, 
nor  could  he  be  thereby  induced  to  vote  in  fa- 
vor of  the  proposition;  he  would  always  be 
governed  by  circumstances. 

The  declaration  of  the  committee,  that  it  was 
proper  to  meet  "  like  with  like,"  or,  in  other 
words,  because  the  British  have  seventy-four 
gun  ships,  the  United  States  should  have  them 
of  tlie  same  class,  would  have  no  effect  on  him. 
We  might  as  well  say,  because  there  are  ships 
in  the  British  service,  which  carry  one  hundred 
and  twenty  guns,  we  should  also  have  such. 
This  reasoning  is  fallacious.  No  one  has  at- 
tempted to  advocate  the  latter  proposition.  Ad- 
mitting that  you  had  four  seventy-  four  gun  ships 
on  your  navy  list,  he  maintained,  they  would 
answer  no  good  purpose.  In  the  course  of  the 
following  year,  their  number  will  be  more  than 
doubled  and  trebled  on  the  part  of  the  enemy. 
The  consequence  would  be,  that  your  most  ex- 
pensive ships  must  either  combat  under  very 
unpromising  circumstances,  or  they  would  be 
blockaded  in  your  harbors,  and  then  be  worse 
than  useless ;  they  must  be  kept  at  a  heavy  ex- 
pense, and  their  crews  would  deprive  other 
ships  of  the  men  necessary  for  their  equipment. 
He  said,  the  opinions  which  he  had  just  ad- 
vanced were  not  the  result  of  idle  speculations 
at  the  fireside ;  they  were  supported  by  intelli- 
gent commanders,  and  rested  upon  the  firm 
base  of  experience ;  they  were  confirmed  by  the 
conversations  of  some  whose  splendid  achieve- 
ments adorned  the  pages  of  our  Revolutionary 
history,  and  by  others,  who  rank  as  heroes  of 
the  present  war.  He  asked,  why  need  we  re- 
sort to  other  authority,  when  that  of  the  head 
of  the  Naval  Department  can  be  brought  to 
bear  testimony  in  favor  of  the  propositions  laid 
down?  In  the  year  1798,  the  Secretary  of  the 
Navy  informed  the  House  that  twelve  seventy- 
fours,  as  many  frigates,  and  twenty  or  thirty 
smaller  vessels,  "  would  probably  be  found  suffi- 


cient to  insure  our  future  peace  with  the  nations 
of  Europe."  In  1811,  it  was  declared  that, 
"  twelve  sail  of  seventy-fours  and  twenty  well- 
constructed  frigates,  with  our  smaller  vessels," 
were  necessary  to  annoy  the  commerce  of  the 
enemy,  and  guard  our  coasts.  To  this  he  added 
that,  in  the  year  1811,  during  a  state  of  peace 
with  the  United  States,  the  British  had  seven 
ehips-of-the-line  on  the  American  stations,  in- 
dependent of  fifties,  frigates,  and  smaller,  ves- 
sels; at  the  same  time,  they  had  thirty-nine 
ships-of-the-line  on  the  stocks !  Tell  me,  said 
he,  what  is  to  keep  a  great  proportion  of  them 
from  your  coast  in  1813  ? 

Mr.  MoKeb  said,  he  had  not  expected  this 
subject  would  have  been  taken  np  to-day,  or  to 
say  any  thing  on  it  when  it  should  be  taken  up. 
But,  said  he,  for  what  purpose,  I  feel  impelled 
to  ask,  are  you  going  to  build  these  vessels? 
Are  you  to  spend  four  or  five  millions  of  dollars, 
in  addition  to  your  present  extraordinary  ex- 
penditures, to  protect  commerce  ?  Will  this  old 
argument,  in  favor  of  a  navy,  now  be  used, 
which  we  have  so  often  heard  heretofore  ?  Sir, 
where  is  your  commerce  now  to  protect  ?  Will 
yon  protect  that  clandestinely  destined  to  Great 
Britain  ?  No,  surely.  WiU  you  protect  that  des- 
tined to  the  coast  of  France?  Let  us  reflect 
what  commerce  you  can  carry  on  with  France. 
None  worth  protection,  or  of  any  moment  to 
the  great  body  of  the  American  people.  Does 
France  purchase  your  tobacco  or  cotton,  which 
heretofore  have  found  a  market  there?  She 
has  never  been  a  purchaser  of  provisions  or 
breadstnflTs.  What  is  the  state  of  trade  between 
us  and  France?  Tour  cotton,  in  France,  is 
taxed  with  enormous  duties.  No  man  who  is 
not  under  the  influence  of  the  moon  would,  at 
this  time,  think  of  making  a  shipment  there. 
Would  you  ship  your  commerce  there  merely 
to  surrender  so  much  property  into  the  grasp 
of  the  Emperor?  It  would  be  the  extreme  of 
folly.  Where,  then,  wiU  you  protect  your  com- 
merce? To  the  Baltic,  sir  ?  You  can  carry  on 
in  that  quarter  no  commerce  at  all  interesting 
to  the  great  body  of  the  American  people.  In 
what  does  your  export  to  that  region  consist? 
In  articles  of  colonial  produce ;  not  in  articles 
the  produce  of  your  soil.  Will  you  tax  the 
great  agricultural  community  for  the  purpose  of 
protecting  this  extraneous  commerce?  I  ask  if 
the  people  of  the  West,  of  the  Atlantic,  of  the 
Middle  States,  or  any  other  portion  of  the  Amer- 
ican people,  will  be  content  to  be  taxed  to  sup- 
port a  navy  for  the  protection  of  a  commerce 
in  foreign  produce,  by  which  but  few  individ- 
uals in  the  nation  can  be  benefited  ?  There  is 
no  commerce  to  protect,  unless  it  be  that  which 
exchanges  specie  for  the  production  of  the  East 
Indies,  and  benefits  no  part  of  the  community. 
Having  no  valuable  commerce  now  to  protect, 
the  object  of  adding  vessels  to  your  navy,  must 
be  to  fight  your  battles  at  sea. 

If  you  would  propose  a  navy  as  a  means  of 
carrying  on  war,  bend  your  resources  to  that 
object.    We  have  been  told  that  the  trident  of 
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Neptuue  is  passiug  into  our  hands.  But,  sir, 
the  sovereignty  of  the  ocean  is  not  to  be  acquir- 
ed by  four  ships-of-the-line  and  five  or  six  frig- 
ates. You  can  have  no  legitimate  object  in 
building  such  vessels  as  proposed,  unless  it  be 
to  carry  on  the  war.  If  that  be  your  object, 
make  your  means  commensurate  to  the  end  you 
have  in  view. 

Do  you  yet  contend  that  the  object  is  to  pro- 
tect commerce  ?  Your  commerce  is  not  worth 
the  cost.  And  who  would  pay  it?  The  mer- 
chants? No,  sir.  They  will  pay  only  their 
proportion.  I  recollect,  when  a  boy,  to  have 
seen  a  little  book,  in  which  I  admired  the  pio- 
tnres  more  than  the  reading,  in  which  were  the 
representations  of  a  king,  a  priest,  a  soldier,  and 
a  farmer;  a  label  issuing  from  the  mouth  of 
each  contained  these  words :  The  king  says,  "  I 
govern  all ;"  the  priest,  "  I  pray  for  all ;"  the 
soldier,  "I  fight  for  all;"  and  the  farmer,  "I 
pay  for  all."  This,  sir,  is  perfectly  true  as  re- 
gards the  American  farmers — they  pay  for  all. 
And  what  advantage  do  they  derive  from  it  ? 
What  advantage  are  my  constituents  to  derive 
fi-om  the  expenditure  of  this  money  ? 


Thtjesdat,  December  17. 
Increase  of  the  Navy. 

The  House  again  resolved  itself  into  a  Com- 
mittee of  the  Whole  on  tlie  bUl  to  increase  the 
Navy  of  the  United  States. 

Mr.  Setbeet  moved  to  amend  the  first  sec- 
tion of  the  bin  by  striking  out  "  four  seventy- 
fours  and,"  so  as  to  erase  the  provision  for 
building  vessels  of  that  description. 

Mr.  Gold. — The  provision  in  the  hill  to  in- 
troduce ships-of-the-line  into  the  Navy,  I  con- 
sider, Mr.  Chairman,  as  fixing  the  great  policy 
of  a  navy  imder  this  Government.  Frigates 
we  have  had,  but  in  common  with  petty  na- 
tions; for  the  Bai-bary  Powers  have  frigates; 
the  provision  now  ofiered  rises  higher  and  prom- 
ises something  worthy  of  the  constitution,  some- 
thing honorable  to  the  Government.  I  rejoice, 
Mr.  Chairman,  at  the  favorable  circumstances, 
and  haU  the  auspices  under  which  we  now  meet 
this  question ;  we  are  no  longer  left  to  erring 
speculations,  to  uncertain  reasoning,  but  have 
under  our  eyes  the  sure  and  infallible  test  of 
experience,  of  practice  in  war  with  a  naval 
force.  Within  a  few  weeks  our  tars  have  thrice 
grappled  with  the  enemy,  and  thrice  have  they 
triumphed  in  combat;  the  success  has  swelled 
the  American  bosom  with  joy  from  Orleans  to 
Maine — all  without  exception  of  party,  vie  in 
demonstrations  of  joy  and  in  the  bestowment  of 
honors  upon  the  victors. 

While  such  a  scene  is  presented  here,  gloom 
and  dissatisfaction  prevail  in  the  metropolis  of 
Great  Britain — those  who  have  been  so  long 
accustomed  to  conquer,  receive  the  capture  of 
the  Guerriere  with  as  much  astonishment  as 
they  would  behold  a  suspension  of  the  laws  of 
nature.     A  strange  event  to  Britons  1 

How  often,  sir,  has  it  been  echoed  and  re- 


echoed within  these  walls,  that  it  would  be 
in  vain  to  attempt  any  thing  with  a  navy 
against  Great  Britain,  unless  we  could  bring 
ship  to  ship  and  man  to  man — could  equal  our 
enemy  on  th6  ocean.  How  much  mistaken 
have  gentlemen  been ;  how  vain  is  human  rea- 
son 1  The  earliest  stage  of  the  first  war  under 
the  Government  has  yielded  a  clear,  full,  and 
incontestable  refutation  of  the  argument.  While 
the  American  arms  have  suffered  disgrace  upon 
disgrace  on  whaf  was  deemed  the  natural  and 
proper  theatre  for  the  display  of  our  power ; 
while  by  land  all  is  gloomy  and  comfortless,  and 
the  heart  sickens  under  the  past,  our  little  Navy, 
a  handful  of  men,  has  nobly  sustained  us  upon 
the  ocean,  and  banished  that  despondency  which 
our  disasters  by  land  must  have  otherwise  pro- 
duced. 

If,  sir,  under  such  auspices,  such  overwhelm- 
ing evidence  of  the  efficiency  of  a  navy,  this 
question  is  to  be  put  by,  I  shall  despair  of  a 
navy ;  we  may  rank  with  Algiers  in  a  force  of 
frigates,  but  shall  do  nothing  worthy  of  a  com- 
munity of  eight  millions  of  souls,  placed  by 
Heaven  in  a  situation  most  favorable  to  com- 
merce and  naval  power. 

The  objections,  sir,  to  a  navy  are  not  a  little 
amusing.  Do  you  move  the  question  in  peace, 
it  is  objected,  that  commerce  flourishes  and  you 
want  not  protection ;  at  another  time  it  is  said 
not  to  be  worth  the  expense  of  a  navy,  and 
lastly  a  navy  will  draw  America  into  the  Euro- 
pean vortex  and  involve  us  in  a  war.  Now 
that  we  are  in  war,  a  new  book  of  logic  is 
opened,  and  it  is  objected,  that  you  have  not 
time  to  buUd  a  navy,  the  war  will  be  over  be- 
fore ships  can  be  finished.  It  is  thus,  sir,  that 
the  arguments  against  a  navy  are  made  to  an- 
swer and  refute  themselves;  nay,  more,  the 
argument  in  war  is  a  satire  and  reproach  to  the 
objection  in  peace.  "  There  is  not  now  time  to 
build  a  navy,"  reproaches  us  for  not  having 
passed  the  requisite  laws  at  the  last  session. 

I  have  always  considered  the  great  policy  of 
a  navy  settled  by  the  constitution ;  need  I . 
spend  time  to  show,  that  no  great  specific  pow- 
er was  delegated  to  the  General  Government 
unless  it  was  deemed  necessary;  not  necessary 
for  a  dormitory,  but  to  be  executed  for  the  gen- 
eral protection  and  welfare.  This  was  the  po- 
lar star — the  test  and  criterion  that  governed 
in  the  delegation  of  powers  by  the  States — 
powers  not  necessary  to  be  exercised  for  the 
general  good  were  retained  by  the  several 
States.  What  greatly  strengthens  the  argu- 
ment is,  the  power  to  provide  a  navy  is  not 
only  given  to  the  General  Government,  but 
taken  away  or  denied  to  the  several  States.  In 
adopting  the  constitution,  this  question  was 
considered  at  rest,  and  a  navy  was  deemed  the 
necessary  consequence  of  this  power ;  in  the 
Virginia  Convention,  where  great  talent  and 
ingenuity  was  displayed  in  the  debate,  the  point 
was  so  considered,  and  the  objection  rested  on 
that  ground ;  the  consequence  of  adoption  was 
supposed  to  be  an  unequal  strengthening  of  the 
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commercial  parts  of  the  Union.  So  deeply  im- 
pressed was  President  Washington  -with  the 
importance  of  a  navy,  and  so  true  to  his  duty 
and  just  claims  of  commerce  for  protection,  that 
he  could  not  consent  to  qnit  his  high  station  in 
the  public  councils  without  placing  on  record 
his  sentiments  for  the  good  of  his  cbmitry — this 
he  did  in  his  speech  to  the  fourth  Congress 
(second  session)  in  language  that  well  attests 
his  wisdom  and  paternal  care  and  solicitude  for 
his  country.  He  recommended  and  urged  the 
policy  of  a  navy  in  the  strongest  terms,  and  I 
will  not  believe  that  the  parting  lesson  of  that 
great  and  good  inan  will  be  lost  to  his  country 
— ^there  is  certainly  too  much  respect  for  his 
memory  to  disregard  his  solemn  advice  and 
counsel  on  any  subject.  In  this  policy  Mr. 
Jefferson  also  concurred  at  a  period  most  aus- 
picious to  fair  inquiry  and  dispassionate  judg- 
ment ;  it  was  before  the  tempest  of  party  arose, 
to  obscure  the  -great  luminary  of  truth  and 
blacken  the  political  horizon. 

Mr.  WiDGEET. — ^Mr.  Chairman,  it  will  be  re- 
collected that  I  was  last  session  of  Congress 
opposed  to  the  building  of  seventy-fours,  untU 
we  had  got  more  frigates.  I  have  been  rather 
opposed  to  them  in  the  Committee  of  Naval 
Affairs,  not  because  I  was  opposed  to  an  aug- 
mentation of  the  Navy,  but  because  I  thought 
it  more  to  the  advantage  of  the  country  to  build 
frigates  and  sloops  of  war  at  present ;  and  if, 
hereafter,  when  we  have  sailors  plenty  to  man 
the  large  ships  with,  it  should  be  thought  best 
to  have  larger  ships,  it  may  be  very  well  to 
build  them ;  but,  at  present,  our  resources  are 
inadequate  to  build  the  seventy-fours  and  the 
ten  frigates,  and  say  eight  or  ten  sloops  of  war, 
which  are  absolutely  necessary  for  the  protec- 
tion of  our  seacoast,  in  order  to  keep  off  the 
British  gun-brigs  or  privateers.  The  ships-of- 
the-line  will  not  answer  this  purpose,  when 
they  are  at  sea ;  they  must  keep  deep  water ; 
they  cannot,  with  safety,  follow  in  under  the 
land  those  small  vessels  which  annoy  our  coast- 
ers, and  capture  them  all  along  shore.  Within 
a  few  days,  I  have  accounts  of  a  small  priva- 
teer, of  eight  guns,  having  captured  twenty  or 
thirty  sail  of  coasting  vessels.  Sir,  it  is  a  sight 
to  see  a  public  armed  ship  of  the  TJnited  States 
anywhere  on  our  shore  to  the  eastward  of  Bos- 
ton— a  seacoast  of  200  miles — when  the  enemy 
can  take  every  thing  that  passes  out  to  sea,  and 
a  country  in  which  there  are  the  best  of  ship- 
harbors,  where  they  might  cruise  with  safety, 
always  having  a  harbor  handy  to  run  into.  I 
cannot  feel  willing  to  build  seventy-fours,  to 
the  exclusion  of  the  smaller  ships,  of  which  we 
are  so  much  ,in  want  at  this  time.  If  you  had 
th4  money  in  your  chest,  and  all  ready  for  the 
building  four  seventy-fours,  and  all  the  timber 
in  the  yard — which  you  have  not — still  I  should 
have  doubts  on  my  mind  as  to  the  propriety  of 
those  heavy  ships.  Say,  if  yon  please,  that  you 
had  those  ships  built,  could  you  send  them  to 
sea  ?  I  presume  not,  if  at  war  with  England,  be- 
cause she  would  always  blockade  your  harbors . 


wherever  they  were ;  and  if  you  sent  them  out, 
perhaps  you  would  never  have  to  man  them 
again ;  not  because  onr  ships  in  single  combat 
are  not  a  match  for  hers,  but,  because  they 
have  more  ships  than  they  know  what  to  do 
with;  they  would  always  outnumber  you  at 
sea,  and  they  would  be  able  to  come  up  with 
and  capture  your  four  ships.  But,  for  what  pur- 
pose are  you  to  send  them  out?  Certainly,  not 
to  take  merchantmen.  They  are  not  calculated 
for  that  purpose,  unless  you  had  more  than  four 
of  them.  In  case  you  had  a  number  sufficient 
to  intercept  their  East  India  fleet,  which,  gen- 
erally, are  under  strong  convoys  of  heavy  ships, 
then  it  might  be  an  object  to  send  them  to  sea. 
If  you  are  to  keep  them  in  port,  for  the  pur- 
pose of  harbor  defence,  you  must  always  keep 
them  manned ;  it  will  be  too  late  to  man  them 
after  the  enemy  comes  in  sight.  And  there  is, 
in  my  mind,  another  diflSculty :  In  the  manning 
these  heavy  ships,  you  will  have  to  impress 
men  to  go  on  board  of  them,  or  raise  the  wages 
up  to  what  is  given  in  a  merchant  ship;  be- 
cause the  sailors  will  not  be  willing  to  go  on 
board  large  ships,  when  they  have  no  chance 
for  prize  money.  On  the  other  hand,  they  will 
be  very  wUling  to  enter  on  board  cruising  ships, 
such  as  frigates  or  sloops  of  war,  in  hopes  of 
taking  prizes ;  and  you  have  not,  at  present,  a 
sufficient  number  of  sailors  to  man  what  small- 
er vessels  we  want.  If  you  build  frigates  and 
sloops  of  war,  they  can  be  furnished  without 
your  advancing  the  money;  the  merchants  will 
build  them,  and  loan  them  to  the  Government, 
The  frigates  and  smaller  vessels  can  be  put 
afloat  in  six  months  from  the  time  they  are 
agreed  for;  and  your  ships-of-the-line  will  not 
be  finished  in  less  than  two  years ;  and  if  they 
do  not  cost  30  per  cent,  more  than  they  are 
calculated  at,  I  will  dare  pay  all  I  am  worth 
towards  them  for  nothing.  I  am  willing  to  go 
for  almost  any  number  of  frigates,  because  I 
know  you  can  have  them  bnUt  without  advanc- 
ing a  dollar  untU  they  are  ready  for  service, 
and  because  I  am  convinced  they  are  most  for 
our  interest  Popular  opinion,  I  know,  has 
great  weight  at  times ;  let  us  not  be  carried  off 
on  the  wings  of  enthusiasm ;  we  are  at  present 
at  very  great  expense,  and  we  ought  to  act  pru- 
dently with  our  finances,  or  they  will  soon  be- 
come low.  At  the  same  time,  I  cannot  agree 
wit;h  the  gentleman  from  Kentucky,  who  says 
he  is  opposed  to  any  augmentation  of  the  Navy, 
and  asks  if  you  are  willing  to  tax  the  planters 
for  the  building  a  Navy,  and  the  protection  of 
the  merchant?  Sir,  wiU  not  the  same  reason- 
ing apply  against  the  maritime  towns  being 
taxed  to  support  the  army  of  10,000  men  in  the 
West?  Gentlemen  say,  stay  on  shore,  and  you 
will  be  safe.  Sir,  may  we  not,  in  return,  say 
to  the  gentlemen  who  are  settling  the  cheap 
lands  of  the  interior,  keep  among  us ;  go  not 
into  the  Indian  country ;  we  cannot  be  taxed  to 
defend  you.  This  reasoning  will  apply  with  as 
much  force  against  the  interior  as  theirs  does 
against  the  Atlantic  towns.    Sir,  we  are  all  one 
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people,  and,  in  order  to  remain  so,  we  mnsfc  be 
willing  to  defend  at  all  points. 

Mr.  Bassktt  spoke  several  times  in  the  course 
of  the  debate.  The  following  is  the  substance 
of  the  whole  of  his  remarks :  He  said,  on  rising, 
that  it  was  with  no  feigned  diffidence  that  he  ad- 
dressed the  Honse.  I  shall,  said  he,  have  credit 
with  every  one  in  the  assertion  that  I  am  most 
anxious  that  the  proposition  I  have  made  should 
succeed.  Must  I  not,  then,  deplore  the  feeble- 
ness of  voice,  the  want  of  force,  of  manner,  and 
promptness  of  mind  and  thought,  which  limit 
me  ?  But  I  shall  feel  compensated  if  the  House 
will,  in  heart,  join  me  in  regretting  that  a  cause 
worthy  of  the  first  of  advocates  has  fallen  into 
such  puny  hands.  For  the  cause,  then,  wiU 
they  hear  me,  and  for  their  country's  good  will 
they  improve  each  liint  I  may  let  fall,  by  their 
better  judgment.  It  is  true,  sir,  we  have  little 
experience — ^I  cannot  boast  of  naval  knowledge 
in  our  land — ^but,  yet,  we  are  not  quite  deficient. 
Let  it  be  remembered,  that  it  is  on  the  first 
principles  that  we  are  to  decide ;  that  we  are 
to  mark  the  outlines  only,  which  depend  much 
on  general  reasoning,  and,  in  doing  which,  we 
may  resort  to  the  experience  of  others.  I  will 
follow  (though  with  unequal  step)  the  course 
taken  by  my  predecessor  last  year,  and,  on  the 
question  to  fiU  this  blank,  bring  the  whole  sub- 
ject before  the  committee.  It  will  be  assumed, 
as  then  proved,  that  protection  is  due  to  every 
national  right,  which  cannot  be  estimated  by 
pecuniary  calculation,  but  must  be  tested  by 
national  ability  only  to  defend  and  protect 
them.  To  the  mode  of  efifecting  so  desirable  an 
object,  I  shall  confine  myself.  The  report  has 
assumed  it  as  a  principle  almost  of  instinct  to 
oppose  like  to  like,  and  so  says  the  history  of 
man,  whom  we  find  ever  avaUing  himself  of 
the  improvements  of  his  assailant  for  self-de- 
fence. Hence  has  the  art  of  war  become  to  all 
nations  the  most  interesting  science,  and  no 
citizen  is  more  estimable  than  he  who  can  di- 
rect the  national  force  with  most  efficiency. 
The  importance  of  a  naval  force  is  amply  attest- 
ed on  record.  I  will  first,  sir,  point  you  to  the 
conflicts  between  the  rival  Eepublics  of  Eome 
and  Carthage,  and  ask  you  to  remember  the 
agency  that  their  vessels  had  in  them.  Had  the 
Bomans  confined  themselves  to  the  land,  never 
had  Carthage  been  destroyed.  The  history  of 
Europe,  from  Venice  to  Great  Britain,  is  too 
fiimiliar  to  aU  who  hear  me,  to  require  reference 
to  particulars.  It  is  sufficient  for  me  to  call 
attention  to  the  effect  of  naval  power,  as  it 
passed  from  nation  to  nation.  What  was  the 
power  of  Venice  and  Genoa  when  they  led  the 
van  of  naval  power?  How  quickly  did  the 
sceptre  of  Portugal  rise,  as  she  assumed  a  sta- 
tion on  the  ocean!  how  sink  as  she  lost  her 
naval  preponderance !  How  did  a  navy  once 
support  the  United  Provinces!  and  how  is  it 
now  the  salvation  of  Great  Britain !  It  is  then 
a  fact,  that  a  naval  armament  gives  effect  to 
the  power  of  a  nation,  as  do  the  musket  and 
bayonet,  the  cannon  and  the  mortar.   And  how,  J 


sir,  is  it  attempted  to  rebut  this  fact  ?  By  show- 
ing a  physical  disability  in  the  country  to  avail 
itself  of  this  force  ?  No.  For  then  would  they 
be  rebutted  by  the  extent  of  our  coasts,  by  the 
materials  for  ship-building,  (so  ample,)  and  the 
known  habits  and  genius  of  our  countrymen,  as 
each  day  is  evincing.  And  here,  sir,  I  wish  I 
could  follow  up  the  beautiful  figure  of  my  friend, 
who,  on  a  former  occasion,  showed  you  our 
continent,  extending  to  either  ocean,  with  the 
finger  of  Munificence  pointing  to  the  goodly 
heritage. 

We  have  then  these  facts :  that  a  navy  is  a 
powerful  means  of  national  operation ;  that  our 
local  situation  is  fitted  for  its  use ;  and  that  we 
have  the  necessary  materials.  To  which  it  is 
objected  that  your  infant  Navy  must  be  op- 
posed to  one  which  has  reached  the  fuU  man- 
hood of  power  on  the  ocean.  I  admit  it.  But 
shall  we  therefore  abandon  the  ocean,  yield  our 
birthright,  our  goodly  heritage,  without  a  strug- 
gle? Or,  shall  we  not  rather,  deducing  argu- 
ment from  example,  like  the  gallant  Captain 
HuU,  avoid  their  fleets  and  capture  their  single 
ships. 

I  am  aware  that  habit  impels  some  to  be  fear 
ful  on  this  subject,  and  the  experience  of  the  past 
will  not  convince  them.  Witii  diffidence,  there- 
fore, do  I  refer  to  the  efficiency  of  twelve  ships- 
of-the-line  and  twenty  ftigates,  as  demonstrated 
last  session.  Let  me  ask  of  gentlemen  who 
thus  think,  who  thus  feel,  to  examine  the  ex- 
tent of  their  argument.  Does  it  not  go,  not 
only  to  the  abandonment  of  the  ocean,  but  to 
the  seacoast  also  ?  I  shall  trust  to  former  state- 
ments for  the  magnitude  of  this  sacrifice,  with 
the  observation,  that  abandoning  the  ocean  in- 
volves the  loss  of  one  million  four  hundred 
thousand  tons  of  shipping;  and  that  in  giving 
up  the  coasts,  you  lose  a  valuable  portion  of 
your  soil,  and  some  of  your  fairest  cities.  I 
will  not  dwell  on  the  magnitude  of  this  sacri- 
fice, because  I  cannot  believe  that  Americans 
will  abandon  any  right  which  there  is  a  pros- 
pect to  maintain.  I  cannot,  I  admit,  answer  as 
conclusively  the  objection,  that  much  time  wiU 
be  passed  before  this  force  can  be  procured; 
yet,  I  believe,  that  a  mijid  which  relied  on  that 
objection,  might  be  satisfied  that  late  prepara- 
tion is  better  than  none.  Nor  could  a  mind,  so 
circumstanced,  fail  to  see,  that,  while  making 
preparation,  you  come  every  day  nearer  your 
object ;  in  neglecting  it,  you  are  every  day  fur- 
ther from  it,  and  you  are,  in  neglecting  it, 
blending  ultimate  loss  with  temporary  sacrifice. 
Mr.  Chairman,  is  it  for  an  infant  nation,  or  a 
popular  Government,  to  he  deterred  by  the 
want  of  preparation  ?  What  is  it  that  the  youth 
has  not  to  prepare,  or  when  was  it  that  a  popu- 
lar Government  taxed  itself  with  previous  prep- 
aration? But  why  this  argument  of  despair? 
What  were  your  preparations  for  the  Eevolu- 
tionary  waj,  and  when  made?  After  an  army 
was  in  your  country.  Yet  were  they  then 
made  and  efiectuaUy  made.  By  the  bravery  of 
our  fathers  our  soil  was  secured;  on  us  it  rests 
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to  secure  our  righta  ou  the  water,  common  to 
every  independent  nation,  and  as  clearly  ours 
as  they  are  essential  to  our  interests.  What  is 
this  argument  of  infancy  ?  Had  not  the  Navy 
of  Great  Britain  a  beginning?  Yes.  There  was 
a  time  when  Britain  had  no  ship.  What  then  ? 
She  was  invaded,  and  more,  she  was  conquered. 
At  this  day,  her  wooden  walls,  as  they  are  pro'- 
verbially  called,  are  her  defence  and  protection. 
Is  it  admitted  that  the  British  fleet  secures  her 
from  attack?  If  so,  would  not  a  fleet  secure  us 
from  attack  also  ?  But  we  have  it  not.  Is  it 
not  then  our  duty,  as  guardians  of  the  public  in- 
terest, to  provide  this  powerful,  this  necessary 
means  of  defence?  But  some  are  alarmed  at 
the  cost.  Permit  me  to  recur  to  the  calcula- 
tion of  the  last  year.  And  first,  as  to  the  infor- 
mation derived  from  British  experience,  whose 
example  may  be  taken  as  precedent  on  mari- 
time subjects ;  at  least  they  make  a  powerful 
argument,  where  they  are  rejected  as  full  proof. 
In  recurring  to  British  estimates,  it  certainly 
was  unexpected  to  the  American  eye  to  see  the 
same  sum  charged  for  a  soldier  as  for  a  sailor, 

viz : dollars  per  month ;  and  as  unexpected, 

on  investigating  the  British  expenditures  for  a 
series  of  years,  to  find  that  the  appropriations 
for  the  Navy  are  found  less  than  those  for  the 
Army,  as  will  be  seen  by  reference  to  the  jira- 
nwjil  Register.  In  corroboration  of  this  is  our 
own  history,  as  appears  from  the  calculations 
made  by  my  predecessor,  of  which  I  will  avail 
myself. 

Is  it  not  then  demonstrated  by  foreign  and 
domestic  experience,  that  a  naval  force  is  the 
cheapest  the  nation  can  resort  to  for  defence 
and  protection  ?  Is  it  not  also  proved,  that  a 
force  believed  to  be  competent,  might  be  ob- 
tained at  a  sum  greatly  within  the  means  of  the 
Government — say  twelve  millions  of  dollars — 
or  a  fourth  less  than  the  ordinary  amount  of 
revenue  for  a  year  in  good  times  ?  Test  this 
subject  in  another  way.  The  cost  of  your  Navy, 
twelve  millions;  give  up  the  ocean,  and  you 
lose,  for  one  item,  one  million  four  hundred 
thousand  tons  of  shipping,  which  at  fifty  dollars 
the  ton,  would  be  worth  five  times  the  sum. 
Yet  that  would  unquestionably  be  the  least  item 
in  the  account,  because  that  would  be  but  one 
loss,  while  that  of  your  coasting,  and  other 
trade,  would  swell  into  a  great  annual  amount, 
and  be  as  great  a  sacrifice  of  convenience  as 
profit.  Nor  is  such  a  conclusion  the  less  to  be 
deprecated,  because  it  is  diflScult  to  foresee  all 
the  evils  which  must  result  from  the  abandon- 
ment of  one  essential  right  of  an  independent 
nation.  I  know  it  may  be  said  by  those  who 
view  this  subject  difierently  from  me,  that  they 
do  not  mean  to  abandoh  the  ocean.  It  is,  then, 
for  them  to  show  the  difference  between  not 
abandoning  a  right,  and  not  defending  it ;  for 
I  cannot  believe  that  any  gentleman  will  con- 
tend that  the  national  defence  shall  be  left  to 
privateers.  They  have  most  justly  been  con- 
sidered an  aid  to  the  national  arm,  but  Heaven 
forbid  that  they  should  be  relied  on  as  princi- 


pal. A  private  arm,  with  power  to  shield  the 
nation,  is  what  I  could  not  contemplate  without 
terror.  I  cannot  believe  it  necessary  to  pursue 
this  argument. 

To  return  then :  The  force  adequate  to  the 
defence  of  our  seas  would  cost  twelve  millions. 
I  will  not  say  that  this  whole  expense  ought  to 
be  incurred  in  one  year ;  indeed,  it  ought  to  be 
remarked,  that  of  the  twenty  frigates,  nearly 
eight  are  ready  for  service.  Let  the  principle 
be  yielded,  and  we  can  then  enter  on  the  cal- 
culation as  to  the  portion  which  may  be  pro- 
cured each  year.  The  decision,  too,  would,  in 
my  judgment,  be  the  strongest  inducement  to 
the  enemy  to  make  peace  when  they  saw  that 
you  were  progressing  to  a  force  which  they  could 
not  meet.  If,  indeed,  the  force  which  has  been 
named  was  not  altogether  adequate  to  the  ob- 
ject of  defending  your  own  waters,  you  would 
find,  having  that  force,  that  you  conld  make 
any  small  addition  that  was  requisite  without 
difficulty.  In  reference  to  the  opinions  of  oth- 
ers, in  some  measure,  did  the  select  committee 
determine  on  the  number  of  ships,  and  their 
force,  to  be  procured  this  year.  Thus  if  the 
first  blanks  are  filled  with  four  seventy-six  gun 
ships,  they  cost,  per  estimate,  $333,000,  and 
will  require  an  appropriation  of  $1,332,000.  If 
the  other  blank  be  filled  with  six  thirty-eight 
gun  ships,  which,  by  estimate,  cost  $220,000, 
the  requisite  appropriation  for  them  will  he 
$1,320,000.  For  the  sloops  of  war,  the  last 
blank  I  have  calculated  at  $61,200,  which  would 
require  an  appropriation  of  $367,200 ;  which, 
with  the  necessary  appropriation  for  the  four 
frigates  ordered  to  be  rebuilt  last  year,  viz :  the 
Philadelphia,  New  York,  General  Greene,  and 
Boston,  will  amount  to  $3,500,000.  This  would 
give  you  four  seventy-sixes  and  eighteen  frigates, 
mostly  of  the  best  size.  Compare  the  efficiency 
of  that  force  with  the  interest  of  three  millions 
and  a  half,  the  cost,  and  you  cannot  hut  be 
gratified  with  the  result.  I  say,  Mr.  Chairman, 
the  interest ;  because,  though  it  was  not  in  the 
province  of  the  select  committee  to  look  out 
the  ways  and  means,  yet  was  it  so  interested 
as  to  their  object,  that  they  could  but  ask  how 
was  the  money  to  be  had ;  and  they  were  satis- 
fied that  three  millions  and  a  half  could,  with 
facility,  be  loaned  for  navy  purposes.  I  state 
this  with  no  view  to  limit  the  ways  and  means, 
but  only  that  until  the  subject  is  given  them  to 
provide  for,  the  House  might  not  be  embarrass- 
ed with  the  difficulty  of  money. 

With  the  humble  hope  that  the  views  of  the 
committee  have  been  shown  to  be  at  least  most 
reasonable,  if  not  most  correct,  I  beg  leave  to 
say  a  few  words  as  to  the  different  kinds  of  ves- 
sels proposed.  I  will  not  ask  that  the  clerk 
should  read  that  excellent  letter  from  Captain 
Stewart,  because  I  presume  every  gentleman 
who  wishes  information  has  read  it  more  than 
once.  _  From  that  and  the  other  documents,  th6 
committee  thought  themselves  warranted  in 
recommending  four  seventy-six  gun  ships.  In 
addition  to  the  sufficient  reasons  offered  there, 


DEBATES  OF  CONGRESS. 


605 


December,  1812.] 


Increase  of  the  Navy. 


[H.  OP  R. 


tliat  a  large  ship,  witli  fewer  men  and  a  less 
cost,  will  be  more  efficient  than  small  ones,  by 
the  table  A  it  is  most  conclusively  evinced,  that 
a  seventy-aix,  at  one  round,  throws  on  the  ene- 
my four  pounds  fourteen  ounces  of  ball  for  each 
man;  whereas,  the  gunboat  throws  only  ten 
ounces.  I  only  give  the  extremes,  that  the  ar- 
gument may  be  the  more  readily  taken.  Here, 
too,  we  have  the  fact,  that  six  hundred  and 
fifty  men  are  sufficient  for  a  seventy-six,  while 
four  hundred  and  twenty  are  required  for  a 
frigate.  The  annual  expense  is,  for  the  large  ship, 
$202,110;  for  the  frigate,  $110,000.  "While  in 
action,  the  larger  ship  is  equal  or  superior  to 
three  frigates.  To  support  this  calculation  by 
figures,  we  have  the  opinions  of  Captains  Hull, 
Stewart,  and  Morris ;  and  Mr.  Hamilton  says, 
that  all  the  officers  in  service  concur  in  the 
opinion;  and  I  am  told  that  such  is  the  real 
history  of  naval  conflicts.  Mr.  Hamilton  men- 
tions one,  and  Captain  Stewart  mentions  anoth- 
er, of  four  French  frigates  attacking  a  British 
seventy -four,  of  which  one  was  sunk,  two  taken, 
and  the  other  run  off. 

It  is  cause  of  some  exultation  to  me,  that  our 
naval  men,  where  the  opportunity  is  afforded 
them,  give  the  example  to  prove  our  theory. 
As  I  am  told,  orders  were  sent  from  Washing- 
ton in  September  to  Captain  Ohauncey,  then  at 
New  York,  who  made  his  preparation,  took  his 
workmen  with  him  to  the  Lakes,  and  some  days 
since  we  had  the  account  that  he  had  built  and 
launched,  before  November  was  out,  a  frigate 
of  twenty-six  guns.  The  gallant  Ohauncey  en- 
ables me  to  present  an  argument  that  would, 
could  I  do  it  justice,  I  am  sure,  have  much 
weight.  Will  any  gentleman  regret  that  this 
twenty-six  gun  ship  has  been  built,  though  the 
mastery  of  the  Lakes  has  been  acquired  with- 
out it?  Neither  shall  we  regret  the  building  of 
the  seventy-sixes,  though  peace,  which  'God 
send,  should  come  before  they  are  launched. 
There  is  yet  one  other  objection  too  important 
to  be  passed  over,  though  it  was  on  a  former 
occasion  so  ably  canvassed.  It  is  the  difficulty 
of  getting  seamen.  That  difficulty  exists,  I  do 
admit.  Yet  is  not  the  difficulty  insurmountable. 
Here  again  I  avail  myself  of  ih&  illustrations  of 
my  friend  from  South  Carolina. 

The  gentleman  has  again  referred  to  the 
difficulty  of  manning  your  ships,  and  deems 
impressment  indispensable.  Sir,  I  admit  the 
weakness  of  our  nation,  and  lament  it  too. 
Yet  I  cannot  believe  that  the  hard  hand  of 
tyranny  is  essential  to  their  well-being ;  and  I 
regret  that  in  an  assembly  of  freemen,  that  this, 
the  most  if  not  the  only  detestable  example 
England  has  set  us  as  to  a  navy,  should  be  so 
much  relied  on.  Look  to  the  fact,  that  in  five 
years  forty-two  thousand  seamen  deserted  from 
the  British  navy.  Look  to  the  fact,  that  their 
prisoners  require  to  be  committed  to  return  to 
their  own  country.  It  is  with  no  little  pride 
that  I  call  the  attention  of  the  gentleman  and 
the  committee  to  our  gallery.  Did  a  British 
gallery  ever  exhibit  such  a  spectacle  ?    No,  a 


seaman  there  is  a  slave,  and  seldom  puts  his 
foot  on  shore  but  under  the  guard  of  an  officer. 
Let  us  therefore  be  cautious  in  admitting  that 
though  Great  Britain  has  been  most  successful, 
that  she  owes  it  to  the  hard,  to  the  iron  hand 
of  impressment.  It  would  not  be  difficult  to 
find  in  her  naval  institutions  other  principles 
to  which  the  mind  would  delight  to  attribute 
her  superiority,  rather  than  that  from  which 
we  cannot  but  turn  in  disgust. 

Mr.  Stow  8|^d  he  should  not  consider  the 
motion  made  by  the  honorable  gentleman  from 
Pennsylvania  (Mr.  Setbeet)  as  going  to  defeat 
the  main  object  of  the  bill,  which  was  a  liberal 
increase  of  the  navy,  because  he  understood  his 
intention  to  be  to  move  a  larger  number  of 
frigates  if  the  clause  for  seventy-fours  should  be 
stricken  out.  The  question  then  he  sliould 
consider  as  simply  whether  it  was  best  at  pres- 
ent to  build  any  ships-of-the-line,  or  to  confine 
our  exertions  to  frigates  only?  He  said  his  own  ■ 
opinions  had  leaned  pretty  strongly  to  the  latter 
side  till,  as  a  member  of  the  Navy  Committee, 
he  had  been  led  to  a  more  careful  examination 
of  the  subject ;  and  he  confessed  that  that  ex- 
amination had  fully  convinced  him  of  the 
utility,  and  he  might  say  necessity,  of  building 
some  line-of-battle  ships.  The  propriety  of 
building  them,  as  well  as  a  proportion  of  lighter 
ships,  grew  out  of  the  different  objects  to  which 
they  were  to  be  applied.  There  could  be  no 
doubt  of  the  superior  advantages  of  frigates  and 
sloops  of  war  when  employed  in  cruising  against 
our  enemy's  commerce,  but  whenever  the  ob- 
ject is  to  repel  a  powerful  force,  ships-of-tho- 
line  ought  to  be  resorted  to.  They  form  bat- 
teries infinitely  more  effective  in  proportion  to 
their  expense  than  frigates.  To  illustrate  this 
-^the  cost  of  a  seventy -four  is  less  than  one- 
third  more  than  that  of  a  forty-four  gun  frigate, 
yet  the  force  is  as  three  to  one,  or  according  to 
the  lowest  estimate  I  have  heard,  as  two  to  one. 
This  is  easily  explained  when  we  consider  that 
to  make  a  seventy-four  is  little  more  than  add- 
ing another  deck  to  a  large  frigate.  It  would 
then  appear  evident,  that  unless  we  resorted  to 
this  kind  of  force,  we  should  fight  our  enemy 
on  the  most  unequal  terms.  She  could  at  any 
time  lay  a  few  heavy  ships  at  the  mouths  of  our 
harbors  and  in  our  narrow  waters,  and  thus 
effectually  destroy  not  only  our  foreign  trade, 
but  what  was  of  infinitely  more  importance,  she 
could  destroy  the  whole  of  our  coasting  trade. 

Further,  said  Mr.  S.,  knowing  that  we  have 
no  powerful  ships,  she  can  easily  protect  by 
convoy  all  her  valuable  fleets ;  but  if  we  had 
four  ships-of-the-line  she  would  be  driven  to 
the  enormous  expense  of  convoying  every  fleet 
of  merchantmen  sailing  to  any  part  of  America 
by  five  or  six  seventy-fours,  or  they  would  be 
exposed  to  capture  by  our  fleet. 

But,  said  Mr.  S.,  it  is  objected  that  they  would 
be  blockaded.  This  objection  was  equally  against 
frigates ;  but  he  was  perfectly  willing  to  put  it 
upon  that  ground,  that  Great  Britain  would  at- 
tempt to  blockade  them.    What  then  would  be 
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the  case?  She  must  employ  six  blockading 
ships,  supported  at  an  enormous  expense,  at 
such  a  distance ;  and  as  had  been  fully  shown 
by  the  gentleman  from  South  Carolina,  (Mr. 
Cheves,)  last  year,  six  more  ships  at  least  must 
be  occupied  in  preparing  and  sailing  to  replace 
the  first  six — thus  employing  twelve  ships  to 
four.  And  after  all,  the  attempt  to  confine  our 
ships  would  frequently  be  rendered  abortive  by 
storms.  Again,  it  has  been  objected  that  we 
had  no  harbors  south  of  Montauk  Point,  in 
which,  if  pursued,  our  ships  could  take  shelter. 
If  by  this  was  meant  barely  that  we  had  no 
harbor  properly  fortified,  he  admitted  it  was 
true ;  and  it  was  also  equally  true  as  applied  to 
our  heavy  frigates;  but  if  it  was  meant  that 
there  was  no  harbor  in  which  ships  could  enter 
that  was  capable  of  being  properly  defended,  it 
was  entirely  erroneous.  For  many  such  there 
were,  and  where  sufiicient  works  could  be 
.erected  in  a  few  months. 

Mr.  S.  said  a  strong  reason  for  building 
seventy-fours,  and  to  which  he  particularly  re- 
quested the  attention  of  the  committee,  grew 
out  of  the  state  of  our  preparation.  We  have 
timber  for  four  seventy-fours,  seasoned  and 
ready  for  use,  which  could  not  be  applied  to 
frigates,  without  great  loss.  And  this  explained 
the  fact,  that  we  could  build  seventy-fours 
sooner  than  frigates,  unless  the  timber  thus  pro- 
vided should  be  cut  up,  which,  after  years  of 
deliberate  preparation  for  seventy-fours,  would 
appear  like  children's  play.  He  said  in  a  case 
of  this  kind,  he  thought  great  respect  was  due 
to  experience.  That  many  years  ago  all  the 
ships  of  war  belonging  to  the  nations  of  Europe 
were  small,  but  that,  without  one  exception, 
they  had  resorted  to  a  certain  proportion  of 
heavy  ships.  From  this  circumstance,  as  well 
as  from  the  uniform  opinion  of  our  own  officers, 
he  inferred  that  these  were  the  most  conclu- 
sive reasons  in  favor  of  them. 

The  question  was  then  taken  on  the  motion 
to  strike  out  the  seventy-fours,  and  negatived. 
The  committee  rose  and  had  leave  to  sit  again. 


guns,  and  ten  sloops  of  war. — ^Motion  lost  by  a 
great  majority. 


Friday,  December  18. 
Increase  of  the  Navy. 

The  House  again  resolved  itself  into  a  Commit- 
tee of  the  "Whole  on  the  bill  to  increase  the 
Navy  of  the  United  States. 

Mr.  OuTTS  then  moved  to  strike  out  the 
seventy-fours,  with  a  view  to  increase  the  num- 
ber of  frigates  to  be  built  to  ten,  and  to  add  a 
number  of  sloops  of  war. 

Mr.  0.  spoke  at  considerable  length  in  sup- 
port of  his  motion,  and  in  favor  of  frigates  and 
sloops  of  war  in  preference  to  seventy'four  gun 


The  question  was  then  taken  on  striking  out 
the  provision  respecting  seventy-fours,  and  was 
carried — for  the  amendment  66,  against  it  53. 

Mr.  Cutis  moved  an  amendment  authorizing 
the  building  of  ten  ships  of  war,  of  forty-four 


Monday,  December  21. 
On  motion  of  Mr.  Bassett,  the  petitions  of 
J.  A.  Chevallie,  attorney  of  Amelie  Eugene  de 
Beaumarchais,  presented  on  the  24th  of  Decem- 
ber, 1805,  and  2d  of  April,  1806,  together  with 
all  the  documents  concerning  the  said  claim, 
were  referred  to  the  Committee  of  Claims. 

Encowragement  to  Privateering  by  PubUe 
Armed  and  Private  Armed  Vetsels. 

Mr.  Bassett,  from  the  Committee  on  the 
Naval  Establishment,  presented  a  bill  relating 
to  captures ;  which  was  read  twice,  and  com- 
mitted to  a  Committee  of  the  Whole  on  Wed- 
nesday next.     The  bill  is  as  follows : 

A  Bill  relating  to  captures. 

Se  it  enacted,  Sfc,  That  where  any  ship  or  vessel 
in  the  service  of  the  United  States  shall  have  cap- 
tured, or  may  hereafter  capture,  a  ship  or  vessel  be- 
longing to  an  enemy,  of  eqnal  or  inferior  force,  and 
it  shall  become  necessary  to  destroy  such  prize  to 
prevent  her  falling  into  the  hands  of  the  enemy,  or 
for  the  security  of  such  ship  or  vessel  so  in  the  ser- 
vice of  the  United  States,  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy 
is  hereby  required  to  issue  his  commission  to  one  or 
more  fit  person  or  persons,  who,  on  the  best  evidence 
that  can  be  procured,  shall  proceed  to  estimate  the 
value  of  such  ship  or  vessel,  prize  as  aforesaid,  in  the 
port  into  which  the  capturing  vessel  shall  first  enter, 
and  make  return  on  oath  of  said  estimate  or  valua- 
tion to  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy, 

Sec.  2.  And  be  it  fta-lher  enacted.  That  the  Secre- 
tary of  the  Navy  shall  thereon  proceed  to  apportion 
the  sum,  which  shall  be  equal  to  one-half  the  said 
valuation  or  estimate,  as  prize  money,  among  the 
ofiScers  and  crew  making  such  capture,  and  cause  the 
same  to  be  paid  to  them  accordingly. 

Ses.  3.  And  be  it  further  enacted,  That  each  com- 
missioned officer  shall  receive  six  dollars  per  day  for 
each  day  he  shall  be  employed  in  making  the  afore- 
said estimate :  Provided,  ffis  compensation  shall  in 
no  case  exceed dollars. 

Sec.  4.  And  be  it  further  enacted.  That  every  cap- 
tain or  commanding  officer  of  any  vessel  in  the  ser- 
vice of  the  United  States  immediately  on  his  coming 
into  port,  after  having  captured  a  ship  or  vessel  ot 
equal  or  superior  force,  shall  make  report  thereof  to 
the  Secretary  of  the  Navy,  describing  particularly 
the  size  and  equipment  of  the  ship  or  vessel  so  de- 
stroyed, and  the  nature  and  extent  of  the  damage 
done  her  in  the  action,  as  also  the  causes  and  induce- 
ments for  destroying  his  prize,  which  report,  in  part, 
shall  be  received  as  evidence  by  the  commissioners 
aforesaid. 

Sec.  5.  And  be  it  further  enacted.  That  the  Secre- 
tary of  the  Navy  shall  cause  the  account  of  the 
money  so  by  him  ordered  to  be  paid,  to  be  settled  at 
the  end  of  one  year,  and  all  the  unclaimed  dividends 
he  shall  cause  to  be  paid  over  to  the  Navy  Hospital 
Fund.  "^ 

Mr.  Bassett,  from  the  same  committee,  also 
presented  a  bill  regulating -pensions  to  persons 
on  board  private  armed  ships;  which  was  read 
twice,  and  committed  to  a  Committee  of  the 
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Whole  on  Thursday  next.    The  bill  is  as  fol- 
lows: 

A  Bill  regnlstiDg  pensions  to  peisona  on  board  private 
armed  ships. 

Be  it  enacted,  Sfv.,  That  the  two  and  a  half  per 
centum  reserved  in  the  hands  of  the  collectors  and 
consuls  bv  the  act  of  June,  eighteen  hundred  and 
twelve,  entitled  "  An  act  concerning  letters  of  marque, 
prizes,  and  prize  goods,"  shall  he  paid  into  the  Treas- 
ury, under  the  like  regulations  provided  for  other 
public  money,  and  shall  constitute  a  fund  for  the  pur- 
poses of  this  act,  and  such  other  purposes  as  Con- 
gress may  direct,  for  the  aid  and  comfort  of  the  sea- 
men of  the  United  States. 

Sec.  2.  And  be  it  further  enacted,  That  the  Secre- 
tary of  the  Navy  be  authorized  and  required  to  place 
on  the  pension  list,  under  the  like  regulations  and  re- 
strictions as  are  used  in  relation  to  the  Navy  of  the 
United  States,  any  officer  or  seamen  who,  on  board 
of  any  private  armed  ship  or  vessel,  bearing  a  com- 
mission or  letter  of  marque,  shall  have  been,  in  the 
line  of  duty,  wounded  or  otherwise  disabled ;  if  an 
officer,  allowing  him  one-half  his  monthly  pay  for 
the  greater  disability,  and  so  in  proportion ;  and  if  a 
seaman,  or  acting  as  a  marine,  the  sum  of  six  dollars 
per  month  for  the  greater  disability,  and  so  in  pro. 
portion ;  which  several  pensions  shall  be  paid,  by 
direction  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy,  out  of  the 
fund  above  provided. 

Sec.  3.  And  be  it  further  enacted,  That  the  com- 
manding officer  of  every  vessel  having  a  commission, 
or  letters  of  marque  and  reprisal,  shall  enter  in  his 
journal  the  name  and  rank  of  any  officer,  and  the 
name  of  any  seamen  who,  during  his  cruise,  shall,  in 
the  line  of  his  duty,  have  been  wounded  or  disabled, 
describing  the  manner  and  extent,  as  far  as  practica- 
ble, of  such  wound  or  disability. 

Sec.  4.  Atid  be  it  further  enacted.  That  every  col- 
lector shall  transmit  quarterly  to  the  Secretary  of  the 
Navy  a  transcript  of  such  journals  as  may  have  been 
reported  to  him,  so  far  as  they  give  a  list  of  the  offi- 
cers and  crew,  and  the  description  of  wounds  and 
disabilities,  the  better  to  enable  the  Secretary  to  de- 
cide on  claims  for  pensions. 

Duties  on  Privateer  Prize  Goods. 

Mr.  Ohetbs,  from  the  Committee  of  Ways 
and  Means,  to  whom  was  referred  the  bill  from 
the  Senate  directing  the  Secretary  of  the  Treas- 
ury to  remit  certain  fines,  penalties,  and  forfeit- 
ures, reported  the  same  with  amendments,  the 
principal  one  of  which  is  to  strike  out  the  words 
"  and  the  dependencies  thereof"  so  as  to  exclude 
from  the  operation  of  the  bill,  the  cases  of  goods 
brought  in  from  Canada,  &o. — ^The  bill  was  re- 
ferred to  a  Committee  of  the  Whole. 

Mr.  0.  also  introduced  the  following  report : 

The  Committee  of  Ways  and  Means,  to  whom 
were  referred  so  much  of  the  petition  of  the  owners 
and  agents  of  sundry  private  armed  vessels  fitted  out 
of  the  port  of  New  York,  as  prays  the  reductioii  of 
the  duties  on  prize  goods,  and  the  petitions  of  sundry 
owners  of  private  armed  vessels  fitted  out  of  the  port 
of  Boston,  and  of  sundry  owners  of  like  vessels  fitted 
out  of  the  ports  of  Norfolk  and  Portsmouth,  Virginia, 
also  praying  a  reduction  of  the  duties  on  prize  goods, 
report : 

That  a  letter  from  John  Ferguson  and  John  L. 
Laurence,  agents  for  the  petitioners  from  New  York, 


and  a  letter  from  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury,  both 
addressed  to  the  chairman  of  the  committee,  and 
which  accompany  this  report,  contain  all  the  facts 
and  views  which  will  probably  be  found  material  in 
the  examination  and  consideration  of  tiiis  subject ; 
and  that  this  committee,  having  maturely  considered 
them,  are  of  opinion,  that  a  reduction  of  the  duties 
on  prize  goods,  without  embracing,  at  the  same  time, 
all  importations  made  in  the  prosecution  of  the  ordi- 
nary commerce  of  the  country,  cannot,  consistently 
with  sound  poUcy  and  rational  legislation,  be  made, 
and  that  a  gener^  reduction  would  diminish  a  reve- 
nue, where  it  does  not  distress  the  consumer,  and 
would  not  produce  any  material  increase  of  gain  to 
the  captors.  The  committee,  therefore,  recommend 
the  following  resolve : 

Resolved,  That  it  is  inexpedient  to  grant  the  prayer 
of  the  petitioners. 

Documents  referred  to  in  the  above  report, 

WASHiNGTOif,  Nov.  23,  1812. 

Sir  !  We  take  the  liberty  of  enclosing  to  you,  for 
the  inspection  of  the  Committee  of  Ways  and  Means, 
sundry  papers  connected  with  the  application  by  the 
owners  of  privateers  in  New  York,  for  a  reduction  of 
duties  on  prize  goods.     They  are  as  follow  : 

No.  1,  exhibits  the  proceeds  of  the  schooner  Venus 
and  cargo,  captured  by  the  privateer  Teazer. 

No.  2,  is  a  statement  of  the  cost  of  the  privateers 
General  Armstrong  and  Governor  Tompkins. 

No.  3,  contains  extracts  of  letters  from  several 
privateer  agents. 

The  Committee  of  Ways  and  Means  are  (including 
the  accompanying  documents)  in  possession  of  three 
statements  of  prize  sales,  where  the  property  was, 
in  each  case,  of  a  difierent  character  from  the  others. 
The  cargo  of  the  New  Liverpool  consisted  (contrary 
to  our  impressions  when  before  the  committee)  alto- 
gether of  wine,  amounting  to  27,959  gallons,  whereon 
the  duty  was  46  cents  per  gallon,  wluch  consumed 
more  than  one-half  of  the  proceeds  of  vessel  and 
cargo,  and,  connected  with  the  other  charges,  left  the 
owners  of  the  privateer  about  one-sixth  of  the  cap- 
tured property.  The  Industry  was  laden  with  152 
bbls.  salmon ;  and  the  benevolent  intentions  of  the 
privateersmen  to  restore  to  an  indigent  owner  the 
amount  of  her  loss,  terminated,  in  consequence  of 
the  high  duties  and  charges,  in  an  inability  to  present 
her  with  more  than  a  paltry  sum,  scarcely  worth  her 
acceptance.  The  Venus  had  a  cargo  of  rum,  sugar, 
fruit,  and  preserves,  which  produced  |17,637  68,  and 
was  charged  with  duties  amounting  to  $8,287  63. 
The  vessel,  being  well  calculated  for  a  privateer,  was 
bought  in  by  the  captors  for  that  business.  But,  ex- 
perience teaching  them  that  the  profits  of  private 
naval  warfare  are  by  no  means  equivalent  to  the 
hazard,  they  have  abandoned  that  intention,  and  are 
now  offering  the  Venus  for  sale  in  the  public  news- 
papers, but  cannot  find  a  purchaser. 

We  would  respectfully  suggest  to  the  Committee 
of  Ways  and  Means  that  great  anxiety  exists  in  New 
York,  that  Congress  may  give  the  question  of  a  re- 
duction of  prize  duties  a  speedy  decision ;  which,  if 
favorable,  will  revive  the  spirit  and  zeal,  now  expiring, 
with  which  privateering  was  undertaken  at  the  com- 
mencement of  the  war ;  and,  if  unfavorable,  wiU 
prevent  those  who  have  purchased  vessels  for  warlike 
enterprises,  in  which  they  cannot  now  dispose  of  any 
interest,  from  incurring  lasses  accumulated  under 
frnitless  expectations. 

We  have  taken  the  liberty  of  reminding  the  com- 
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mittee  that  no  naval  force  of  any  efficiency  can  be 
supported  by  the  Government  but  at  an  expense  far 
greater  than  the  amount  of  the  duties  of  which  we 
pray  the  remission ;  and  that  there  is  probably  no 
other  species  of  naval  armament  half  so  destructive 
as  privateers  to  the  commerce  of  an  enemy. 

The  employment  of  a  great  number  of  experienced 
masters  of  vessels  and  seamen  necessarily  engaged  in 
them,  whose  services  could  not  probably  be  obtained 
in  any  other  way,  and  whose  skill  and  intrepidity 
produce  so  much  honor  to  the  country,  forms  another 
important  consideration. 

To  these  may  be  added,  that,  in  no  other  way,  can 
the  mercantile  interest  be  so  effectually  united  in  the 
support  and  prosecution  of  the  war,  as  by  offering 
inducements  to  the  investments  of  its  otherwise  un- 
employed capital  in  such  enterprises. 

We  are,  sir,  with  great  respect,  your  obedient  ser- 
vants, JOHN  FERGUSON, 

JOHN  L.  LAWRENCE. 

Hon.  L.  Chkves,  Chairman,  Sfc. 


TiTESDAT,  December  22. 
Imprisonment  of  American  Sea/men. 
The  Speakbe  laid  before  the  House  the  fol- 
lowing Message  from  the  Pebsident  op  thb 
United  States  : 

To  the  House  of  Representatives  of  the  United  States  ; 

I  transmit  to  the  House  of  Representatives  a  report 
of  the  Secretary  of  State,  complying  with  their  reso- 
lution of  the  9th  instant.         JAMES  MADISON. 

December  21,  1812. 

Department  of  State,  Dee.  19,  1812. 

The  Secretary  of  State,  to  whom  was  referred  the 
resolution  of  the  House  of  Representatives  of  the  9th 
instant,  requesting  information  touching  the  conduct 
of  British  officers  towards  persons  talcen  in  American 
armed  ships,  has  the  honor  to  lay  before  the  Presi- 
dent the  accompanying  papers  marked  A,  B,  C,  from 
which  it  appears,  that  certain  persons,  some  of  whom 
are  said  to  be  native,  and  others  naturalized  citizens 
of  the  United  States,  being  parts  of  the  crews  of  the 
United  States  armed  vessels  the  "  Nautilus"  and  the 
"  Wasp, "  and  of  the  private  armed  vessel  the  "  Sarah 
Ann,"  have  been  seized,  under  the  pretext  of  their 
being  British  subjects,  by  British  officers,  for  the 
avowed  purpose,  as  is  understood,  of  having  them 
brought  to  trial  for  their  lives,  and  that  others,  being 
part  of  the  crew  of  the  Nautilus,  have  been  taken  into 
the   British  service. 

The  Secretary  of  State  begs  leave  also  to  lay  be- 
fore the  President  the  papers  marked  D  and  E. 
From  these  it  will  be  seen,  that  whilst  the  British 
naval  officers  arrest  as  criminals  such  persons  taken 
on  board  American  armed  vessels  as  they  may  con- 
sider British  subjects,  they  claim  a  right  to  retain  on 
Board  British  ships  of  war  American  citizens  who 
may  have  married  in  England,  or  been  impressed 
from  on  board  British  merchant  vessels  ;  and  that  they 
consider  an  impressed  American,  when  he  is  dis- 
charged from  one  of  their  ships,  as  a  prisoner  of  war. 
All  which  is  respectfully  submitted. 

JAMES  MONROE. 
(A.) 
Sir  John  Sorlase  Warren  to  Mr.  Monroe. 

Halifax,  September  30,  1812. 

Sir  :  Having  received  information  that  a  most  un- 


authorized act  has  been  committed  by  Commodore 
Rodgers,  in  forcibly  seizing  twelve  British  seamen, 
prisoners  of  war,  late  belonging  to  the  Guerriere,  and 
taking  them  out  of  the  English  cartel  brig  Endeavor 
on  her  passage  down  the  harbor  of  Boston,  after  they 
bad  been  regularly  embarked  on  board  of  her  for  an 
exchange,  agreeable  to  the  arrangements  settled  be- 
tween the  two  countries,  and  that  the  said  British 
seamen  so  seized,  are  now  detained  on  board -the 
United  States  frigate  President  as  hostages ;  I  feel 
myself  called  upon  to  request^  sir,  your  most  serious 
attention  to  a  measure  so  fraught  with  mischief  and 
inconvenience,  destructive  of  the  good  faith  of  a  flag 
of  truce  and  the  sacred  protection  of  a  cartel.  I 
should  be  extremely  sorry  that  the  imprudent  act  of 
any  officer  should  involve  consequences  so  particularly 
severe  as  the  present  instance  must  naturally  produce, 
if  repeated ;  and  although  it  is  very  much  my  wish, 
during  the  continuance  of  the  differences  existing 
between  the  two  countries,  to  adopt  every  measure 
that  might  render  the  effect  of  war  less  rigorous,  yet, 
in  another  point  of  view,  the  conviction  of  the  duty 
I  owe  my  country  would,  in  the  event  of  such  griev- 
ances as  I  have  already  stated  being  continued,  not 
admit  of  any  hesitation  in  retaliatory  decisions ;  but 
as  I  am  strongly  persuaded  of  the  high  liberality  of 
your  sentiments,  and  that  the  act  complained  of  has 
originated  entirely  with  the  officer  who  committed  it, 
and  that  it  will  be  as  censurable  in  your  considera- 
tion as  it  deserves,  I  rely  upon  your  taking  such  steps 
as  will  prevent  a  recurrence  of  conduct  so  extremely 
reprehensible  in  every  shape. 

I  have  the  honor  to  he,  with  the  highest  considera- 
tion, sir,  your  most  obedient  and  most  faithful  humble 
servant,  JOHN  BORLASE  WARREN, 

Admiral  of  the  Blve,  Comnumder-in- Chief,  dc. 

James  Mosroe,  Esq.,  Secretary  of  State. 

Mr.  Monroe  to  Sir  John  Sorlase  Warren. 

Department  of  State,  Oct.  28,  1812. 

Sir  ;  I  have  had  the  honor  to  receive  your  letter 
of  the  30th  September,  complaining  that  Commodore 
Rodgers,  commanding  a  squadron  of  the  United 
States  Navy  at  the  port  of  Boston,  had  taken  twelve 
British  seamen,  lately  belon^ng  to  His  Britannic 
Majesty's  ship  the  Guerriere,  from,  a  cartel  in  the 
harbor  of  Boston,  and  that  he  had  detained  them  on 
board  the  President,  a  frigate  of  the  United  States, 
as  hostages. 

I  am  instructed  to  inform  yon,  that  inquiry  shall 
be  made  into  the  circumstances  attending,  and  the 
causes  which  produced  the  act,  of  which  you  com- 
plain ;  and  that  such  measures  will  be  taken,  on  a 
knowledge  of  them,  as  may  comport  with  the  rights 
of  both  nations,  and  may  be  proper  in  the  case  to 
which  they  relate. 

I  beg  you,  sir,  to  be  assured  that  it  is  the  sincere 
desire  of  the  President  to  see  (and  to  promote,  so  far 
as  depends  on  the  United  States)  that  the  war  which 
exists  between  the  two  countries  be  conducted  with 
the  utmost  regard  to  humanity.  I  have  the  honor 
to  be,  &c.,  JAMES  MONROE. 

Sir  John  B.  Warren,  Admiral  of  the  She, 
Commander-in-Chief,  Sfc, 

(B.) 
Washington,  Dec.  17,  1812. 
Sir  :  I  have  the  honor  to  annex  a  list  of  twelve  of 
the  crew  of  the  late  United  States  sloop  of  war  Wasp, 
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detained  by  Captain  John  Beresford,  of  the  British 
ship  Poictiers,  under  the  pretence  of  their  being 
British  subjects. 

I  have  the  honor  to  be,  respectfully,  sir,  your  obe- 
dient servant,  GEORGE  S.  WISE,  Purser. 

Hon.  Paul  Hamilton,  Sec'ry  Navy. 

[Here  follow  several  other  documents,  not 
deemed  of  material  importance,  except  the  fol- 
lowing :] 

(C.) 

Extract  of  a  letter  from  Major  General  Pmckney  to 

the  Secretary  of  War,  dated 

Headqxtabtebs,  Charleston, 

November  i,  1812. 

"Information  having  been  given  upon  oath  to 
Lieutenant  Grandison,  who  at  present  commands  in 
the  Naval  Department  here,  that  six  American  sea- 
men, who  had  been  taken  prisoners  on  board  of  our 
privateers,  had  been  sent  to  Jamaica  to  be  tried  as 
British  subjects  for  treason,  he  called  upon  the  mar- 
shal to  retain  double  that  number  of  British  seamen 
as  hostages.  The  marshal,  in  consequence  of  in- 
structions from  the  Department  of  State,  asked  my 
advice  on  the  subject,  and  I  have  given  my  opinion 
that  they  ought  to  be  detained  until  the  pleasure  of 
the  President  shall  be  known.  The  testimony  of 
Captain  Moon  is  herewith.  I  hope,  sir,  you  will 
have  the  goodness  to  have  this  business  put  in  the 
proper  train  to  have  the  President's  pleasure  on  this 
subject  commimicated  to  the  marshal." 

The  Message  and  documents  were^  on  mo- 
tion, referred  to  the  Committee  on  Foreign  Re- 
lations. 


■Wbdhesdat,  December  23. 
Another   member,  to  wit,  from    Louisiana, 
Thomas   Bolletg   Eobeetson,  appeared,  pro- 
duced his  credentials,  was  qualified,  and  took 
his  seat. 

Increase  of  the  Nam/. 
The  bill  from  the  Senate  to  increase  the  Navy 
of  the  United  States,  was  read  a  third  time ; 
and  the  question  being  stated,  "  Shall  the  bill 


Mr.  McKee  spoke  at  considerable  length 
against  its  passage,  and  concluded  by  moving  to 
postpone  it  to  Monday,  with  a  view  to  obtain- 
ing further  information  on  the  subject  of  the 
materials,  &c. 

The  motion  to  postpone  was  supported  by 
Mr.  Alston  and  Mr.  Setbbet,  and  opposed  by 
Mr.  MiLNOE,  Mr.  Bassett,  and  Mr.  Widgeet. 
The  votes  were  for  postponement  51,  against 
it  73. 

So  the  motion  was  lost. 

The  question  recurring  on  the  passage  of  the 
bUl, 

Mr.  PoTTBE  said,  as  he  represented  a  commer- 
cial State,  and  his  constituents  at  present  were 
very  anxious  for  a  navy,  he  felt-  it  his  duty  to 
assign  his  reasons  for  the  vote  he  was  about  to 
give.  He  said,  when  he  saw  his  political  friends, 
with  only  one  exception,  in  favor  of  the  bill 
under  consideration,  and  the  anxious  solicitude 
of  the  gentleman  on  the  other  side  of  the  House 
Vol.  IV.— 89 


for  its  fate,  he  felt  himself  much  embarrassed ; 
but  while  he  was  by  his  feelings  at  times  almost 
impelled  to  vote  in  its  favor,  his  judgment  com- 
pelled him  to  vote  against  it. 

Mr.  P.  said  his  objections  to  a  navy  were  that 
it  would  cost  more  than  ever  it  would  be  worth 
to  the  nation ;  that  we  could  not  build,  man, 
and  support  the  ships  contemplated,  in  addition 
to  our  present  establishment,  without  resorting 
to  the  same  means  for  their  support  as  other 
maritime  nations  had  done;  that  it  must  be 
supported  by  impression  or  oppression ;  we 
must  either  impress  our  citizens  to  man  our 
Navy,  and  compel  them  to  serve  against  their 
wills  for  almost  nothing,  or  oppress  the  nation 
with  taxes  not  to  be  endured,  to  enable  the 
Government  to  give  such  wages  as  woidd  in- 
duce our  seamen  to  enter  voluntarily  into  our 
service.  He  said  it  had  been  observed  by  the 
friends  of  the  bill,  and  particularly  by  his  friend 
from  Pennsylvania,  (Mr.  Milnoe,)  that  the 
Navy  was  at  this  time  very  popular  with  all  - 
parties,  in  this  House  and  the  nation ;  that  they 
had  done  honor  to  themselves  and  to  their 
country,  while  our  army  had,  in  almost  every 
instance,  been  defeated  and  disgraced.  Mr.  P. 
said  we  had  been  very  unfortunate  in  the  selec- 
tion of  some  of  our  commanding  officers,  who 
had,  as  it  would  seem,  been  appointed  more  be- 
cause they  wanted  office,  than  because  they  were 
qualified  for  it ;  some  of  them  were  too  old,  and 
others  too  young ;  but  he  believed  we  had  as  good 
officers  in  our  Army  as  we  had  in  the  Navy,  and 
whenever  the  time  should  arrive  that  would 
afford  them  a  fair  opportunity,  that  they  would 
equally  distinguish  themselves. 

Mr.  P.  said  there  was  a  kind  of  popular  delu- 
sion at  this  time  about  a  Navy,  that  he  found 
difficult  to  oppose.  He  said  it  was  at  least  popu- 
lar with  all  those  who  expected  to  make  money 
out  of  it,  and  with  many  from  the  most  honor- 
able motives.  But  he  believed,  when  the  peo- 
ple, who  were  to  pay  all,  and  receive  nothing, 
come  to  see  that  we  had  spent  for  them  the  last 
year  upwards  of  twenty  millions  of  dollars, 
and  that  notwithstanding  all  the  moneys  we 
had  received,  by  double  duties,  and  otherwise, 
that  we  had  increased  the  national  debt,  in  that 
year,  ten  millions  six  hundred  thousand  dollars, 
and  that  we  want,  for  the  expenses  of  the  pres- 
ent year,  agreeably  to  the  report  of  the  Sec- 
retary of  the  Treasury,  $31,925,000,  exclusive 
of  the  expense  of  the  contemplated  increase  of 
our  Navy,  and  for  losses  and  war  contingencies 
— that  when  they  should  put  those  sums  to- 
gether, and  apportion  them  to  the  several 
States,  agreeable  to  the  constitution,  and  see 
that  but  few  individuals,  and  not  many  States, 
would  have  personal  property  sufficient  to  pay 
their  proportions — that  this  delusion  as  to  those 
who  have  eventually  all  this  money  to  pay 
would  at  least  vanish. 

It  was  likewise  said  that  the  spirit  of  the 
nation  demanded  this  increase  of  our  Navy. 
He  remembered  very  well  that  it  was  so  said  on 
a  former  occasion,  and  that  the  finger  of  Heaven 
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pointed  to  war,  but  it  was  very  soon  found  that 
tlie  finger  of  the  people  pointed  to  peace.  It 
was  theu  said,  as  it  is  now  said,  that  we  were  a 
divided  people,  and  it  was  necessary  to  con- 
vince foreign  nations  that  we  would  support  our 
own  Government.  The  then  Executive  was 
addressed  from  all  parts  of  the  United  States, 
with  pledges  of  life,  fortune,  and  sacred  honor, 
in  support  of  what  he  had  done,  or  should  do. 
This  was  intended  to  correct  the  error  abroad 
as  to  our  being  a  divided  people,  and  for  no 
other  purpose.  Its  object  was  entirely  misun- 
derstood by  the  then  President.  He  thought 
they  were  uneasy  and  wanted  something  to 
steady  them.  An  army  was  raised,  and  taxes 
laid  for  their  benefit ; — a  navy  was  provided 
which  did  honor  to  themselves  and  the  nation, 
that  protected  our  commerce,  and  caused  our 
flag  to  be  respected  in  every  sea,  in  consequence 
of  which  our  revenue  continued  to  Increase, 
notwithstanding  all  the  depredations  com- 
mitted on  our  commerce,  and  the  nation 
appeared  to  be  prosperous  and  happy;  but 
when  the  people  were  called  upon  to  test 
the  sincerity  of  their  pledges  and  promises,  by 
the  payment  of  a  tax  of  only  two  millions  of 
dollars,  they  said  they  had  been  entirely  misun- 
derstood, that  those  pledges  were  intended  to 
have  an  influence  abroad,  and  not  for  the  pur- 
pose of  trouble  at  home,  and  that  they  would 
not  pay  taxes  to  support  a  navy  or  army ;  and, 
the  first  opportunity  they  had,  they  changed  the 
Administration.  If  they  would  not  then  pay 
two  millions  of  doUars,  to  support  that  Admin- 
istration, can  they  be  expected  to  pay  nearly 
fifty  millions  for  the  support  of  this,  for  the 
same  purposes  ? 

Mr.  P.  said  this  Administration,  during  the 
last  session  of  Congress,  was  addressed  from  all 
parts  of  the  Union,  and  from  many  of  the  States 
in  their  legislative  capacities,  promising  to  sup- 
port them  with  their  lives,  fortunes,  and  sacred 
honors,  in  common  form.  This  perhaps  was  to 
have  its  influence  abroad.  The  Administration, 
believing  them  sincere,  have  been  induced  to 
declare  war,  and  are  left  to  carry  it  on  without 
money.  They  flnd  that  those  pledges  and 
promises  cost  but  little,  and  are  worth  nothing ; 
and  the  consequence  will  be,  that  when  the 
people  are  called  upon  to  pay  those  enormous 
expenses,  the  present  Administration  wiU  share 
the  same  fate  from  them  as  the  former  did. 

The  gentleman  from  Massachusetts  (Mr. 
CuTTs)  said  the  expense  of  this  Navy  would 
swamp  the  present,  as  it  had  done  a  former 
Administration ;  that,  Mr.  P.  said,  was  a  busi- 
ness of  their  own,  it  was  no  concern  of  his ;  hut 
if  with  their  means  they  could  not  manage  the 
aflTairs  of  the  nation,  with  their  present  .experi- 
ence, having  seen  the  rock  on  which  a  former 
Administration  spHt,  they  would  riolily  deserve 
it ;  his  only  object  was  to  keep  his  constituents 
from  being  mired  down  with  debt  and  taxes. 

Many  gentlemen  support  this  bill  upon  the 
principle  that  this  settles  the  question ;  that  we 
are  to  become  a  great  naval  power,  and  to  have 


a  pei-manent  Nava]  Establishment ;  to  this  Mr. 
P.  said  he  objected  for  the  reasons  he  had  as- 
signed ;  he  said  he  had  found  mankind  much 
the  same :  give  them  power,  and  they  would 
not  only  use,  but  abuse  it — give  them  money, 
and  they  will  spend  it,  and  want  to  borrow ; 
and,  he  said,  if  an  Administration  like  the  pres- 
ent, without  money,  without  an  army,  or  navy, 
would  plunge  this  country  so  unprepared  into  a 
war,  and  continue  it  for  the  present  existing 
cause,  and  extend  their  views  of  conquest  to  the 
FlorJdas,  the  Canadas,  Quebec,  Halifax,  and 
Nova  Scotia,  whenever  they  should  have  money, 
an  army,  and  ships ;  the  next  thing  they  would 
want  colonies,  as  other  nations  had  done,  and 
that  Bermuda  and  New  Providence  would  be  in 
our  way;  and  we  must  have  Jamaica  to  get 
good  rum  and  sugar.  And  instead  of  this  coun- 
try enjoying  peace,  which  is  above  all  things  the 
most  desirable,  we  should  be  involved  like  other 
nations  in  pei-petual  war. 

Mr.  Eajtdolph  moved  to  postpone  the  further 
consideration  of  the  bill  till  to-morrow. — ^Lost. 

So  the  bill  was  passed. 

Medal  to  Commodore  Preble,  &c. 
The  following  Message  was  received  from  the 
President  of  the  United  States  : 
To  the  Bou$e  of  Representativfs  of  the  United  States : 
I  transmit  to  the  House  of  Eepresentatives  a  report 
of  the  Seoretaiy  of  the  Navy,  complying  with  their 
resolution  of  the  16th  instant. 

JAMES  MADISON. 
December  23,  1812. 

The  following  is  the  report  referred  to  in  the 
above  Message : 

Navy  Depahtmest,  Z>ec.  21,  1812. 

Sm :  On  the  subject  of  the  resolution  of  the  honor- 
able the  House  of  Representatives,  of  the  16th  instant, 
I  have  the  honor  to  state,  that,  in  pursuance  of  the 
resolution  of  Congress  of  the  3d  March,  1805,  a  gold 
medal,  emblematical  of  the  attacks  on  the  town,  bat- 
teries and  naval  force,  of  Tripoli,  by  the  squadron  un- 
der Commodore  Preble's  command,  was  presented  to 
Commodore  Preble,  in  the  manner  stated  in  the  en- 
closed letter,  dated  May  17,  1806:  That  one  month's 
pay  was  allowed,  "  exclusive  of  the  common  allowance, 
to  aU  the  petty  officers,  seamen,  and  marines,  of  the 
squadron,  who  so  gloriously  supported  the  honor  of 
the  American  flag,  under  the  orders  of  their  gallant 
commander,  iu  the  several  attacks ;  "  That  no  sword 
has  been  presented  to  either  of  the  commissioned 
officers  or  midshipmen,  who  distinguished  themselves 
in  the  several  attacks :  And  that  it  is  not  known  to 
this  Department  that  there  ever  was  made  by  Con- 
gress a  specific  appropriation  of  $20,000  for  the  pur- 
pose of  carrying  into  effect  the  resolution  referred  to. 

With  respect  to  that  part  of  the  resolution  which 
requests  the  President  to  cause  a  sword  to  be  present- 
ed to  each  of  the  commissioned  officers  and  midship- 
men who  distinguished  themselves,  it  is  presumed 
that  the  President  saw  what  to  his  mind  appeared 
difficulties  of  great  delicacy,  from  the  peculiar  lan- 
guage of  the  resolution.  By  the  resolution,  he  was 
requested  to  present  swords  to  such  only  as  had  dis- 
tinguished themselves  ;  and  all  having  been  represent- 
ed to  him  as  having  acted  gloriously,  he  could  not 
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in  justice  draw  with  precision  a  line  of  discrimination. 
He  felt,  it  is  presumed,  a  repugnance  to  the  making 
of  a  selection,  which,  hy  implication,  would  necessa- 
rily have  cast  an  unmerited  reproach  upon  all  not 
therein  included.  A  degradation  of  that  kind  might 
have  greatly  injured  the  service,  and  could  not  possi- 
hly  have  heen  grateful  to  the  honorahle  feelings  of 
the  favored  officers. 

I  have  the  honor  to  he,  with  the  greatest  respect, 
your  obedient  servant,  PAUL  HAMILTON. 

To  the  President. 

Navy  Department,  May  17,  1812. 

Sir  :  In  pursuance  of  the  resolution  of  Congress  of 
the  3d  March,  1805,  requesting  the  President  of  the 
United  States  to  cause  a  gold  medal  to  be  struck, 
emblematical  of  the  attacks  on  the  town,  batteries, 
and  naval  force,  of  Tripoli,  by  the  squadron  under 
your  command,  and  to  present  it  to  you  in  such  man- 
ner as  in  his  opinion  would  be  most  honorable  to  you, 
the  medal,  which  will  herewith  be  delivered  to  you 
by  Lieutenant  Jones,  has  been  struck.  You  will  re- 
ceive it,  sir,  as  a  testimony  of  your  country's  estima- 
tion of  the  important  and  honorable  services  render- 
ed by  you ;  and  you  will  be  pleased  to  accept  an 
assurance  of  the  great  pleasure  I  have  in  the  honor 
of  presenting  it  to  you. 

I  have  the  honor  to  be,  with  great  respect,  sir, 
your  most  obedient  servant,  E.  SMITH. 

To  Com.  Edward  Preble. 

From  the  records  of  the  Navy  Department. 

PAUL  HAMILTON. 

After  some  conversation  as  to  the  proper 
course  for  this  business  to  take,  it  was  referred 
to  a  select  committee,  to  consist  of  seven  mem- 
bers, to  consider  and  report  thereon. 

M.  QniNCY,  Mr.  Randolph,  Mr.  Eoake,  Mr 
Laoook,  Mr.  Teoup,  Mr.  Emott,  and  Mi-.  Dins- 
MOOE,  were  appointed  the  committee. 


may  become  due  thereafter  shall  be  paid  at  the  day 
on  which  the  time,  according  to  existing  laws,  shall 
expire  for  making  payment." 

Considerable  desultory  debate  took  place  on 
these  propositions ;  but  the  committee  rose  with- 
out coming  to  any  decision  thereon,  and  obtain- 
ed leave  to  sit  again. 


Monday,  December  28. 

Public  Lands — Cash  Si/stem  and  Seduction  of 

Price. 

The  House  resolved  itself  into  a  Committee  of 
the  Whole  on  the  report  of  the  Committee  on 
the  Public  Lands,  made  on  the  second  instant, 
respecting  an  extension  of  the  time  limited  by 
law  for  the  payment  of  lands  purchased  of  the 
United  States. 

The  report  concludes  with  the  following  reso- 
lutions, the  adoption  of  which  the  committee 
recommend : 

"  Resolved,  That  such  part  of  the  laws  for  the  sale 
of  public  lands  as  allow  a  credit  on  part  of  the  pur- 
chase money,  be  repealed ;  and  that  the  price  at 
which  lands  shall  he  offered  in  future  shall  be  one 
doUar  and  twenty-five  cents  per  acre. 

"  Resolved,  That  in  future  sales  a  portion  of  the 
public  lands  be  offered  in  tracts  of  eighty  acres. 

"  Resolved,  That  two  years  be  given  in  addition  to 
the  time  allowed  by  law  to  the  purchasers  of  public 
lands,  whose  time  of  payment  shall  have  or  may 
expire  on  or  before  the  first  day  of  January,  1814,  on 
condition  that  all  the  interest  that  has  accrued  or 
may  accrue  on  or  before  the  18th  day  of  March 
next,  shall  be  paid  at  that  day,  and  the  interest  that 


Tuesday,  December  29. 
Additional  Military  Force. 

The  House  resolved  itself  into  a  Committee  of 
the  Whole  on  the  hill  "  supplementary  to  the 
act  for  the  more  perfect  organization  of  the 
Army  of  the  United  States,"  and  on  the  bill  "in 
addition  to  the  act  for  raising  an  additional  mili- 
tary force." 

The  bUls  having  been  read  through,  a  motion 
was  made  by  Mr.  David  E.  Williams  to  fill  the 
blanks  in  the  first  bill,  fgr  the  amont  of  bounty, 
&c.,  and  the  question  having  been  stated — 

Mr.  D.  E.  Williams  said,  the  embarrassment 
which  he  felt  on  the  present  occasion,  was  riot  of 
an  ordinary  kind ;  he  was  so  solemnly  impressed 
with  the  importance  of  the  subject  before  the 
committee,  he  was  fearful  its  success  might,  in 
some  degree,  depend  on  his  efforts  to  sustain  it ; 
and,  feeling  that  the  interest,  perhaps  the  char- 
acter of  his  country,  might  be  committed  by  the 
decision,  he  was  humbled  that  its  cause  could 
not  by  him  be  more  ably  supported.  He  felt, 
however,  some  confidence  from  the  circumstance 
that  the  Military  Committee  was  entitled  to  the 
candor  of  the  House,  because  it  had  not  present- 
ed mere  fragments,  to  be  acted  on  in  detail,  but 
a  system  on  which  to  rest  the  future  prosecu- 
tion of  the  war.  An  explanation  of  its  merits, 
from  the  relation  in  which  he  stood  to  that 
committee,  was  probably  expected  of  him. 

Without  going  back  to  the  unavoidable  and 
just  causes  of  the  war  in  which  we  were  en- 
gaged, he  would  presume  it  was  the  object  of 
all  to  terminate  it  successfully,  and  that  there 
now  remained  no  other  mode  than  to  call  into 
the  field  a  force  adequate  to  the  command  of 
every  honorable  object.  The  force  was  abun- 
dant throughout  the  community,  to  secure,  if 
directed  with  skiU,  spirit,  and  enterprise,  our 
defence  everywhere ;  and,  by  ofience,  to  make 
the  enemy  feel  it  had  become  his  interest  to 
abstain  from  plunder  and  oppression. 

The  character  of  our  Government  had  been 
so  depressed  in  Europe,  not  more  by  foreign 
than  domestic  misrepresentation,  as  much  even 
within  these  walls  as  without  them,  it  had  be- 
come necessary  to  make  war  to  place  our  backs 
against  the  wall  and  prove  to  European  maraud- 
ers there  is  a  point  beyond  which  we  will  not 
recede.  This  good  the  war  has  accomplished ; 
but  it  has  become  more  than  ever  necessary  to 
prove  that  we  will  not  only  declare  war,  but  can 
prosecute  it  with  energy  and  courageous  enter- 
prise. The  honor,  the  character  of  the  nation, 
require  that  the  British  power  on  our  borders 
shall  be  demolished  in  the  next  campaign — ^her 
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American  provinces  once  wrested  from  her, 
every  attempt  to  recover  them  will  be  chimeri- 
cal, except  through  negotiation.  The  road  to 
peace  then  lies  through  Canada.  When  we  shall 
once  be  in  possession  of  it,  peace,  honorable 
peace,  the  sole  object  of  us  all,  is  secured.  But 
some  gentlemen  affect  a  sympathy  for  the 
Canadians — why,  say  they,  will  you  make  war 
on  them?  They  have  not  injured  us.  Nor, 
sir,  has  the  British  tar  injured  us,  although 
he  is  the  instrument  of  plunder  and  im- 
pressment. It  is  to  conquer  the  sovereignty 
of  the  soil,  to  raze  the  British  power,  to  reach, 
by  such  means,  her  profligate  and  unjust  minis- 
try, that  war  is  waged  at  all — the  unarmed  will 
never  fall  on  American  bayonets;  it  is  not 
against  the  people  of  either  Canada  or  Great 
Britain,  but  against  the  Enghsh  subject  in  arms, 
that  the  war  is  directed.  By  physical  force 
then  alone  can  we  proceed. 

Having  shown  the  necessity  of  augmenting 
the  regular  forces,  it  was  equally  material  to 
provide  for  filling  the  ranks,  and  for  keeping 
them  at  their  full  complement  when  filled.  With 
this  view  was  the  1st  section  introduced.  The 
greatest  evil,  incident  to  the  recruiting  service, 
results  from  the  number  of  persons  to  whom  the 
public  money  was  necessarily  distributed;  in 
proportion  to  the  number  of  persons  with  whom 
it  is  intrusted,  will  be  its  misapphcation.  To 
remedy  this  it  is  proposed  to  appoint  officers  to 
each  regiment,  for  that  particular  purpose,  in 
no  way  different  from  those  already  appointed, 
who  shall  be  employed  in  recruiting  for  their 
respective  regiments;  these  to  be  ixnder  the 
order  of  a  major,  who  shall  receive  and  be 
accountable  for  the  issue  of  money  and  clothes 
for  that  service.  The  ranks  filled,  the  presence 
of  all  the  officers  on  the  present  establishment 
will  be  indispensable,  as  in  our  service  the  pro- 
portion of  privates  to  the  officers  is  greater  than 
in  any  other  service  whatever.  The  new  or- 
ganization which  was  given  to  the  Army  at  the 
last  session  increased  the  number  of  privates  in 
each  company,  without  a  corresponding  increase 
of  officers.  If  two  lieutenants  were  necessary 
in  a  company,  for  the  purpose  of  discipline  and 
recruiting,  when  it  consisted  of  only  sixty-four 
privates,  assuredly  three  are  as  much  so  now  it 
is  raised  to  ninety.  The  recruits,  as  fast  as  they 
are  enlisted,  may  be  concentrated  under  the  eye 
of  the  major,  where  they  may  be  exercised  and 
drilled,  so  that  when  he  joins  the  regiment, 
they  will  be  qualified  to  enter  the  ranks  and 
face  the  enemy. 

One  other  objectionhe  could  anticipate — ^per- 
haps those  who  can  sneer  at  the  disastei's  and 
misfortunes  of  the  late  campaign  may  object  that 
there  is  no  encouragement  to  vote  additional 
forces,  seeing  those  which  have  been  already 
raised  have  been  so  illy  employed.  It  becomes 
us  all  to  be  equally  faithful  to  our  country, 
whether  her  arms  are  victorious  or  not ;  it  is  in 
times  of  discomfiture  that  the  patriot's  resolu- 
tion and  virtues  are  most  needed.  It  is  no  mat- 
ter by  what  party  names  we  are  distinguished ; 


this  is  our  country — we  are  children  of  the  same 
family,  and  ought  to  be  brothers  in  a  common 
cause.  The  misfortune  which  befalls  one  por- 
tion, should  sink  deep  in  the  hearts  of  the  others, 
also.  What  misfortune  so  great  as  the  loss  of 
character  ?  If  we  shall  forget  our  impatience 
under  disgrace,  and  lookback  on  the  events  that 
have  passed,  with  only  as  much  candor  as  be- 
comes us,  this  objection  must  vanish.  Under  the 
circumstances  in  which  it  found  itself^  without 
experience,  either  in  itself  or  others  to  guide  it, 
Administration  ought  not  to  be  censured  for 
the  bad  military  appointments  it  may  have 
made,  however  much  it  may  deserve,  if  it  shall 
retain  men  in  employ,  when  found  incapable  to 
discharge  the  duties  intrusted  to  him.  He  was 
fearless  of  contradiction  in  declaring,  all  our  dis- 
asters sprung  from  a  cause  which  no  man  in  the 
nation  could  have  anticipated.  It  was  next  to 
impossible  any  human  being  could  have  fore- 
seen, much  less  provided  against  it.  It  was  with 
pain  and  reluctance  he  felt  it  his  duty  to  speak 
of  an  officer  fallen  and  disgraced ;  he  wished  he 
could  discover  any  cause  for  the  surrender  of 
Detroit,  less  heinous  than  treachery  or  coward- 
ice— between  them  he  saw  nothing  to  choose. 
Justice  will  hereafter,  if  party  heat  denies  it 
now,  pronounce  the  plan  of  the  campaign,  as 
intrusted  to  General  Hull,  easy  to  be  accom- 
plished and  judicious  in  its  objects.  The  com- 
mandant was  furnished  with  every  means 
necessary  for  success — with  money,  men,  pro- 
visions, and  munitions  of  war,  in  abundance. 
What  better  mode  could  have  been  adopted,  to 
prevent  Indian  hostility  and  intercept  British 
supplies  of  the  instruments  of  massacre  ?  That 
your  army  had  not  been  protected  beyond  the 
point  with  which  communications  could  have 
been  maintained,  is  evident  from  the  events 
which  followed.  What  was  there  to  mar  suc- 
cess ?  The  commandant  at  Maiden  needed  only 
an  apology  to  surrender !  What  if  the  other 
Hull  had  commanded  ?  Every  thing  would  have 
fallen  before  him — great  science  was  not  neces- 
sary ;  courage  and  faithfulness  would  have  ac- 
complished every  thing.  A  train  of  heavy  artil- 
lery was  not  required  to  batter  a  breach  for  the 
assault ;  it  was  not  necessary  to  fire  a  single 
gun — not  a  cartridge  need  have  been  expended 
— the  bayonet  alone  was  adequate  to  have  taken 
Maiden  at  any  hour  from  the  moment  the  Amer- 
ican army  crossed  into  Canada,  till  its  most 
shameful  retreat.  The  fort  was  not  enclosed — 
one  entire  side  was  open  to  assault.  Yes,  sir, 
had  the  brave  Hull,  who  bore  your  "  thunder 
on  the  mountain  wave,"  directed  the  valor  of 
the  army,  he  would  have  poured  the  storm  of 
victory  resistless  on  the  foe.  This  black  deed,  , 
without  a  battle,  was  consummated  in  the 
solicitous  surrender  of  the  brave  corps  which 
were  hastening  to  his  relief;  these,  too,  were 
arrested  and  thrown  back  on  the  community, 
leaving  the  whole  Western  frontier  exposed  to 
savage  inroad.  Hence  all  our  misfortunes! 
After  this,  will  it  be  contended  that  the  acci- 
dental appointment  of  an  improper  agent  shall 


DEBATES  OF  CONGEESS. 


613 


Decembek,  1812."] 


Additional  Military  Force. 


[H.  OF  R. 


cause  a  refusal  of  the  force  necessary  to  drag  our 
drowned  honor  np  from  the  ocean  of  infamy 
into  which  it  has  been  plunged  ?  Impossible ! 
Economy  of  life  and  treasure  call  for  a  vigorous 
campaign-  away  with  lifeless  expedients ;  mis- 
erable inertness  must  be  banished — zeal  and 
energy  must  be  infused  everywhere.  One  pro- 
tracted campaign  will  cost  twenty-fold  more 
than  the  expenditure  now  asked  for.  Let  this 
be  the  signal  for  resolution — the  first  evidence 
of  energetic  policy.  Let  us  suppose  ourselves 
leading  the  forlorn  hope,  and  assume  the  spirit 
and  vigor  characteristic  of  such  an  enterprise — 
the  army  will  feel  it — ^the  people  will  feel 
it — disaster  and  disgrace  will  then  disappear. 
It  is  to  save  the  public  treasure — the  people's 
blood ;  it  is  for  the  reclamation  of  character,  I 
ask  for  high  bounties  and  premiums;  and,  so 
asking,  I  hope  not  to  be  denied. 

The  question  was  then  taken  on  filling  the 
several  blanks  in  the  first  bill,  and  carried. 

Mr.  H.  Olat  congratulated  the  committee  and 
the  nation  on  the  system  which  had  been  pre- 
sented to  their  consideration,  and  the  prospect 
of  prosecuting  the  next  campaign  with  a  vigor 
which  should  insure  a  successful  result.  He 
rose  at  this  time,  however,  to  propose  an  amend- 
ment to  the  bill,  the  object  of  which  was  to  re- 
peal so  much  of  former  laws  as  authorizes  a 
bounty  of  land  to  the  recruits.  He  was  satisfied 
that,  as  respected  the  nation,  this  was  a  waste 
of  its  capital,  without  producing  a  single  provi- 
dent result.  As  to  the  recruiting  service,  he 
was  convinced,  from  what  he  had  heard,  that  it 
added  scarcely  any  inducement  to  the  recruit — 
that  it  had  not  added  a  hundred  men  to  the 
army.  He  confessed  he  had  been  much  mis- 
taken as  to  the  effect  it  had  been  expected  to 
produce,  &c.  Mr.  0.  added  many  remarks 
going  to  support  his  positions,  stating,  among 
other  things,  that  the  land  would  in  the  end  get 
into  the  hands  of  speculators,  and  the  individu- 
als for  whose  benefit  it  was  intended  would  de- 
rive no  advantage  from  it.  Now  that  it  was 
proposed  to  increase  the  bounty  in  money,  he 
thought  it  would  be  a  proper  occasion  to  repeal 
so  much  of  the  existing  laws  as  allowed  a  bounty 
in  land,  on  which  the  recruits  set  generally  as 
much  value  as  if  it  were  located  in  the  moon. 
Mr.  0.  concluded  by  making  a  motion  to  that 
effect. 

Mr.  Thotjp  and  Mr.  Bibb  stated  objections  to 
the  motion,  as  going  to  withdraw  what  was  cer- 
tainly, in  many  parts  of  the  country,  an  induce- 
ment to  enlistments,  at  a  time  when  every 
means  ought  to  be  called  into  action  for  the 
purpose  of  filling  the  ranks  of  the  army. 

Mr-  Clay's  motion  was  then  agreed  to  by  the 
committee. 

The  other  bill  before  the  committee,  going  to 
authorize  the  raising  an  additional  force  of 
twenty  thousand  men  for  one  year,  was  then 
taken  up,  and  the  blanks  therein  severally  filled. 

Mr.  Pitkin,  adverting  to  the  provision  of  the 
bill  which  gives  the  appointment  of  oflScers  be- 
low the  rank  of  colonel  to  the  President  alone, 


inquired  the  reasons  why,  contrary  to  the  gen- 
eral usage,  the  Senate  were  precluded  from  con- 
currence in  these  appointments  ? 

Mr.  Williams  stated  that  the  motive  of  the 
committee  in  proposing  this  provision  was,  to 
avoid  the  delay  incidental  to  the  minor  appoint- 
ments, which  could  be  much  more  easily  and 
effectually  made  by  the  colonels  of  the  regiments, 
respectively,  who  would  be  personally  acquaint- 
ed with,  and  responsible  for,  the  good  conduct 
of  those  who  weie  appointed. 

Mr.  Tallmadge  moved  to  strike  out  the  sec- 
tion of  the  bill  which  directs  the  manner  in 
which  the  company  officers  shall  be  appointed. 
He  said  he  had  hoped  that  the  committee  would 
have  risen  and  given  at  least  one  day  for  con- 
sideration ;  that,  they  would  have  maturely 
weighed  and  deliberately  made  up  their  minii 
on  this  question.  It  is  true  that,  in  1798,  there 
was  a  power  given  to  the  President  of  the  Unit- 
ed States  to  appoint  all  ofiicers  for  ten  thou- 
sand men  under  the  rank  of  field  oflScers ;  but 
the  appointment  of  all  field  officers  was  retained 
to  the  President  and  Senate.  Mi-.  T.  said  he 
knew  how  perfectly  easy  it  was  to  go  on  step 
by  step,  and  yield  power  till  it  all  passed  out  of 
our  hands.  The  argument  now  is  a  plea  of 
urgency.  What  was  the  case  in  1798?  Not 
the  same  as  now.  Congress  had  been  making 
preparations  on  the  contingency  of  war.  The 
language  of  the  law  which  has  been  referred  to 
is  to  this  effect :  in  case  of  war  being  declared 
by  any  foreign  power,  or  the  country  actually 
invaded,  then  the  President  shall  have  the 
power  of  appointing  these  officers.  Such  a  pro- 
vision was  very  different  from  that  now  pro- 
posed. Mr.  T.  was  also  opposed  to  this  sectiou 
in  the  bUl,  because  he  would  not  pass  a  bill 
going,  as  far  as  in  the  power  of  this  House,  to 
take  away  the  power  of  appointment  from  the 
Senate.  It  was  a  disrespect  he  would  not  offer 
to  them,  to  call  upon  them  to  ratify  a  law  de- 
priving themselves  of  a  power  they  have  uni- 
formly possessed  and  exercised. 

The  question  was  taken  on  Mr.  Tallmadgb's 
motion  to  strike  out  the  section,  and  lost. 

The  committee  rose  and  reported  the  two 
bills  and  the  House  adjourned. 


Wednesday,  December  30. 

Additional  Military  Force. 
The  question  was  then  taken  on  engrossment 
of  the  bm  for  a  third  reading,  and  passed  in  the 
affirmative — yeas  70,  nays  37,  as  follows : 

Yeas Willis  Alston,  jr.,  Stevenson  Archer,  Daniel 

Avety,  Ezekiel  Bacon,  David  Bard,  William  Bamett, 
Bnrwell  Bassett,  William  W.  Bibh,  William  Black- 
ledge,  Robert  Brown,  William  A.  BurweU,  William 
Bntler,  John  C.  Calhonn,  Francis  Carr,  Langdon 
Cheves,  Matthew  Clay,  James  Cochran.  John  Clop- 
ton,  William  Crawford,  Richard  Cntts,  Roger  Davis, 
Joseph  Desha,  Samnel  Dinsmoor,  Elias  Earle,  William 
Findlay,  James  Fisk,  Meshack  Franklin,  Charles 
Goldsborongh,  Isaiah  L.  Green,  Felix  Grundy,  Boi- 
ling Hall,  Obed  Hall,  Johp  A,  Harper,  Aylett  Hawes, 
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John  M.  Hyneman,  Joseph  Kent,  William  R.  King, 
Abner  Lacock,  Peter  Little,  Aaron  Lyle,  Nathaniel 
Macon,  Thomas  Moore,  William  McCoy,  Samnel 
MoKee,  Samuel  L.  Mitchill,  Jeremiah  Morrow,  An- 
thony New,  Thomas  Newton,  Stephen  Ormsby,  Israel 
Pickens,  James  Pleasants,  jr.,  Benjamin  Pond,  Wil- 
liam M.  Richardson,  Thomas  B.  Robertson,  John 
Rhea,  John  Roane,  Jonathan  Roberts,  Ebenczer  Snge, 
Thos.  Sammons,  John  Sevier,  Adam  Seybert,  George 
Smith,  John  Taliaferro,  Uri  Tracy,  George  M.  Tronp, 
Charles  Turner,  jr.,  Robert  Whitehill,  David  R.  Wil- 
liams, William  Widgeiy,  and  Richard  Wynn. 

Nays. — John  Baker,  Abyah  Bigelow,  Harmanus 
Bleecker,  Adam  Boyd,  James  Breckenridge,  Elijah 
Brigham,  Epaphroditus  Champion,  Martin  Chitten- 
den, John  Davenport,  jr.,  William  Ely,  James  Emott, 
Thos.  R.  Gold,  Edwin  Gray,  Jacob  Hnfty,  Richard 
Jackson,  jr.,  Lyman  Law,  Joseplj,  Lewis,  jr.,  George 
C.  Maxwell,  Archibald  McBryde,  Jonathan  0.  Mose- 
ly,  Thos.  Newbold,  Joseph  Pearson,  Timothy  Pitkin, 
jr.,  Elisha  R.  Potter,  Josiah  Quincy,  John  Ran- 
dolph, William  Reed,  Henry  M.  Ridgely,  William 
Rodman,  Daniel  Sheffey,  R, chard  Stanford,  Lewis  B. 
Sturges,  Samuel  Taggart,  Benjamin  Tallmad^e, 
Laban  Wheaton,  Leonard  White,  and  Thomas  Wil- 
son. 

So  the  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed  for  a 
third  reading. 

The  House  then  proceeded  to  the  considera- 
tion of  the  report  of  the  Committee  of  the 
Whole  on  the  other  bill  reported  by  the  com- 
mittee, entitled  '-A  bill  in  addition  to  the  act  to 
raise  an  additional  military  force,  and  for  other 
purposes  " — the  first  section  of  which  is  as  fol- 
lows : 

Be  it  enacted,  &c.,  That,  in  addition  to  the  present 
Military  Establishment  of  the  United  States,  there  be 
raised  twenty  regiments  of  infantry,  to  be  enlisted  for 
the  term  of  one  year,  unless  sooner  discharged. 


[The  remainder  of  the  bill  is  mere  detail ;  the 
bounty  on  enlistment  sixteen  dollars.] 
_  Mr.  Gold  said  this  was  a  bill  involving  ques- 
tions of  great  importance,  as  well  in  principle  as 
in  its  details.  _  There  was  one  feature  especially 
of  the  bill  which  required  mature  consideration ; 
be  alluded  to  the  limited  period  of  service  of  the 
proposed  additional  force.  There  was  no  press- 
ing emergency  to  hurry  the  bill ;  and  he,  there- 
fore, moved  to  postpone  the  further  con- 
sideration of  it  to  Monday,  which  was  nega- 
tived. 

Death  of  Mr.  Smilie. 

So  soon  as  this  decision  was  declared — 

Mr.  FiNDLAT  rose.— It  is  my  melancholy  duty, 
said  he,  to  announce  to  this  House  that  my  ven- 
erable colleague  and  old  friend  and  associate 
John  Smilib,  is  no  more.  He  departed  this  life 
at  two  o'clock  this  afternoon. 

A  committee  was  then  appointed  to  superin- 
tend the  funeral  of  the  deceased,  consisting  of 
Messrs.  Findlay,  Ltli?,  Bbows,  Eobeets,  Da- 
vis, Lacock,  and  Hyneman. 

A  resolution  was  unanimously  adopted,  re- 
questmg  each  member  of  the  House.   " 


Smilie,  to  wear  crape  on  the  left  arm  for  one 
month. 

And,  on  motion  of  Mr.  Fitoh,  the  House  then 
adjourned. 


Thfesdat,  December  31. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  Findlay, 

Sesohed,  unanimoiuly,  That  the  members  of 
tliis  House  will  attend  the  funeral,  of  the  lato 
John  Smilie,  this  day,  at  two  o'clock. 

Reaohed,  That  a  message  be  sent  to  the  Sen- 
ate to  notify  them  of  the  death  of  John  Smilie, 
late  a  member  of  this  House,  and  that  his  funeral 
will  take  place  at  two  o'clock,  this  day. 

And  then  the  House  adjourned. 


Satukdat,  January  2,  1813. 
Additional  Military  Force. 

The  House  resumed  the  consideration  of  the 
report  of  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  on  the 
bill  in  addition  to  the  act  for  raising  an  addi- 
tional military  force. 

The  amendments  made  by  the  House  having 
been  agreed  to,  the  question  was  stated,  Shall 
the  bill  be  engrossed,  and  read  a  third  time  ? 

Mr.  MosELT  said  that,  in  stating  concisely 
some  of  the  reasons  which  would  induce  him  to 
vote  against  the  present  bill,  he  should  not  at- 
tempt to  enter  into  a  consideration  of  the  jus- 
tice or  expediency  of  the  war,  nor  the  policy  of 
continuing  it.  War  is  declared,  and  it  appears 
to  be  the  determination  of  those  who  have  the 
control  of  our  public  concerns  to  prosecute  it 
with  the  utmost  vigor ;  yes,  sir,  with  a  vigor 
that,  within  twelve  months  from  the  enlistment 
of  the  twenty  thousand  men  to  be  raised  by  this 
bin,  we  are  told  must  bring  it  to  a  successful 
termination.  Eeally,  Mr.  Speaker,  when  I  lis- 
tened to  the  confident  assurance  of  the  honora- 
ble Chairman  of  the  Military  Committee,  that 
with  these  twenty  thousand  men,  in  addition  to 
the  troops  already  raised,  and  voted  to  be  raised, 
we  should  in  a  single  campaign  be  able  to  con- 
quer Canada,  Nova  Scotia,  and  New  Brunswick, 
and  that  the  object  of  all  these  conquests  was  to 
procure  an  honorable  peace,  I  almost  felt  my- 
self persuaded  as  a  peace  man  to  join  the  honor- 
able gentleman  in  his  project  of  fighting  for 
peace  one  year,  with  such  a  certainty  of  ob- 
taining it  at  the  expiration  of  that  period ;  but 
unfortunately  I  could  not  but  recollect  the  fate 
of  similar  assurances  made  on  former  occasions. 
When  we  were  about  declaring  war,  I  very  well 
remember  that  we  were  told  with  equal  confi- 
dence by  gentlemen  anxious  to  engage  in  it  (and 
who  would  listen  to  no  arguments,  even  for  de-  ' 
lay,  against  the  measure)  that  we  had  only  to 
declare  war,  and  Canada  would,  in  the  course 
of  a  few  months,  at  most,  be  ours;  that  the 
militia  alone,  with  the  aid  of  a  very  few  regu- 
lars, would  be  competent  to  the  conquest  of  the 
whole  country,  except  the  fortress  of  Quebec; 

on/I     4-\\ni-    ■t-X,,^4. J. It    -tl  n  .       ' 
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informed  ns  that  the  people  of  those  Provinces 
■would  almost  conquer  themselves;  that  they 
■were  at  least  pre-disposed  to  be  conquered — to 
use  his  own  expression,  that  they  ■were  "pant- 
ing "  to  participate  in  our  liberty. 

Experience  has  now  proved  the  fallacy  of 
these  predictions.  Gentlemen  must  now  be 
convinced  that  Canada  is  not  to  be  conquered 
quite  so  easily  as  they  had  imagined — that  it  is 
not  to  be  subdued  ■with  a  fe-w  thousand  mUitia, 
regulars,  or  volunteers,  though  aided  by  procla- 
mations. I  mention  proclamations,  because  they 
seem  to  be  considered  as  an  indispensable  auxil- 
iary on  all  great  emergencies.  What  can  be  done 
by  proclamation,  I  will  readily  concede  ■we  are 
competent  to  do.  No  nation,  I  believe,  ever 
arrived  at  greater  perfection  in  the  art  of  proc- 
lamation-making than  ■we  have  done;  and  if 
history  is  faithful  to  record  them,  -we  shall  in 
this  particular  at  least  bear  the  palm  from  all  the 
■world. 

Sir,  it  can  afford  pleasure  to  no  man,  ■who 
feels  as  he  ought  for  the  honor  and  interest  of 
his  country,  to  dwell  unnecessarily  upon  the 
disasters  and  disgrace  ■which  have  everywhere 
attended  our  military  operations  from  the  com- 
mencement of  the  "war  to  the  present  time.  I 
mean  upon  land;  for  to  our  little  Navy  too 
much  praise  cannot  be  given.  Our  gallant  sea- 
men have  not  only  afforded  to  their  countrymen 
examples  of  valor  worthy  of  imitation,  but  they 
have  also  taught  us  a  lesson  of  -wisdom,  by  -which 
I  am  happy  to  find  ■we  have  manifested  a  dispo- 
sition to  profit.  But,  sir,  ■while  gentlemen  must 
feel  mortified  at  the  miserable  termination  of  all 
our  boasted  military  exploits  thus  far,  and  might 
■wish  to  draw  a  veil  over  the  disgraceful  scenes 
■which  have  taken  place,  it  cannot  be  done ;  it 
■would  be  unwise  to  attempt  it.  We  ought 
rather  to  look  at  the  causes  which  have  pro- 
duced our  misfortunes,  and  pursue  a  course  in 
future  ■which  may  not  expose  us  to  similar  evils. 

Mr.  Gold  said  the  annals  of  this  Government, 
the  last  six  months,  commencing  -with  the  decla- 
ration of  -war,  -would  be  found  the  most  inter- 
esting, the  most  deplorable. 

In  that  period,  -we  have  seen  a  -war  declared, 
precipitately  and  prematurely;  for,  notwith- 
standing all  the  arguments  urged  on  that  occa- 
sion, -with  so  much  zeal  and  eloquence,  time  has 
dissipated  all ;  the  illusion  has  vanished ;  your 
army,  so  confidently  expected,  did  not,  under 
the  magic  of  that  declaration,  spring  into  exist- 
ence ;  the  condition  of  your  enlistments  -would 
not,  I  apprehend,  at  this  hour,  justify  the  decla- 
ration of  war.  We  have  seen,  sir,  that  -war  con- 
ducted in  a  manner  well  to  comport  with  the 
spirit  in  which  it  was  declared ;  disaster  upon  dis- 
aster in  rapid  succession  have  followed;  the 
tone  and  heart  of  the  country  broken;  univer- 
sal disgust  at  the  past,  and  deep  concern  and 
anxiety  for  the  future,  prevail  everywhere. 

And  what,  Mr.  Speaker,  is  now  proposed  for 
the  future — what  is  to  retrieve  our  affairs — on 
what  are  our  hopes  to  rest  ?  An  army  of  twelve- 
months' men !     A  broken  reed !     An  army  and 


term  of  service,  which  well  nigh  lost  the  coun- 
try in  the  Revolutionary  war ;  an  army  which 
in  every  step  and  stage  of  that  war  received  the 
uniform  and  reiterated  censure  and  condemna- 
tion of  Washington,  and  every  intelligent  ofiicer 
of  that  period ;  an  army  that  stands  recorded  by 
every  historian  of  that  war  with  deep  reproach 
and  reprobation.  Such  is  the  foundation  of  our 
future  hopes ;  shutting  our  eyes  upon  the  les- 
sons of  experience,  we  live  but  to  repeat  former 
errors  and  ren^w  our  sufferings.  Shall  we  never 
learn,  that  a  soldier  is  not  the  creature  of  an 
hour ;  that  he  must  be  seasoned  to  the  hardships 
of  war ;  that  to  remove  your  recruit  from  his 
fireside,  from  his  plentiful  board,  and  all  the 
comforts  with  which  he  is  surrounded,  to  the 
theatre  of  service,  there  to  sleep  on  the  ground 
in  tents,  with  two  or  three  articles  of  subsistence 
only,  is  to  give  him  up  a  victim  to  disease,  to 
consign  him  to  the  grave?  This  precise  result 
is  presented  to  the  mind  by  the  melancholy  re- 
view of  the  last  campaign  ;  disease  and  death 
have  walked  abroad  in  our  armies  on  the  fron- 
tier ;  they  have  been  swept  to  the  grave  as  by 
the  besom  of  destruction.  It  has  not  stopped 
with  your  army ;  the  frontier  inhabitants,  in- 
fected by  the  diseases  of  the  camp,  fly  from  the 
deadly  theatre  as  from  a  destroying  angel! 
Shall  we  never  learn  the  difference  between  our 
situation,  and  that  of  nations  who  have  a  com- 
petent military  establishment,  suflScient  at  all 
times  for  both  offensive  and  defensive  opera- 
tions ? 

The  slender  Military  Establishment  of  the 
United  States,  whilst  it  consults  economy,  and 
favors  the  genius  of  the  Government,  forbids  a 
hasty  resort  to  war,  especially  extra-territorial 
and  offensive  war ;  time  for  preparation,  after 
the  measure  is  resolved  on,  is  indispensable ;  and 
a  disregard  of  our  situation  in  this  respect  can- 
not fail  to  induce  defeat  and  disaster — to  pro- 
duce such  a  campaign  as  has  just  now  closed. 

But,  Mr.  Speaker,  wherefore  change  the  term 
of  enlistment,  from  five  years,  or  during  the 
war,  to  one  year  ?  The  sole  avowed  object  of 
the  war  by  land  was  the  conquest  of  the 
Canadas.  Are  you  at  this  hour  nearer  your  ob- 
ject than  on  the  day  you  declared  war,  or  has 
that  object,  with  a  steady  and  sure  pace,  con- 
stantly receded  from  you  as  you  have  advanced 
in  the  war  ?  Is  Canada  so  far  conquered  that 
you  can  now  reduce  the  term  of  enlistment  ?  It 
is  impossible  to  shut  our  eyes  on  the  past; 
while  all  is  disgust  and  despondency  with  our 
own  citizens — sick  of  the  past,  and  concerned 
for  the  future ;  while  every  post  brings  to  the 
Cabinet  fearful  and  alarming  changes  in  the 
sentiments  of  the  people  under  this  ill-fated 
war ;  your  enemy,  the  Canadians,  take  courage, 
their  wavering  sentiments  have  become  re- 
solved, and  union  in  defence  of  their  firesides,  the 
land  diat  gives  them  bread,  is  spreading  and 
cementing  ah  in  the  patriotic  vow. 

There  was  a  time,  sir,  when  you  had  friends 
in  the  Upper  Province ;  there  were  many  who 
wished  well  to  your   arms,   and  would  have 
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greeted  your  ai^proach,  but  that  ill-fated  policy 
which  precipitated  every  thing,  which  in  zeal  for 
the  end  overlooked  the  means,  has  blasted  all 
onr  hopes  from  that  quarter.  The  Canadian, 
while  he  knows  your  power,  distrusts  your  wis- 
dom and  your  capacity  to  conduct  the  war;  he 
dares  not  commit  himself,  his  all,  to  such  aus- 
pices. Hence,  sir,  difficulties  thicken  on  every 
side,  and  at  least  three  times  the  force  is  now 
necessary  to  effect  the  conquest,  which  would 
have  been  required  at  the  commencement  of  the 
war.  Have  we  made  an  impression  on  the 
Prince  Eegent  and  his  Ministry  ?  are  they  now 
raore  disposed  to  succumb  and  accept  your 
terms  than  before  the  war?  How  stand  the 
people  of  the  British  Empire  ?  Instead  of  then- 
coercing  the  Government  into  our  terms,  which 
we  fondly  anticipated,  the  late  election  to  Par- 
liament shows  them  disposed  to  go  hand  in 
hand  with  the  Government  in  resisting  our 
claims  and  inflicting  on  us  all  the  evils  of  war. 
"Maritime  Rights"  are  echoed  and  re-echoed 
•with  applause  throughout  the  Empire.  Such, 
sir,  are  the  bitter  fruits  of  your  policy,  and  to 
what  farther  point  the  same  hand  shall  conduct 
the  destinies  of  the  country,  remains  to  be  seen. 

I  seek  not  to  aggravate  the  misconduct  of  the 
war,  nor  to  commend  our  enemies,  but  only 
wish,  sir,  that  we  may  see  things  as  they  are, 
our  actual  situation,  and  thus  look  danger  in 
the  face.  Do  you  persevere  in  the  conquest  of 
Oa&ada?  Pass  not  the  barrier  with  an  army  of 
less  than  forty-five  or  fifty  thousand  men :  if 
you  do,  in  my  apprehension,  the  defeats  and 
disasters  of  the  past  campaign  will  be  visited 
upon  you ;  another  army  wiU  be  made  to  pass 
under  the  yoke,  and  at  the  end  of  the  year,  yon 
will  find  yourself  still  further  removed  from 
your  object.  The  tug  of  war  is  now  placed 
fairly  before  us,  we  cannot  advance  without 
meetiog  it.  Such,  Mr.  Speaker,  are  the  grounds 
on  which  I  object  to  this  twelve-months'  army ; 
it  is  not  adapted  to  the  professed  object  of  the 
war,  the  conquest  of  Canada.  Is  there,  sir,  any 
other  object  in  contemplation  of  the  Govern- 
ment; any  other  land  of  leeks  and  onions, 
which  Heaven  has  given  us,  or  to  which  our 
destinies  lead  ?  Is  the  South  of  easier  access 
than  the  North,  and  is  the  circle  of  hostility  to 
be  extended  to  that  quarter  ?  We  profess  a 
pacific  policy ;  moderation  and  justice  are  our 
boast ;  let  us  beware  how  we  commit  to  the 
hazard  this  high  and  enviable  character ;  how 
we  yield,  on  specious  grounds,  to  the  mad  and 
destructive  policy  which  we  reprobate  in  others ; 
a  policy  which  has  in  all  periods  overwhelmed 
nations  with  calamity,,  and  swelled  the  tide  of 
human  misery. 

I  fear  there  are  points  in  our  neutral  course, 
in  our  relative  conduct  towards  Great  Britain 
and  France  which  will  not  bear  examination. 
You  proclaimed  the  Berlin  and  Milan  decrees 
revoked,  and  put  upon  Great  Britain  the 
threatened  alternative  of  non-intercourse.  Was 
the  fact  so  ?  You  took  a  promise  for  the  fact ; 
you  proclaimed  the  fact,  while  Prance  herself. 


the  author  of  the  deed  and  party  to  be  bene- 
fited, denies  and  disowns  it  as  done  at  the 
time.  Here  was  a  fatal  error,  a  departure  from 
the  straight  line  of  justice ;  and  when  our  error 
in  this  was  palpable  to  all  the  world,  we 
gave  no  explanation,  no  excuse,  but  persevered 
in  a  measure  which  led  to  war.  It  is  this 
course,  sir,  this  departure  from  even-handed 
neutrality  between  Great  Britain  and  France, 
that  has  lost  yon  the  support  of  your  own  citi- 
zens to  a  great  and  alarming  extent,  and  at  this 
moment  sustains  the  British  Ministry  in  the 
hearts  of  Englishmen.  It  is  this  belief  of  onr 
Government's  leaning  to  France,  that  has  car- 
ried that  Ministry  so  triumphantly  through  the 
late  elections  to  Parliament. 

If  any  thing  could  add  to  the  gloom  and 
sicken  the  mind  under  the  prospect  before  us,  it* 
is  the  inauspicious  conjunction  of  events.  Amer- 
ica and  France  both  making  war  at  the  same 
time  on  Great  Britain ;  we  making  the  enemy 
of  France  our  enemy,  and  this  at  the  iU-fated 
moment  when  the  all-grasping  Emperor  of  that 
country  is  rolling  a  baleful  cloud,  charged  with 
destruction,  north  upon  the  Russian  Empire ; 
upon  a  power  always  jnst  to  America ;  upon 
our  truest  and  best  friend  in  the  European 
theatre.  Against  such  a  friend,  at  such  a  period, 
we  have  beheld  the  march  of  the  Oorsican 
through  rivers  of  blood;  his  footsteps  are 
traced  over  the  ashes  of  the  proudest  cities,  and 
he  sits  himself  down,  at  length,  at  Moscow,  like 
Marius  over  the  ruins  of  Carthage. 

The  question  was  then  taken  on  Mr.  Clay's 
motion,  and  negatived. 

Mr.  Maoon  moved  to  strike  out  one,  and  in- 
sert five  years  as  the  term  of  enlistment.  He 
regretted  as  much  as  any  one  the  disasters 
which  had  befallen  the  country ;  and  there  was 
but  one  way  to  obviate  their  effects,  and  that 
was  by  rising  superior  to  them,  as  a  part  of  the 
nation  had  already  done— he  meant  the  Western 
country,  where  a  patriotism  had  been  exhibited 
equal  to  that  which  might  have  distinguished 
Rome  in  its  best  days.  Their  zeal  was  equal  to 
their  bravery — and  the  only  drawback  on  their 
enterprise  was  the  difficulty  of  finding  some- 
thing to  eat  in  the  wilderness.  We  must  rise 
after  reverses.  What,  sir,  said  Mr.  M.,  would 
have  become  of  Rome,  had  she  desponded  when 
Hannibal  defeated  her  armies?  She  rose  upon 
it  and  became  the  mistress  of  the  world.  What 
would  have  been  the  situation  of  our  cause  in 
the  Revolution,  if,  after  the  British  successes  in 
Jersey,  we  had  desponded?  But  the  men  of 
Pennsylvania  and  New  Jersey  rose  on  it,  and 
victory  and  triumph  followed.  Our  object  now 
ought  to  be  to  recover  the  ground  we  have 
lost,  and  meet  the  enemy  with  troops  that  will 
insure  success.  We  are  told,  sir,  this  war  has 
united  England  to  a  man.  Sir,  I  never  expected 
aid  from  our  enemies.  Let  us  follow  so  good 
an  example,  and  unite  to  a  man ;  let  us  remem- 
ber the  old  Continental  maxim — "  United  we 
stand,  divided  we  fall."  If  we  were  as  united 
in  defence  of  our  rights,  as  England  is  in  her 
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usurpations,  this  war  would  not  last  a  single 
campaign — and  I  hope  in  this  respect  we  shall, 
at  least,  learn  wisdom  from  an  enemy.  The 
calculations  about  one  or  two  campaigns,  how- 
ever, in  present  circumstances,  are  visionary. 
We  have  engaged  an  enemy  not  in  the  habit  of 
yielding  very  soon.  But,  if  we  were  to  unite, 
the  question  would  soon  be  settled.  The  cause 
and  object  of  this  war  has  been  more  concisely 
stated  by  one  of  those  actively  engaged  in  it, 
than  by  any  other  person — I  mean  Captain  Por- 
ter's motto — "  Free  trade  and  sailors'  rights ;" 
no  man  could  have  given  a  better  definition  of 
it.  It  appears  to  me  that  one  part  of  this  con- 
tinent ought  to  be  zealous  for  the  rights  of 
seamen — another  part  for  a  free  export  trade ; 
and,  if  we  were,  as  we  ought  to  be,  united,  the 
war  would  be  carried  on  with  energy  and  with 
success.  I  agree  with  the  gentleman  from  New 
Jersey,  that  this  thing  is  not  to  be  done  by 
paper  men.  My  opinion  is,  that  the  best  thing 
we  Qan  do,  is  to  raise  men  for  five  years.  Let 
the  Legislature  of  the  country  do  its  duty.  If 
the  thirty-five  thousand  men,  now  authorized, 
be  not  enough,  let  us  get  as  many  as  will  be 
adequate  to  the  end  we  propose.  Gentlemen 
have  thought  proper  to  review  former  transac- 
tions. I  would  be  willing  to  pass  them  over. 
I  believe  almost  every  measure  adopted  by  the 
General  Government  would  have  had  its  des- 
tined effect  if  adhered  to.  You  have  always 
got  the  better  of  the  argument ;  you  have  bet- 
ter proclamations;  but  what  avails  aU  this? 
Britain  has  impressed  your  seamen,  and  given 
you  blows  for  good  words.  Ton  have  been 
heretofore  told  your  paper  measures  were  worth 
nothing :  now  that  it  is  proposed  to  give  blow 
for  blow,  what  is  said  ?  That  you  are  departing 
from  the  pacific  system,  which  the  same  per- 
sons before  reprobated,  and  to  which  they  have 
become  friendly  only  after  every  attempt  at 
pacification  has  failed.  Sir,  we  are  now  en- 
gaged in  war,  and  we  must  succeed  or  we  must 
yield  the  rights  of  sailors  and  free  trade.  Does 
any  man  doubt  that  the  war  is  justly  under- 
taken ?  Is  there  a  man  in  the  nation — I  care 
not  of  what  political  sect,  many  as  there  are 
— who  believes  that  the  war  is  not  undertaken 
on  just  grounds — that  we  had  not  borne  with 
their  indignities  till  we  could  have  borne  them 
no  longer  ?  After  plundering  your  property  and 
impressing  your  seamen  on  the  ocean,  their 
agents  have  been  sent  into  this  nation  to  sow 
divisions  among  us,  who  ought  to  be  but  one 
family.  What  crime  has  been  left  undone? 
what  injury  have  we  not  suffered  ?  Could  one 
be  added  to  the  catalogue?  It  seems  to  me 
not.  No  man  loves  peace  more  than  I  do,  and 
if  it  had  not  been  for  Great  Britain  sending  her 
agents  to  our  firesides,  I  do  not  know  but  I 
should  have  voted  against  the  war.  It  seemed 
to  me  like  an  attempt  on  a  man's  daughter. 
Not  content  with  vexing  and  harassing  you 
whenever  you  went  from  home,  they  came 
here  to  put  strife  into  your  family.  You  have 
been  told  that  the  Prince  Kegent  and  his  Min- 


isters are  firm.  Sir,  we  never  calculated  on 
their  receding,  but  on  the  energies  and  force  of 
the  nation  to  obtain  redress,  and  if  we  had  been 
united,  we  should  have  equalled  our  most  san- 
guine expectations.  Let  us  follow  their  example, 
and  determine  to  maintain  our  national  rights,  as 
they  do  to  maintain  their  usurpations  on  them. 

Mr.  M.  Clay  seconded  the  motion  of  Mr. 
Macost  to  strike  out  "  one  year"  and  insert 
"  five,"  as  the  term  of  enlistment.  He  said  an 
army  ought  tcrtbe  seasoned  before  it  was  carried 
into  the  field.  We  have  heai-d  much  said,  ob- 
served he,  about  sickness  in  your  army ;  much 
of  the  sickness,  some  time  ago,  at  New  Orleans, 
and  much  lately  of  the  sickness  at  Plattsburg. 
Have  you  ever  heard  of  an  army  on  earth  that 
was  carried  into  the  field  before  it  had  been 
seasoned  in  the  camp  ?  It  must,  to  be  good  for 
any  thing,  be  first  disciplined  in  camp,  and  he- 
come  inured  to  the  mode  of  living  and  the  fare 
of  soldiers.  It  will  take  some  time  to  season 
men  to  the  change  in  their  mode  of  living 
which  must  take  place  on  going  into  camp. 
It  win  take  a  year  to  prepare  them  for  the 
field.  Without  discipline  they  wiU  be  use- 
less. Your  seamen  are  brave  and  successful 
because  they  know  what  they  go  to  sea  for. 
Take  a  landsman  on  board  a  ship,  and  what  sort 
of  a  sailor  will  he  make  ?  Such  as  the  French 
have  on  board  their  vessels.  We  take  no  man 
into  the  Navy  but  who  understands  his  business 
and  the  purpose  for  which  he  goes  there,  and 
we  see  the  effects  of  it.  I  do  not  wish  it  under- 
stood, sir,  if  I  vote  against  the  bill,  that  I  am 
opposed  to  the  war.  No,  sir.  It  is  a  righteous 
war,  into  which  I  go  with  hand  and  heart. 
We  may  differ  about  the  mode,  but  that  is  all. 
I  speak  from  experience  more  than  from  any 
thing  else.  Let  us  raise  a  sufiicient  army  to 
serve  during  the  war,  be  it  long  or  short.  It  is 
absurd  to  suppose  that  we  shall  not  succeed  in 
our  enterprise  against  the  enemy's  provinces. 
We  have  the  Canadas  as  much  under  our  com- 
mand as  she  has  the  ocean ;  and  the  way  to 
conquer  her  on  the  ocean  is  to  drive  her  from 
the  land.  I  am  not  for  stopping  at  Quebec  or 
anywhere  else;  but  I  woiid  take  the  whole 
continent  from  them,  and  ask  them  no  favors. 
Her  fleets  cannot  then  rendezvous  at  Halifax  as 
now,  and  having  no  place  of  resort  in  the 
North,  cannot  infest  our  coast  as  they  have 
lately  done.  It  is  as  easy  to  conquer  them  on 
the  land  as  their  whole  navy  could  conquer  ours 
on  the  ocean.  As  to  coping  with  them  at  sea, 
we  cannot  do  it.  We  can  annoy  them,  but  not 
meet  them  on  the  open  sea.  I  would  meet 
them  and  hurt  them,  however,  where  we  can. 
We  must  take  the  continent  from  them.  I  wish 
never  to  see  a  peace  till  we  do.  God  has  given 
us  the  power  and  the  means ;  we  are  to  bMme 
if  we  do  not  use  them.  If  we  get  the  continent, 
she  must  allow  us  the  freedom  of  the  sea.  I 
hope,  sir,  the  amendment  of  my  friend  from 
North  Carolina,  going  to  make  this  army  more 
efiScient,  may  be  adopted. 

Mr.  Pleasants  said,  before  the  question  was 
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taken,  he  wished  to  aubmit  a  few  of  the  reasons 
why  he  was  opposed  to  the  amendment.  The 
question  before  the  House,  if  he  coiTectly  under- 
stood it,  was  not,  what  were  the  best  materials 
of  which  to  make  an  army ;  whether  men  for 
the  war,  for  five  years,  or  for  twelve  months ; 
but  the  question  was,  what  is  the  kind  of  force, 
and  for  what  length  of  time  can  you  raise  an 
army  to  take  the  field  at  the  earliest  period  ?  I 
hesitate  not  a  moment,  Mr.  P.  said,  to  declare, 
that  if  it  were  withia  the  compass  of  our  ability 
to  raise  an  army  for  five  years  by  voting  it,  I 
would  authorize  it.  Not  a  moment  should  I 
doubt  on  the  subject.  The  history  of  the  world 
is  strongly  in  favor  of  such  an  army,  But  we 
perfectly  know,  from  the  progress  of  the  recruit- 
ing service,  that  we  have  already  authorized  as 
many  meu  of  that  description  as  we  shall  prob- 
ably be  able  to  raise.  This  force  is  wanted  to 
render  the  next  campaign  eflScient.  I  consider 
the  bill  merely  as  a  substitute  for  the  volunteer 
system  heretofore  pursued.  Of  what  materials 
will  this  army  be  composed  ?  Of  young  men 
ready  to  volunteer  their  services  for  one  year 
in  the  form  of  regulars ;  and  in  ninety-nine 
cases  out  of  a  hundred,  men  will  enlist  in  this 
corps  who  would  not  enlist  for  five  years,  or 
for  the  war.  I  am  sanguine  in  the  opinion, 
that  this  measure,  if  now  adopted,  will  do  away 
the  defects  of  the  present  volunteer  system,  and 
I  am  fully  of  opinion,  that  under  it,  a  force 
may  be  drawn  into  the  field  ready  to  act  efii- 
ciently  in  the  next  campaign.  I  am  not  one  of 
those,  sir,  notwithstanding  the  accounts  we 
have  heard  of  our  disasters,  who  despair  of  the 
Eepublic.  If  we  turn  to  history  we  shall  find 
that  we  have  never  engaged  in  any  war  in 
which  we  have  come  out  better  in  the  first  cam- 
paign than  we  have  in  this.  Look  .at  the  war 
undertaken  under  the  auspices  of  Gen.  "Wash- 
ington against  the  Indians.  What  was  the  his- 
tory of  it  ?  We  all  recollect  the  campaign  under 
Harmar,  and  its  bloody  scenes.  The  campaign 
under  St.  Clair  cannot  be  forgotten.  We  then 
suffered  defeat  upon  defeat,  disaster  upon  dis- 
aster, in  the  course  of  the  war,  which  was  not 
terminated  till  the  treaty  of  Greenville,  in  1795, 
though  it  may  be  said  to  have  virtually  termi- 
nated by  the  defeat  of  the  Indians  by  General 
Wayne,  which  occurred  previous  to  the  treaty. 
If  this  country  be  willing  to  go  into  the  contest 
heart  and  hand,  we  shall  in  a  very  short  time 
demonstrate  to  the  enemy  all  we  want  to  cori- 
vinoe  her  of,  that  it  is  in  reality  her  interest  to 
be  at  peace  with  this  country.  I  hope,  sir,  the 
motion  to  amend  the  biU  will  not  prevail.  I  am 
perfectly  convinced  that  the  bill  as  it  is  will 
enable  us  to  call  a  valuable  force  into  service, 
and  I  am  sanguine  in  the  hope,  that,  with  its 
aid,  together  with  the  other  force  we  shall  have, 
we  may  clear  the  continent  of  the  enemy's  do- 
minion in  one  campaign,  though  I  do  not  under- 
take to  predict  that  we  shall. 

The  question  was  then  taken  on  Mr.  Maoon's 
proposed  amendment,  and  lost. 


The  question  recurred  on  the  passage  of  the 
bill  to  a  third  reading. 

Mr.  Peaeson  said,  not  unfrequently  it  hap- 
pens, Mr.  Speaker,  both  in  private  and  political 
life,  that  men  of  the  clearest  perceptions  and 
most  correct  motives,  experience  much  diffi- 
culty and  embaiTassment  in  determining  on  the 
course  best  to  be  pursued,  or  the  application  of 
means  best  calculated  to  produce  a  given  object. 
The  object  most  devoutly  wished  for  by  myself, 
and,  no  doubt,  equally  desired  by  every  honest 
and  honorable  man  in  this  community,  is,  that 
my  country  should  once  more  be  restored  to 
the  enjoyment  of  peace.  Under  the  pressure  of 
existing  circumstances,  involved  in  a  war  with 
a  powerful  nation — a  war  now  prosecuted  for  a 
doubtful,  or,  at  least,  strongly  controverted 
question  of  national  right — a  war,  the  prosecu- 
tion of  which,  so  far  as  relates  to  our  military 
operations,  has  everywhere,  and  on  all  occa- 
sions, been  attended  with  disgrace,  defeat,  or 
disaster ;  under  such  circumstances,  I  confess, 
sir,  I  am  not  free  from  embarrassment  in  deter- 
mining on  the  course  demanded  by  genuine 
patriotism,  or  best  calculated  to  restore  the 
blessings  of  peace  to  the  country.  I  rejoiced 
to  hear  the  honorable  Chairman  of  the  Mihtary 
Committee  (Mr.  D.  E.  Williams)  declare,  the 
other  day,  that  his  object  was  also  peace.  It 
must  be  a  source  of  gratification  to  the  country 
to  learn  that  some  of  the  strongest  advocates  for 
the  declaration  of  war  begin  now  to  think  and 
talk  of  peace. 

The  honorable  gentleman,  however,  urges 
the  passage  of  the  bill  under  consideration, 
(which  authorizes  the  enlistment  of  twenty 
thousand  additional  regular  troops  for  one  year ; 
and  provides  for  the  appointment  of  propor- 
tionably  an  unusual  number  of  oflicers,  with 
all  the  accompanying  paraphernalia  of  an  army,) 
as  the  means  best  calculated  to  produce  the  end 
in  view.  Did  I  believe,  sir,  that  the  passage  of 
this  bill,  or  (what  is  more  difficult  and  less 
likely  to  happen)  the  actual  enlistment  of  the 
proposed  additional  force  would  secure  to  us 
our  object,  I  would  not  only  consent  to  give  this 
force,  but  ten  times  the  number,  if  it  were  by 
force  alone  to  be  obtained ;  but  when  I  reflect 
on  the  special  and  sole  cause  for  which  it  is 
avowed  the  war  is  now  prosecuted ;  when  I 
consider  the  relative  strength,  situation,  and 
disposable  force,  by  sea  and  land,  of  the  two 
nations,  and  especially  when  my  recollection  is 
assailed  (for  we  cannot,  nor  ought  we  to  close 
our  senses  against  such  damning  facts)  with  the 
heretofore  scanty  enlistments;  the  confusion 
and  insubordination  which  has  pervaded  many 
parts  of  your  army  ;  the  extraordinary  expense 
already  incurred,  and  the  uniform  disasters 
which  have  marked  all  your  military  operations, 
I  cannot  bring  my  mind  to  the  belief  that  the 
force  now  proposed  can  produce  any  desirable 
effect. 

Mr.  Speaker :  As  much  as  I  was  opposed  to 
the  declaration  of  war,  and  as  much  as  subse- 
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quent  events  have  convinced  me  of  the  correct- 
ness of  the  vote  I  gave  on  that  momentous 
question,  it  is  not  my  purpose  on  this  occasion 
to  question  the  policy  of  that  unfortunate  act. 
My  mind  is  bent  on  peace ;  to  that  object  my 
efforts  are  directed.  The  impression  is  strongly 
fixed  on  my  understanding,  that  this  war  can  be 
terminated  with  honor  and  advantage  to  this 
nation,  without  the  further  effusion  of  human 
blood.  If  so,  surely  no  Christian  will  deny  but 
justice,  humanity,  and  sound  policy  demand 
that  nothing  should  remain  undone,  on  our 
part,  to  stop  this  career  of  carnage  and  blood- 
shed. I  have  said,  sir,  that  it  is  my  impression 
that  this  war  can  be  terminated  with  honor  and 
advantage  to  this  nation,  without  a  further  ap- 
peal to  arms.  In  stating  this  opinion,  I  do  not 
mean  to  be  understood  as  identifying  the  honor 
of  the  nation  with  the  honor  of  those  by  whom 
the  war  was  declared ;  or,  in  other  words,  I  do 
not  admit  that  the  national  honor  rests  solely  in 
the  hands  of  those  who  may  happen  to  be  in 
the  Administration,  or  who  may  happen  to  con- 
stitute a  majority  in  Congress.  No,  sir,  this  is 
an  elective  Government — the  power  and  ulti- 
mate responsibility  rest  with  the  people ;  they 
cannot  be  dishonored  unless  they  pertinaciously 
approve  of  unwise  or  wicked  measures,  and 
continue  to  support  the  authors  of  such  meas- 
ures. It  is,  therefore,  not  with  me  a  primary 
consideration,  in  the  suggestions  I  am  about  to 
make,  how  far  the  honor  or  reputation,  for  po- 
litical wisdom,  of  any  individuals  may  be  af- 
fected by  the  adoption  of  the  plan  for  peace 
which  has  occurred  to  my  mind.  I  do  not 
know  that  any  honorable  gentleman  will  be 
affected  by  it,  should  it  be  adopted.  I  hope  he 
will  not ;  to  me  it  is  perfectly  indifferent  who 
are  in  power,  so  that  the  affairs  of  the  nation 
are  well  conducted. 

Mr.  Speaker :  Whatever  may  have  been  the 
original  causes  for  the  declaration  of  this  war, 
we  are  now  taught  to  believe  that  the  question 
in  contest  is  reduced  to  a  single  point.  The 
British  Orders  in  Council  were  repealed  on  the 
21st  of  June,  three  days  after  our  declaration  of 
war;  and,  of  course,  without  a  knowledge  of 
that  event,  the  blockade  of  May,  1806,  had  long 
ceased  to  exist.  The  sole  avowed  cause,  there- 
fore, remaining,  and  for  which  the  war  is  now 
carried  on,  is  the  practice  of  impressment  from 
on  board  our  merchant  vessels.  This  subject 
has  for  many  years  engaged  the  attention  of 
both  nations ;  it  has  been  a  fruitful  theme  of 
execration  and  declamation  for  almost  every 
editor  and  orator  of  the  age.  Great  as  our 
cause  of  complaint  may  have  been,  (and  I  am 
not  disposed  to  palliate  it,)  it  must  be  admitted 
by  all  who  understand  the  nature  and  true 
bearing  of  the  question,  that  it  had  been  sub- 
jected to  much  exaggeration.  Permit  me,  sir, 
to  remark,  that  notwithstanding  the  import- 
ance, the  difficulty,  and  delicacy  which  have 
been  justly  attributed  to  this  subject,  and  the 
unwillingness  at  all  times  manifested  on  the 
part  of  the  British  Government  to  abandon  or 


derogate  from  the  abstract  right  of  impressing 
her  own  seamen  from  on  board  neutral  mer- 
chant vessels,  it  is  very  far  from  being  certain 
that  she  has  not  been  willing  to  enter  into  such 
arrangement  with  this  Government,  as  would 
place  the  question  of  impressment  on  a  basis 
both  safe  and  honorable  to  this  nation.  By 
a  reference  to  the  correspondence  of  Messrs. 
Monroe  and  Pinkney  with  the  British  Commis- 
sioners, which  preceded  the  treaty  concluded 
by.  those  gentlemen  in  the  year  1806,  but  which 
was  unfortunately  rejected  by  the  then  Presi- 
dent, it  is  evident  that  the  interest  of  impress- 
ment was,  in  the  opinion  of  those  gentlemen, 
placed  on  a  footing  well  calculated  to  secure 
our  own  seamen  from  the  abuse  against  which 
we  had  complained,  and  against  which  it  was 
our  duty  to  protect  them.  This  opinion  was 
not  only  expressed  in  forcible  and  decisive  lan- 
guage at  the  time  of  entering  into  the  arrange- 
ment, but  repeated  by  Mr.  Monroe  more  than  a 
year  after,  in  a  formal  letter  to  the  Secretary 
of  State.  The  language  of  that  gentleman,  now 
your  Secretary  of  State,  is  peculiarly  emphatic, 
and  must  be  within  the  recollection  of  every 
gentleman  in  this  House.  Without  troubling 
the  House  with  the  reading  of  the  documents 
referred  to,-  it  is  sufficient  for  me  to  state,  that 
your  present  Secretary  of  State  did,  in  a  letter 
addressed  to  Mr.  Madison,  dated  February  28, 
1808,  declare  "that  he  always  believed,  and 
did  still  believe,  that  the  ground  on  which  the 
interest  of  impressment  was  placed  by  the  pa- 
per of  the  British  Commissioners  of  the  8th  of 
November,  1806,  and  the  explanations  which 
accompanied  it,  was  both  honorable  and  advan- 
tageous to  the  United  States." 

Thus,  sir,  as  we  have  conclusive  evidence  of 
a  disposition  on  the  part  of  the  British  Govern- 
ment, at  one  period  at  least,  to  advance  con- 
siderable length  towards  an  adjustment  of  this 
long-contested  question;  and  as  we  have  no 
evidence  that  different  principles  and  claims  are 
now  asserted  from  those  then  advanced;  I 
think  it  fair  to  conclude,  that  it  is  still  in  our 
power  to  put  an  end  to  this  controversy  with 
safety  to  our  seamen,  and  advantage  to  the  na- 
tion. Instead,  then,  of  passing  this  bill,  and 
spending  the  blood  and  treasure  of  our  country- 
men in  the  prosecution  of  this  wai',  I  conceive 
it  our  duty  to  make  an  effort  for  the  sanction 
of  our  just  rights,  and  the  restoration  of  peace, 
without  a  further  appeal  to  force.  It  is  my  de- 
cided opinion  that  such  an  effort,  if  fairly  and 
liberally  made  by  this  House,  and  the  Execu- 
tive branch  of  the  Government,  would  not  fail 
in  producing  the  desired  effect. 

The  peculiar  nature  of  the  question,  which 
now  constitutes  the  sole  object  for  continuing 
the  war ;  the  intimation  given  by  the  Execu- 
tive in  the  correspondence  with  the  British 
Government,  since  the  declaration  of  war,  to- 
gether with  the  opinions  stated  by  Mr.  Monroe 
and  Mr.  Pinkney,  in  their  letter  to  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  of  January  3,  1807,  all  tend  to 
confirm  me  in  the  belief,  that  it  is  the  duty  of 
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Congress  to  pass  a  law  which  would  not  only 
check  desertions  from  the  British  service,  by 
excluding  persons  of  that  description  from  em- 
ploy in  our  service,  but  also  deprive  the  British 
Government  of  the  apology  alleged  for  impress- 
ing American  seamen,  by  excluding  British  sub- 
jects from  the  commercial  and  public  service  of 
the  United  States.     Having  alluded  to  the  let- 
ter of  Mr.  Monroe  and  Mr.  Pinkney  of  the  3d 
of  January,  1807,  I  will  take  the  liberty  of 
reading  from  it  a  short  extract.     After  stating 
the  opinion  they  had  formerly  expressed,  that 
although  the  British  Government  did  not  feel 
itself  at  liberty  to  relinquish  formally,  by  treaty, 
its  claim  to  search  our  merchant  vessels  for 
British  seamen,  its  practice  would  nevertheless 
be  essentially,  if  not  completely,  abandoned, 
they  observe :  "  That  opinion  has  since  been 
confirmed  by  frequent  conferences  on  the  sub- 
ject with  the  British  Commissioners,  who  have 
repeatedly  assured  us  that,  in  their  judgment, 
we  were  made  as  secure  against  the  exercise 
of  their  pretension  by  the  policy  which  their 
Government  had  adopted,  in  regard  to  thai 
very  delicate  and  important  question,  as  we 
could  have  been  made  by  treaty.    It  is  proper 
to  observe,  however,  that  the  good  effect  of 
this  disposition,  and  its  contimiance,  may  de- 
pend, in  a  great  measure,  on  the  means  which 
may  be  taken  hereafter  by  the  Congress  to 
check  desertions  from  the  British  service.  If  the 
treaty  is  ratified,   and  a  perfect  good  under- 
standing is  produced  by  it  between  the  two 
countries,  it  will  be  easy  for  their  Governments, 
by  friendly  communications,  to  state  to  each 
other  what  they  respectively  desire,  and  in  that 
mode  to  arrange  the  business  as  satisfactorily 
as  it  could  be  done  by  treaty." 

Thus,  sir,  had  the  treaty  of  1806  been  ratified 
and  a  good  understanding  been  produced  be- 
tween the  two  countries,  Congress  were  warned, 
even  in  that  event,  that  it  was  their  duty  to 
lend  their  aid  in  rendering  effectual  and  per- 
petual any  arrangement  which  might  be  made 
on  this  subject  of  impressment.  As  to  the  late 
communications  from  the  Executive  depart- 
ment, made  to  the  British  Government,  since 
the  declaration  of  war,  it  is  not  my  intention  at 
this  time  to  enter  into  a  particular  examination 
of  their  merit  or  demerit.  I  will  barely  remark, 
that  to  me  they  present  a  novelty  in  the  history 
of  war  and  diplomacy.  Propositions,  alleged 
to  be  of  a  pacific  nature,  made  in  six  days  after 
the  declaration  of  war!  Such  a  procedure 
(much  as  I  desire  peace  and  much  as  I  was  op- 
posed to  the  war)  is  to  my  mind,  to  say  the 
least,  extremely  extraordinary,  and  its  pohcy 
incomprehensible.  It  is  the  more  so  from  the 
circumstance  of  a  British  Minister  being  on  the 
spot  at  the  moment  of  declaring  the  war  and 
keeping  up  a  continued  correspondence  with 
the  Secretary  of  State  to  the  last  moment  of  the 
existence  of  peace.  Under  such  circumstances 
I  should  conceive  each  nation  ought  to  have 
known  the  ultimatum  of  the  other  and  not 
waited  for  the  form  of  a  declaration  of  war, 


to  resume  the  negotiation    and  give  a  new 
shape  to  their  proposition.    I  confess  that  I  am 
not  surprised  at  the  result  of  this  war  negotia- 
tion— every  thing  was  demanded  to  be  yielded 
by  our  enemy,  for  which  the  war  was  declared, 
even  as  a  preliminary  in  the  first  instance  to  an 
armistice,  and  in  the  second  instance  as  pre- 
liminary to  a  negotiation.     The  equivalent  of- 
fered on  our  part  was  of  a  nature  which  it  was 
not  within  the  province  of  the  Executive  to 
confirm,  and,  of  course,  depended  on  what  Con- 
gress might  or  might  not  do  on  the  subject.    In 
addition  to  this,  our  agent  in  London,  through 
whom  those  propositions  were  made,  did  not 
possess  regular  and  competent  powers,  and  was 
considered  by  the  British  Government  as  in- 
competent to  act  with  them  on  such  a  subject 
on  equal  terms  of  obligation  and  responsibility. 
Whatever,  therefore,  may  be  my  opinion  in  re- 
lation to  those  late  propositions,  and  however 
illy  calculated  they  may  have  been  to  produce 
any  desirable  result,  I  am  far  from  considering 
them  unworthy  the  particular  attention  of  this 
House.    I  allude  particularly  to  the  equivalent 
proposed  as  an  inducement  for  the  discontinu- 
ance of  the  practice  of  impressment.     Here,  for 
the  first  time  in  the  whole  history  of  the  long- 
protracted  discussion  on  this  subject,  it  is  inti- 
mated that  something  effectual  will  be  done  on 
our  part  to  prevent  the  cause  of  the  abuse  of 
which  we  complain — a  promise  is  given,  in  the 
event  of  obtaining  the  concessions  demanded, 
that  a  law  would  be  passed  by  Congress  to  pro- 
hibit the  employment  of  British  seamen  in  the 
public  or  commercial  service  of  the  United 
States.    This,  then,  is  what  I  ask  yon  now  to 
do — pass  a  law  effectually  to  exclude  all  British 
subjects  from  the  public  and  private  maritime 
service  of  the  United  States ;  let  the  law  be 
well  guarded  against  the  possibility  of  violation 
or  evasion ;  and  let  ns  be  determined  rigidly  to 
enforce  it ;  place  this  law  in  the  hands  of  your 
Executive ;  let  him  immediately  appoint  one  or 
more  honest,  able,  independent  commissioners ; 
men  who  neither  have  nor  expect  an  office ;  men 
in  whom  the  nation,  without  regard  to  party, 
would  be  willing  to  confide ;  give  them  ample 
powers  to  form  a  treaty   or  arrange  the  sole 
question  which  is  now  the  pivot  on  which  this 
war  depends.    Do  all  this ;  do  it  faithfully,  and 
I  venture  to  predict  you  wUl  obtain  a  peace,  and 
secure  your  just  rights  more  speedily,  more  ef- 
fectually, and  more  satisfactorily  to  the  people 
of  this  country,  than  by  all  the  military  opera- 
tions in  the  compass  of  your  power. 


Monday,  January  4. 
Edward  Hempstead,  returned  to  serve  as 
the  Delegate  in  this  House  from  the  Territory 
of  Missouri,  appeared,  produced  his  credentials, 
was  qualified,  and  took  his  seat. 

Additional  Milita/ry  Force. 
The  House  resumed  the  consideration  of  the 
biU  for  raising  for  one  year  an  additional  mili- 
tary force  of  twenty  thousand  men. 


DEBATES  OE  CONGEESS. 


621 


Janhabt,  1813.] 


Additional  Militairy  Force. 


[H.  OF  E. 


The  qnestion  was  stated  on  the  engrossment 
of  the  bill  for  a  third  reading. 

Mr.  Bei&ham. — ^Mr.  Speaker,  the  bill  under 
consideration,  if  passed  into  a  law,  will  deeply 
affect  my  constituents  and  the  public  in  gene- 
ral. It  provides  for  prosecuting  this  war  on  a 
more  extensive  scale — ^it  is  a  kind  of  second  de- 
claration of  war.  The  objects  of  conquest  are 
multiplied ;  the  field  of  operation  is  enlarged ; 
the  Army  must  be  increased  with  the  addition 
of  20,000  regular  troops;  and  enlistments  en- 
couraged by  additional  bounty  and  wages.  Sir, 
this  is  the  system  of  arrangement  to  prosecute 
the  scheme  of  foreign  invasion.  One  error  fre- 
quently prepares  the  way  for  another ;  we  are 
now  unhappily  involved  in  the  calamities  of 
war,  and  the  question  is,  how  we  shall  prose- 
cute and  support  it. 

Mr.  B.  said  he  had  been  uniformly,  and  in 
principle,  opposed  to  this  war,  and  of  course 
opposed  to  all  the  measures  connected  with  it ; 
that,  in  his  opinion,  this  war  was  both  politi- 
cally and  morally  wrong ;  that  it  was  declared 
without  suitable  preparation,  without  necessity, 
without  an  army,  without  adequate  resources, 
and  without  unanimity ;  it  has  been  prosecuted 
without  success;  we  have  also  gained  nothing 
but  loss,  defeat,  and  disgrace;  the  people  are 
alarmed  at  the  loss  of  their  peace,  distressed 
with  the  fniits  of  the  war,  and  have  serious  ap- 
prehensions of  what  may  be  the  future  measures 
of  Congress  on  this  subject. 

Sir,  continued  Mr.  B.,  this  war  is  of  an  of- 
fensive character ;  it  is  a  war  of  conquest,  to- 
tally inconsistent  with  the  spirit  and  genius  of 
our  constitution,  and,  if  prosecuted  in  the  pres- 
ent divided  state  of  the  country,  I  fear  it  may 
be  fatal  to  our  most  valuable  institutions.  Re- 
publics, sir,  ought  never  to  be  engaged  in  a 
foreign,  offensive  war ;  they  are  calculated  only 
for  defensive  war. 

Sir,  there  is  something  unaccountable,  that 
the  disposition  to  prosecute  this  war  should  in- 
crease, as  the  causes  of  the  war  decrease,  and 
the  means  and  ability  to  carry  it  on  lessen. 
The  war  which  we  now  have  on  hand  is  predi- 
cated principally  on  the  Orders  in  Council. 
The  impressment  of  seamen,  during  the  last 
session  of  Congress,  was  considered  of  minor 
importance  and  as  a  proper  subject  of  negotia- 
tion between  the  two  nations,  and  was  so  con- 
sidered in  the  days  of  General  Washington,  in 
those  of  Mr.  Jefferson,  and  why  not  now  by 
Mr.  Madison  ?  ' 

Sir,  the  Orders  in  Council  which  interfered 
with  our  neutral  rights  are  revoked.  The  Pres- 
ident, in  his  Message  at  the  commencement  of 
this  session,  declared  the  fact,  and  the  war  now 
rests  solely  on  the  subject  of  impressment.  I 
do  not  believe  that  the  prosecuting  of  this  war 
wUI  have  a  tendency  to  bring  about  an  amica- 
ble and  satisfactory  adjustment  on  this  subject, 
and  at  the  end  of  the  war,  if  it  ever  ceases, 
this  question  of  impressment  must  be  settled  by 
treaty. 

Sir   at  this  time,  and  under  these  circum- 


stances, we  are  called  on  to  augment  our  stand- 
ing army  to  the  number  of  55,000  regular  troops, 
to  prosecute  the  war  with  vigor,  and,  as  some 
say,  for  glory. 

Sir,  if  this  system  of  warfare  is  carried  into 
effect,  we  shall  unavoidably  create  an  annual 
expense  of  forty  millions  of  dollars ;  and  where 
is  your  money  to  defray  this  expense  ?  Why, 
you  must  take  it  from  the  pockets  of  our  con- 
stituents, and  from  those  who  are  opposed  to 
this  war ;  a^  if  you  fail  of  obtaining  the  ne- 
cessary loans,  you  must  stop  payment ;  the  na- 
tion will  become  bankrupt,  and  future  genera- 
tions wOl  be  loaded  with  an  enormous  debt. 

Sir,  can  this  be  for  the  honor  and  interest  of 
the  American  people ;  can  it  be  for  the  satis- 
faction of  our  constituents;  are  they  in  love 
with  this  war  ?  Are  they  prepared  to  barter 
away  their  property  and  their  peace  for  the 
hazards  and  fatigue  of  a  foreign  war,  which 
promises  nothing  but  poverty  and  distress  ?  It 
is  impossible.  Sir,  it  is  said  that  we  are  now 
about  to  make  one  sublime  military  effort, 
which  shall  do  honor  to  this  nation ;  that  with 
these  troops  we  are  to  take,  not  only  the  Cana- 
das,  but  Halifax  and  Xova  Scotia,  and,  for 
aught  I  know.  East  Horida,  foUow  up  the  Tip- 
pecanoe expedition,  and  exterminate  the  In- 
dians. Mr.  B.  said  that  he  never  had  known 
the  incipient  cause  nor  by  what  authority  Gen- 
eral Harrison  made  his  incursion  into  the  wil- 
derness, beyond  where  the  United  States  had 
extinguished  the  Indian  titles,  and  destroyed 
the  Prophet's  town,  but  said  that  he  hoped  the 
time  would  come  when  he  should  know  the 
merits  of  that  enterprise. 

Mr.  B.  said  if  the  friends  of  this  Mil  and  of 
the  war  could  accomplish  their  darling  object, 
subdue  and  take  possession  of  the  Canadas,  and 
all  the  other  British  provinces  in  North  Ameri- 
ca, in  his  opinion  it  would  be  a  great  public 
misfortune — ^fatal  to  the  civU  liberties  of  the 
cotmtry,  and  change  the  character  of  our  Gov- 
ernment. 

Sir,  said  Mr.  B.,  with  these  impressions  I  de- 
precate the  taking  of  the  Canadas,  or  the  other 
British  provinces,  as  I  do  the  loss  of  hberty  and 
the  ruin  of  this  country.  This  war  cannot  be 
perpetuated  and  prosecuted  without  violating 
the  laws  of  humanity  and  justice,  the  laws  of 
religion  and  morality— and  these  laws  are  to  be 
respected las  well  by  nations  as  by  individuals;  , 
and  we  have  not  only  reason  to  believe,  but  do 
believe,  that  the  God  of  Armies,  who  superin- 
tends the  concerns  of  men,  wUl  give  success  to 
our  arms,  or  blast  our  enterprise,  according  to 
its  moral  character.  If  the  Canadas  are  sub- 
dued and  conquered,  it  must  be  done  by  force 
of  arms ;  and  what  have  the  inhabitants  of  those 
provinces  been  guilty  of,  which  warrant  this 
Government  in  putting  them  to  the  sword  ? 

Sir,  they  are  now  inoffensive,  and  quietly 
pursuing  their  own  business ;  they  are  content 
under  their  owia  Administration ;  they  are  pro- 
tected by  their  own  Government,  and  are  not 
panting  for  the  liberties  of  this  country,  as  was 
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vainly  supposed  the  last  seaaon,  nor  do  they  ask 
us  to  relieve  them  from  the  oppression  of  their 
own  Government,  which  General  lloll,  in  his 
tender  mercy,  promised  them  in  his  pompous 
proclamation,  on  the  condition  that  they  would 
I'evolt  from  their  rightful  Sovereign,  and  put 
themselves  under  his  gracious  protection ;  nor 
were  they  terrified  by  the  threat  of  extermina- 
tion, if  found  fighting  in  their  own  defence  by 
the  side  of  an  Indian ;  nor  were  they  to  be  se- 
duced from  their  allegiance  by  promises  which 
could  not  be  performed.  No,  sir,  nor  do  they 
ask  any  favor  but  that  you  cease  from  trou- 
bling. Sir,  they  will  not  submit,  and  they  have 
told  you,  by  their  actual  resistance,  that  they 
will  defend  themselves;  their  councils,  their 
firesides,  their  wives,  and  their  children,  their 
rights  and  their  property ;  and  they  are  not  to 
be  subdued  but  at  the  price  of  blood.  And 
■where  is  your  authority,  where  is  your  right 
to  go  home,  invade,  and  break  into  a  foreign 
territory,  and  there  establish  a  slaughter-house 
for  the  brave  sons  of  Amei-ica ;  there  spill  your 
blood,  and  expend  your  treasure,  destroy  cities, 
and  demolish  houses,  plunder  the  inhabitants, 
and  waste  the  substance  of  the  industrious  and 
the  innocent  ?  Sir,  there  is  no  right  but  a  Na- 
poleon right,  and  that  right  is  power,  and  not 
that  which  reason  approves. 

Mr.  B.  said  that  the  war  was  becoming  more 
and  more  unpopular  in  the  Eastern  States,  espe- 
cially in  the  State  which  he  had  the  honor  to 
represent;  and  they  had,  in  their  late  elections, 
come  forth  and  declared  it  in  a  voice  and  lan- 
guage which  cannot  be  misunderstood.  And 
whether  there  wiU  be  a  majority  in  the  next 
Congress  in  favor  of  this  war  was  uncertain — 
he  hoped  not. 

Mr.  RiDGELT  said  he  claimed  the  patience  of 
the  House  while  he  assigned  the  reasons  that 
would  influence  him  to  vote  against  the  bill 
now  under  consideration.  He  considered  the 
force  contemplated  to  be  raised  by  the  bill  as 
unnecessary.  The  present  Military  Establish- 
ment of  the  United  States  consisted  of  various 
descriptions  of  troops;  they  were  the  regular 
army,  the  rangers,  the  volunteers,  and  the  mi- 
litia. The  regular  army  was  made  up  of  the 
Peace  Establishment,  authorized  by  the  acts  of 
the  16th  of  March,  1802,  and  the  12th  of  April, 
1808,  containing  about  10,000  men,  including 
officers,  and  of  the  "additional  military  force," 
which  was  directed  to  be  raised  by  the  act  of 
the  11th  January,  1813;  these  different  estab- 
lishments were  incorporated  by  an  act  passed 
on  the  26th  of  June  last ;  and  the  present  regu- 
lar army  of  the  United  States,  as  authorized  by 
law,  consisted  of  twenty-five  regiments  of  in- 
fantry, three  regiments  of  artillery,  two  of  light 
dragoons,  one  of  riflemen,  and  one  of  light  ar- 
tillery, containing  in  all  about  thirty-six  thou- 
sand men,  including  company  officers  and  pri- 
vates ;  of  these  the  President  might  have  not 
exceeding  fifteen  thousand  enlisted  for  eighteen 
months,  and  the  residue  enlisted  for  five  years, 
unless  sooner  discharged.    Of  the  rangers,  there 


were  seven  companies  by  the  acts  of  27th  Jan- 
uary, and  1st  July,  1812,  and  about  four  or  five 
hundred  men.     By  the  act  of  the  6th  February 
last,  the  President  was  authorized  to  accept  of 
any  company  or  companies  of  volunteers,  either 
of  artillery,  cavalry,  or  infantry,  who  might 
offer  their  services  to  the  number  of  fifty  thou- 
sand men ;  their  commissioned  officers  were  to 
be  appointed  in  the  manner  prescribed  by  law 
in  the  several  States  and  Territories  to  which 
they  might  respectively  belong,  and  they  could 
only,  according  to  the  fair  construction  of  this 
act,  be  considered  as  militia,  liable  to  be  called 
on  to  do  military  duty  at  any  time  within  two 
years  after  they  were  accepted  by  the  Presi- 
dent, and  bound  to  continue  in  service  one  year 
after  arriving  at  the  jjlace  of  rendezvous.     By 
the  law  of  the  6th  of  July  last,  the  President 
was  empowered  to  appoint  and  commission  the 
officers  of  the  voluuteers  who  had  or  should 
offer  their  services,  and  to  form  them  into  bat- 
talions, squadrons,  &c.,  and  they  were  thus  con- 
verted from  militia  into  a  species  of  regular 
force.     By  the  act  of  the  10th  of  April  last,  the 
President  was  authorized  to  call  on  the  several 
States  and  Territories  for  their  respective  pro- 
portions of  a  detachment  of  one  hundred  thou- 
sand militia;    and  the  call  has  been  made,  I 
believe,  on  every  State  and  Territory.     The 
present  military  force,   then,   of   the   United 
States,  as  authorized  by  existing  laws,  consists 
of  upward  of  one  hundred- and  eighty-six  thou- 
sand men,  all  of  whom,  when  in  service,  are 
subject  to  the  rules  and  articles  of  war.     Of 
these,  the  militia  can  only  be  used  in  the  prose- 
cution of  this  war  for  defensive  purposes ;  the 
regulars  and  the  volunteers  may  be  ordered  to 
act  offensivelj'  against  the  enemy.     They  may 
amount,  as  we  have  seen,  to  eighty-six  thousand 
men ;  and  if  Canada  be  as  weak  and  badly  de- 
fended as  gentlemen  seem  to  suppose,  and  the 
Administration  should  persist  in  their  deter- 
mination to  conquer  it,  they  should,  I  think, 
be  satisfied  with  such  a  force  to  obtain  an  ob- 
ject so  easily  attainable.    But,  sir,  said  Mr.  R., 
our  present  Military  Establishment  is  certainly 
sufficient  for  all  purposes  of  defence ;  and  I  wish 
to  see  no  land  forces  raised  for  any  other  pur- 
pose.    I  have  no  hesitation  in  declaring  that  I 
should  lament  to  see  Canada  or  any  .of  the 
British  provinces  on  this  continent  in  our  pos- 
session, or  forming  a  part  of  the  American  Re- 
pubhc.     They  will  never  be  worth,  to  this  na- 
tion, in  any  point  of  view,  the  blood  and  treas- 
ure that  their  acquisition  wiU  cost  us.     It  has 
been  said  by  the  honorable  chairman  of  the 
Committee  on  Military  Affairs,  that  there  are 
now  in  Canada  twelve  thousand  regular  troops; 
and  that  the  militia  amount  to  six  thousand. 
To  any  thing  that  gentleman  should  say,  as 
matter  of  fact  within  his  own  knowledge,  I 
should  give  the  most  implicit  credit.     But  his 
estimate  of  the  militia  of  Canada  must  be  too 
low.     His  sources  of  information  on  this  point 
must  have  been  incorrect.     The  population  of 
Canada  (and  when  I  speak  of  Cana<la,  I  mean 
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both  Upper  and  Lower  Canada)  has  been  vari- 
ously stated,  from  three  to  five  hundred  thou- 
sand souls ;  according  to  no  account,  I  believe, 
can  it  be  leas  than  three  hundred  thousand; 
and,  I  presume,  no  gentleman  on  this  floor  will 
say  that  estimate  is  too  high.  Take,  then,  the 
population  of  Canada  to  be  300,000  souls ;  what 
number  of  militia  should  this  population  fur- 
nish ?  "We  will  take  the  State  of  New  Jersey 
as  a  guide  for  our  calculation ;  according  to  the 
census  of  1810,  the  population  of  that  State  is 
245,255,  and  its  mUitia,  by  the  return  for  the 
same  year,  33,740,  and  the  militia  bears  about 
the  same  proportion  to  the  population  in  the 
States,  generally,  as  it  does  iii  this  State.  If, 
then,  the  militia  of  Jersey,  with  its  population, 
amounts  to  near  thirty-four  thousand,  we  may, 
I  think,  without  danger  of  contradiction,  esti- 
mate the  militia  of  Canada  (with  a  larger  popu- 
lation) at  between  thirty  and  forty  thousand ; 
to  these  add  the  twelve  thousand  regular  troops, 
and,  in  aU  probability,  before  we  can  act  offen- 
sively against  them  in  the  Spring,  the  number 
of  these  troops  will  be  greatly  increased,  and 
they  may  have  an  eflBcient  force  of  about  fifty 
thousand  men  to  oppose  an  invading  army.  It 
ought  to  be  recollected,  also,  that  a  generous 
people,  contending  in  their  own  defence,  are 
actuated  by  far  different  and  more  worthy  mo- 
tives than  an  army  of  soldiers  can  be  who  at- 
tempt their  subjugation.  The  Canadians  will 
contend  for  their  homes,  their  wives,  their 
children;  for  every  thing  that  can  or  that 
ought  to  be  dear  to  the  human  heart.  They 
will  be  excited  in  such  a  cause  to  the  boldest 
deeds.  Instead  of  traitors,  we  shall  find  them 
true  to  their  country  and  themselves,  and  able 
and  ready  to  exert  all  tlieir  energies  in  their 
own  defence.  If  we  conquer  them,  it  must  be 
by  great  exertions,  and  with  immense  loss.  To 
subdue  a  people  acting  under  the  impulse  of 
such  considerations  as  will  operate  on  them, 
will  require  a  force  at  least  double  to  that 
which  they  can  oppose  to  us.  But  can  any 
man  imagine  that,  if  we  invade  the  British 
colonies,  the  war  will  be  there  ?  'WUl  the  pride 
of  Britain,  powerful  as  she  is  at  sea,  and  ready 
at  any  moment  to  meet  every  emergency,  per- 
mit her  tamely  to  look  on  and  see  her  provinces 
wrested  from  her,  without  exerting  herself  with 
all  her  energies  for  their  security  ?  Will  she 
make  no  diversions  in  their  favor  ?  Will  she 
suffer  us  to  carry  the  war  into  her  territories, 
and  not  retort  upon  us  3  Does  an  unprotected 
seacoast  of  two  thousand  miles  afford  her  no 
opportunities  of  attacking  us?  Do  our  rich 
and  flourishing  cities,  exposed  without  defence 
on  the  seaboard,  to  the  cannon  of  her  ships  of 
war,  furnish  her  with  no  objects  worthy  her 
attention  ?  Will  the  city  of  New  York,  laid  in 
ashes,  atone  for  the  invasion  of  Canada;  or, 
will  the  acquisition  of  Canada  compensate  to 
ns  for  the  loss  of  New  York  ?  Sir,  said  Mr.  E., 
ten  Canadas,  ten  times  told,  would  not  be  worth 
to  this  nation  that  single  city. 
But  of  what  value  would  these  provinces  be 


to  us,  if  they  could  be  easily  acquired  ?  Shall 
we,  by  their  conquest,  obtain  the  objects  for 
which  this  war  is  waged  ?  Shall  we  thereby 
secure  our  commercial  rights  ?  Not  at  all,  sir. 
On  the  other  hand,  if  the  British  Government 
would  offer  them  to  us,  it  would  be  our  true 
policy  to  refuse  to  accept  them.  It  is  known 
to  everybody  that  the  population  of  several  of 
the  Eastern  States  is  now  full,  and  that  great 
numbers  of  their  citizens  are  constantly  emi- 
grating. The  direction  this  emigration  takes, 
it  is  also  well*known,  is  South  and  West.  This 
surplus  of  population  of  the  Eastern  States  set- 
tles on  the  banks  of  the  Ohio  and  Mississippi, 
and  carries  with  it  its  Eastern  habits,  and,  if 
you  please,  its  Eastern  prejudices.  They  be- 
come connected  and  united  with  the  people  of 
the  South  and  West.  This  union  and  inter- 
course will  tend  to  render  as  the  brothers  of 
one  family  the  citizens  of  this  extended  Empire. 
The  prejudices  of  the  South  against  the  North, 
and  the  North  against  the  South,  are  weakened 
daily  and  wUl  be  destroyed.  The  course  this 
emigration  takes  is  just  as  it  should  be.  The 
currents  flow  from  the  extremities  into  the 
centre  of  the  country.  The  operation  is  most 
beneficial  to  the  nation,  and  tends  constantly  to 
strengthen  and  cement  the  unjon  of  the  States. 
But  if  the  British  provinces  should  be  conquex'- 
ed  and  become  incorporated  into  the  Republic, 
the  direction  of  the  emigration  from  the  North- 
ern and  Eastern  States  will  be  at  once  changed. 
It  will  take  a  North  instead  of  a  South  course. 
It  will  go  just  where  it  ought  not  to  go.  The 
strength  of  the  nation,  already  too  much  scat- 
tered, will  be  stUl  more  weakened  by  a  further 
expansion  of  its  territory  and  population.  The 
Northern  and  Eastern  States,  at  present  pos- 
sessing more  than  their  proper  proportion  of 
wealth,  population,  and  strength,  and  having 
different  habits,  pursuits,  and  interests,  from 
the  Middle  and  Southern  States,  will,  by  the 
addition  of  these  provinces,  and  the  settlement 
of  their  surplus  of  population  in  them,  acquire 
a  weight  and  influence  that  this  Union  cannot 
control.  It  will  exist  only  at  their  pleasure, 
and,  in  a  few  year.s,  the  destruction  of  this  Gov- 
ernment and  a  separation  of  the  States  wiU  be 
the  inevitable  consequence. 

Mr.  Pitkin  rose  and  said : — Before,  Mr.  Speak- 
er, we  give  our  sanction  to  this  bQl ;  before  we 
agree  to  add  so  large  a  force  to  our  present 
army,  making  the  whole  number  fifty-five  thou- 
sand men,  is  it  not  a  duty  we  owe  to  ourselves 
and  to  our  constituents,  seriously  to  inquire  into 
the  policy,  into  the  necessity  of  the  measure,  as 
well  as  into  the  present  state  of  our  relations 
with  that  nation  against  which  we  have  de- 
clared war  ?  Almost  at  the  very  instant  when 
Congress  declared  war  against  Great  Britain, 
the  Orders  in  Council,  and  the  blockade  of  May, 
1806,  the  most  prominent  causes  of  the  war, 
were  removed.  I  have  always,  sir,  considered 
the  Orders  in  Council  as  the  greatest  obstacle 
to  the  restoration  of  harmony  and  free  inter- 
course between  the  two  countries.    Had  this 
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obstacle  been  removed  before  the  declaration 
of  war,  no  one  can  believe  that  the  Executive 
would  have  recommended,  or  that  a  majority 
in  either  House  of  Congress  would  have  adopt- 
ed a  measure  always  fraught  with  evils  in  all 
governments,  and  which,  in  a  Government  like 
ours,  ought  never  to  be  resorted  to  but  in  the 
last  extremity.  I  cannot  believe  that  the  Presi- 
•dent,  in  that  case,  would  have  recommended  it, 
when,  on  the  26th  of  July,  1811,  through  the 
Secretary  of  State,  he  informed  the  British 
Minister  that,  on  the  revocation  of  the  Orders 
in  Council,  the  non-importation  law  would  be 
removed,  and,  of  consequence,  commercial  in- 
tercourse would  be  restored  between  the  two 
nations.  It  would  be  strange,  indeed,  if  the 
President  should,  in  one  moment,  restore  a  free 
intercourse  between  the  two  countries,  and,  in 
the  next,  recommend  to  Congress  a  declaration 
of  war,  solely  on  account  of  another  topic  re- 
maining in  dispute.  And,  in  case  such  recom- 
mendation had  been  made,  if  any  confidence  is 
to  be  placed  in  the  declared  opinions  of  gentle- 
men, many  who  voted  for  the  war  would  not, 
under  such  circumstances,  have  given  it  their 
support.  Unfortunately  for  the  country,  the 
President  did  not  embrace  the  opportunity, 
presented  by  the  repeal  of  the  Orders  in  Coun- 
cil, to  remove  the  non-importation  law,  and 
thereby  smooth  the  way  for  a  complete  restora- 
tion of  harmony  between  Great  Britain  and  the 
United  States.  Sir,  this  would  have  been  done, 
and  the  remaining  subject  of  dispute  been  left 
in  the  same  situation  as  before  the  declaration 
of  war,  to  be  adjusted  by  amicable  arrange- 
ments. But,  sir,  as  this  was  not  done,  it  re- 
mains for  us,  it  remains  for  the  people  of  the 
United  States,  to  determine  whether  they  will 
encounter  all  the  evils,  all  the  calamities  of 
war;  whether  they  will  sacrifice  the  fairest 
prospects,  and  the  best  interests  of  this  rising 
country,  on  the  point  now  in  dispute  with 
Great  Britain. 

In  the  few  remarks  I  shall  snbmit  to  you,  sir, 
and  to  the  House,  it  is  not  my  intention  to  go 
into  the  consideration  of  all  the  original  avowed 
c£(hses  of  the  war ;  but  to  confine  myself  to  the 
new  aspect  of  affairs,  presented  to  us  since  the 
declaration  of  war  by  the  removal  of  the  Orders 
in  CounoU  and  blockades. 

On  the  subject  of  impressments,  for  which 
alone  the  war  is  now  to  be  continued,  what,  let 
me  ask,  is  the  principle  for  which  our  Govern- 
ment contends  ?  It  is  this,  sir :  that  the  flag  of 
the  merchant  vessel  shall  cover  all  who  sail 
under  it ;  or,  in  other  words,  that  our  flag  shall 
protect  all  the  foreigners  our  merchants  may 
think  proper  to  employ  in  their  service,  whether 
naturalized  or  not.  Before  we  raise  immense 
armies,  before  we  sacrifice  any  more  of  the 
lives  of  American  citizens,  let  us  inquire — 

1st.  Whether  the  principle,  if  yielded  to  ns 
to-morrow,  would  benefit  our  native  seamen,  or 
would  promote  the  real  permanent  interests  of 
their  country. 

2d.  Whether  there  is  a  probability  of  obtam- 


ing  a  recognition  of  this  principle  by  a  continu- 
ance of  the  war. 

The  foreigners  employed  in  our  service  are 
those  who  have  not  been  naturalized,  and  those 
who  have  taken  the  benefit  of  our  naturaliza- 
tion laws.  The  former  constitute  nearly  the 
whole :  the  latter  class  is  very  inconsiderable. 
The  foreigners  of  the  first  description,  of  course, 
were  in  competition  with  our  native  seamen, 
and  either  exclude  them  from  employment,  or 
lessen  the  rate  of  their  wages.  In  this  way, 
then,  the  employment  of  foreign  seamen  is  an 
injury  to  our  native  seamen ;  and,  in  a  national 
point  of  view,  it  may  well  be  questioned,  whether 
their  employment  subserves  the  permanent  and 
solid  interest  of  the  country. 

Is  it  not,  sir,  of  the  first  importance  to  us,  as 
a  commercial  and  maritime  nation,  especially 
when  it  may  be  engaged  in  a  war  with  a  great 
naval  power,  to  be  able  to  have  a  sufficient 
number  of  native  seamen  employed  in  our  ser- 
vice ?  Seamen,  who  shall  be  attached  by  every 
tie  to  this  country,  and  on  whom  we  can  de- 
pend for  its  defence  in  time  of  danger  ? 

This,  sir,  it  is  presumed,  cannot  be  denied. 
If  so,  is  it  not  the  dictate  of  wisdom  and  of 
sound  policy  for  us  to  give  encouragement  to 
our  native  seamen  in  preference  to  those  of  any 
foreign  country  ? 

The  situation  in  which  we  now  are  proves 
the  correctness,  as  well  as  the  importance,  of 
the  position.  We  are  now  at  war  with  Great 
Britain.  And,  at  the  very  time  when  this  war 
was  declared,  thousands  of  British  seamen  who 
had  not  been  naturalized  in  this  country,  were, 
and  they  still  continue  in  our  employment. 
These  seamen  (I  am  speaking,  sir,  of  those  not 
naturalized)  are  now  claimed  as  British  sub- 
jects, and,  indeed,  by  our  own  laws,  are  now 
considered  as  alien  enemies.  Will  gentlemen 
suffer  me  to  turn  their  attention  to  this  last 
fact? 

By  a  law  passed  the  6th  of  July,  1798,  it  is 
enacted,  that  "  whenever  there  shall  be  a  de- 
clared war  between  the  United  States  and  any 
foreign  nation  or  Government,  &o.,  all  natives, 
citizens,  denizens,  or  subjects,  of  the  hostile  na- 
tion or  Government,  being  males  of  the  age  of 
fourteen  years  and  upwards,  who  shall  be  with- 
m  the  United  States,  and  not  actttally  natural- 
ized, shall  be  hable  to  be  apprehended,  restrain- 
ed, secured,  and  removed,  as  alien  enemies." 
Ought  we,  sir,  to  depend  upon  these  men  to 
man  our  fieets,  or  to  defend  our  ports  and  har- 
bors ?  So  far  as  foreigners  of  this  description 
are  concerned,  I  do  not  hesitate  to  say  that  it 
is  not  for  the  interest  of  this  country  that  our 
fiag  should  protect  them,  and  that  I  will  never 
consent  to  continue  this  war  for  the  mainten- 
ance of  this  principle  on  their  account.  It  is 
well  known,  sir,  that  not  only  Great  Britain, 
but  that  France,  and  all  the  nations  of  Europe, 
claim  a  right  to  the  services  of  all  their  subjects 
in  time  of  war.  In  the  exercise  of  this  right, 
the  history  of  Europe  shows  that,  at  the  com- 
mencement of  almost  all  wars,  proclamations 
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have  been  issued  by  the  belligerent  powers,  re- 
calling their  subjects  to  aid  in  the  defence  of 
their  respective  countries.  During  the  present 
war  in  Europe,  this  has  been  done  by  Great 
Britain,  by  France,  and  the  other  belligerent 
powers.  With  respect  to  this  claim  of  alle- 
giance, it  is  not  niy  intention  to  enter  into  the 
discussion  whether,  in  the  abstract,  it  is  well  or 
ill  founded.  This  would  lead  me  too  far,  and 
would  tend  to  no  practical  good.  I  will,  how- 
ever, observe,  that  it  is  a  right,  a  claim,  which 
has  been  long  exercised  in  Europe,  and  has 
been  sanctioned  and  acknowledged  by  the  most 
able  and  distinguished  European  writers  on 
public  law. 

With  respect  to  foreigners,  who  have  been 
naturalized  under  our  laws,  the  question  is  of 
a  more  distinct  nature,  and  presents  greater 
difficulties.  We  ought,  undoubtedly,  to  fulfill 
all  our  obligations  towards  them.  What  these 
obligations  are,  and  how  far  they  extend,  are 
questions  about  which  a  diversity  of  sentiment 
may  prevail. — While  they  remain  within  our 
territories,  and  within  our  exclusive  jurisdiction, 
they  are  shielded  by  the  general  principle,  that 
all  within  our  dominion  and  exclusive  jurisdic- 
tion, are,  of  course,  protected  against  all  claims 
whatever,  and  never  to  be  molested  in  any  way 
without  our  consent.  But,  sir,  when  they  go 
without  our  territories,  and  beyond  our  exclusive 
jurisdiction,  and  come  within  the  sphere  of  the 
claim  of  their  former  Govenunent,  the  opinion 
of  the  best  writers  on  public  law  seems  to  be, 
that  the  obligation  of  the  country,  under  whose 
laws  they  have  been  naturalized,  does  not  ex- 
tend to  guaranty  them  against  such  claims, 
nnless  their  allegiance  was  changed  with  the 
consent  of  their  former  Government.  But,  sir, 
whatever  speculative  opinions  may  be  enter- 
tained on  this  subject,  the  number  of  natural- 
ized seamen  is  so  small,  that  few,  if  any,  can 
be  of  opinion  that  we  ought  to  have  declared 
war,  or  that  we  ought  to  continue  it  on  their 
account  alone.  The  whole  number  of  seamen 
naturalized  from  1T96  to  1810,  as  appears  by 
the  returns  made  to  the  Department  of  State, 
is  1,332.  This  includes  those  of  all  nations. 
What  proportion  of  these  were  British,  or  how 
many  of  them  are  now  in  our  service,  it  is  im- 
possible to  determine.  I  presume,  however,  the 
number  of  naturalized  British  seamen  now  in 
our  employ  does  not  exceed  two  or  three  hun- 
dred. Shall  we,  sir,  continue  the  war  for  these 
men? 

I  am  aware,  sir,  that  with  respect  to  impress- 
ment from  our  merchant  vessels,  abuses  have 
happened,  that  although  the  right  of  taking 
American  citizens  is  not  claimed,  the  British 
commanders  have  not  been  scrupulous  whether 
they  took  British  subjects  or  American'citizens. 
Sir,  these  abuses  I  never  can,  and  I  never  will 
justify.  I  am  satisfied,  however,  that  they 
have  been  exaggerated. 

But,  sii',  let  me  ask,  if  we  have  not  really 
intended  to  protect  foreign  seamen  under  our 
flag,  if  we  have  not  been  guilty  of  gross  neg- 
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ligence,  to  say  the  least  of  it,  towards  our  native 
seamen  ?  whether,  by  our  laws,  and  the  prac- 
tice under  them,  we  have  afforded  them  all  that 
protection  and  security  to  which  they  are 
entitled? 

In  1796,  Congress  passed  an  act  for  the  relief 
and  protection  of  American  seamen.  By  this 
act,  the  collectors  of  the  several  ports  were 
directed,  on  application,  to  enter  the  names  of 
seamen,  being  citizens  of  the  United  States,  to 
grant  them  certiij^cates,  in  a  form  given  in  the 
act.  In  this  certificate,  the  collector  is  to  de- 
scribe the  person  of  the  applicant :  also,  to 
declare  that,  on  proof  produced  to  him  agree- 
able to  the  act,  the  seaman  is  a  citizen  of  the 
United  States  of  America. 

It  is  not  a  little  singular  that,  although  the 
proof  of  citizenship  to  be  produced  to  the  col- 
lector must  be  agreeable  to  the  directions  of  the 
act,  the  act  itself  nowhere  directs  what  that 
proof  must  be.  Every  collector,  therefore,  has, 
und^rthis  act,  used  his  own  discretion,  or  has 
pursued  such  directions  as  he  may  have  received 
from  the  Government  as  to  the  kind  of  proof. 
What,  sir,  has  been  the  practice  under  this  law  ? 
Have  those  certificates,  or  protections,  as  they 
are  commonly  called,  been  confined  to  ionafide 
American  citizens  ?  No,  sir ;  we  cannot,  we 
ought  not,  to  shut  our  eyes  against  facts  too 
notorious  to  be  concealed  or  denied.  Under 
this  act,  made  expressly  for  the  protection  of 
American  seamen,  every  foreign  seaman,  almost, 
at  the  moment  of  setting  his  feet  on  our  shores, 
has  obtained  a  certificate  from  some  collector, 
that  he  is  a  citizen  of  the  United  States;  and, 
with  this  certificate  in  his  pocket,  although 
perhaps  a  deserter  from  his  own  Government, 
he  enters  a  public  or  private  vessel,  as  an  Amer- 
ican seaman.  The  mode  of  obtaining  proof 
of  citizenship  is  well  understood.  Among 
other  modes,  some  of  which  are  too  disgraceful 
to  be  mentioned  in  this  place,  those  foreign 
seamen  will  go  before  a  magistrate,  and,  al- 
though hardly  able  to  speak  the  English  lan- 
guage intelligibly,  will  swear,  for  each  other, 
that  they  were  born  within  the  United  States, 
and  are  American  citizens.  On  such  proof,  a 
proof  of  this  sort,  the  collector  issues  his  cer- 
tificate. 

It  will  be  recollected,  sir,  that  this  subject  was 
brought  before  this  House  during  the  last  ses- 
sion, in  a  case  from  PhOadelphia,  when  a  cer- 
tificate of  this  kind  was  obtained  by  the  most 
flagrant  and  avowed  act  of  perjury  on  the  part 
of  a  foreigner  who  had  just  arrived  in  this 
country.  It  was  found,  on  inquiry,  that  there 
was  no  law,  either  of  Pennsylvania  or  of  the 
United  States,  to  punigh  the  man  for  this  act  of 
false  swearing.  Not  only  have  these  protec- 
tions been  thus  obtained  by  fraud  and  perjury, 
but  they  have  also,  long  since,  been  an  object 
of  barter ;  they  have  been  bought  and  sold, 
and  transferred  from  one  to  another,  not  only 
in  this  country,  but  in  foreign  countries. 

To  show  the  extent  of  this  traffic  in  seamen's 
protections,  pennit  me  to  state  some  facts,  of 
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which  I  have  no  doubt,  knowing  the  source 
from  whence  I  have  derived  them.  An  Ajner- 
ican  captain  having  a  ship  ia  Bristol,  in  England, 
without  a  crew,  he  applied  to  a  man  who  kept 
a  boarding-house  for  sailors,  to  procure  a  crew 
of  American  sailors  in  port ;  he  showed  him 
a  great  number  of  American  protections,  which 
he  agreed  to  sell  him  for  two  guineas  each, 
and  with  the  aid  of  these  to  procure  him  a  crew. 
By  high  wages,  and  by  suiting  these  protections 
to  the  description  of  British  sailors,  he  procured 
this  captain  liis  ship's  crew;  not  only  so,  but 
when  the  ship  was  about  to  sail,  and  it  was 
doubtful  whether  those  who  had  engaged  for  the 
voyage  would  actually  go  on  board,  this  man 
actually  procured  some  of  a  press  gang  to  take 
them  as  American  sailors,  who  had  deserted 
from  their  ships,  and  put  them  on  board.  When 
we  ourselves  place  no  confidence  in  these  cer- 
tificates, when  we  know  that  they  are  thus 
obtained  by  fraud  and  perjury,  can  we  expect 
that  foreign  nations  will  give  credit  to  them  1 
Instead  of  being  a  shield  and  protection  to  the 
real  American  sailor,  they  have  become  a  dan- 
gerous weapon  of  oftence. 

If,  sir,  it  is  not  for  the  permanent  interest  of 
the  United  States  to  employ  so  many  transient 
foreign  seamen,  we  ought  long  since,  not  only  to 
have  refused  these  false  protections,  but  to  have 
passed  laws  for  the  encouragement  of  our  native 
seamen,  similar  to  those  which  have  been  adopt- 
ed in  commercial  countries,  and  are  commonly 
called  navigation  acts.  This  would,  in  some 
measure,  have  relieved  us  from  the  evils  which 
we  now  experience,  in  consequence  of  the  em- 
ployment of  so  many  foreign  seamen. 


Ttjesdat,  January  5. 
Additional  Military  Force. 

The  House  resumed  the  order  of  the  day  on 
the  bill  for  raising  an  additional  military  force 
of  20,000  men  for  one  year,  the  question  being 
on  the  passage  of  the  bill  to  a  third  reading. 

Mr.  Boyd. — Mr.  Speaker:  It  is  with  great 
difiidence  that  I  address  the  Chair.  When  the 
bill  now  before  the  House  was  under  discus- 
sion' on  Saturday  last ;  that  is,  the  then  pro- 
posed amendment  to  insert  eighteen  months, 
instead  of  one  year,  I  was  offering  my  reasons 
why  I  thought  that  that  amendment  ought  to 
prevail;  when,  unfortunately  for  me,  I  was 
considered  as  taking  too  great  a  latitude,  and 
prevented  from  connecting  my  remarks.  As 
there  is  little  difference,  in  point  of  principle, 
as  the  bill  then  was  and  now  is,  I  embrace  this 
opportunity  to  make  up  that  deficiency,  and 
will  now  take  care  to  stick  as  close  as  possible 
to  the  text, 

Sir,  I  am  opposed  to  passing  the  bill  to  a  third 
reading,  because  I  believe  it  to  be  altogether  in- 
.adequate  to  the  purpose- intended  to  be  accom- 
plished by  it.  Sir,,  when  I  last  addressed  the 
Ghair,  I  then  took  a  retrospective  view  of  our 
past  expectations,  plans,  and  propositions,  from 
jKhich  we  expected  to  derive  great,  advantages. 


Such  were  the  expectations  of  that  time,  that  I 
did  not  accord  with  them.  Those  expectations 
have  not  been  realized ;  but,  instead  thereof, 
we  have  met  with  disappointments  and  misfor- 
tunes. I  thought  that  viewing  the  errors  of 
the  past  was  the  most  certain  way  to  avoid  the 
future;  and  I  am  not  at  this  time  sensible  of 
that  being  erroneous. 

Mr.  Speaker,  I  am  an  old  man,  and  not  in  the 
habit  of  public  speaking ;  and  if  I  have  not  the 
faculty  of  composing  my  arguments  in  so  con- 
nected a  form  as  a  lawyer's  special  pleadings,  I 
hope  the  House  will  excuse  me,  and  grant  me 
their  indulgence  to  do  it  in  such  form  as  my 
capacity  will  admit  of. 

[The  Speaker  observed  that  it  was  unpleas- 
ant to  the  Chair  that  the  gentleman  should  in- 
dulge in  snch  remarks  ;  he  had  certainly  no 
wish  not  to  give  fuU  latitude  to  debate.  Mr.  B. 
said  he  stood  corrected,  and  was  allowed  to 
proceed.] 

Then,  Mr.  Speaker,  I  object,  because,  in  my 
opinion,  it  is  not  calculated  to  produce  the  de- 
sired effect,  or  that  which  is  intended  by  it: 
that  is,  to  raise  a  force  competent  to  the  con- 
quest of  the  Canadas  in  the  given  time.  I  wHl 
ask  how  many  regiments  you  have  in  your  pres- 
ent establishment?  Say  thirty-five,  and  you 
add  twenty,  making  together  fifty-five:  what 
use  is  there  in  multiplying  regiments  without 
men  ?  The  Chairman  did  state  that  from  pru- 
dential motives,  he  had  thought  it  inexpedient 
to  give  the  number  now  actually  in  service,  or 
enlisted  by  the  present  establishment.  Sir,  it 
is  not  my  wish  to  go  into  a  strict  inquiry ;  the 
regard  I  have  for  the  honor  of  my  country 
forbids  me ;  but  I  will  suppose  seventeen  thou- 
sand, and,  I  believe,  that  is  large ;  then  there  is 
left  oflScers  for  eighteen  thousand  men.  Are 
these  not  suflScient  for  the  recruiting  service  ? 
to  engage  every  man  who  is  willing  to  serve  his 
country  ?  to  place  a  recruiting  officer  in  almost 
every  town  and  village  in  the  United  States? 
They  are;  and,  therefore,  you  ought  not  to 
create  an  unnecessary  addition.  If  the  pres- 
ent establishment  is  not  fuE,  what  is  the  reason  ? 
Either  that  the  pay  and  bounty  are  not  suffi- 
cient inducements,  or  there  is  a  dislike  to  the 
service ;  your  creating  more  regiments  will  not 
remove  that  difficulty.  I  am  against  the  bill, 
because  the  term  of  service  is  too  short  to 
answer  any  valuable  purpose.  Suppose  them 
intended  to  operate  as  a  force  against  Canada. 
Let  us  see  how  that  will  answer  the  purpose : 
You  send  out  your  warrants  to  commence  the 
enlistment  of  the  proposed  troops  at  this  time ; 
how  long  a  time,  is  it  contemplated,  will  be 
necessary  for  then:  enlistment  2  My  opinion  is, 
that  you  will  not  have  them  half  full  in  four 
months ;  -it  is  then  time  to  take  the  field,  and 
they  are  then  raw  troops.  The  honorable 
Chairman  (Mr.  D.  E.  Williams)  states  to  you 
the  number  of  troops  necessary  for  defensivte 
operations,  according  to  his  calculation,  to  be 
ten  thousand,;  deducting  that  number  from  the 
present  establishmentj  supposing  it  to  be  full 
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It  is  not  for  me  to  say  how  far  the  present 
establishment  is  short  of  the  whole  number,  or 
will  be  at  that  time ;  but  we  know  that  it  is  far 
short;  we  do  not  know  that  it  can  be  filled,  and 
if  it  cannot,  then  those  calculations  are  fictitious. 
He  also  states  to  you  that  the  regular  force  in 
the  Oanadas  is  not  to  be  estimated  at  less  than 
twelve  thousand,  and  three  thousand  in  Halifax, 
besides  their  militia.  According  to  this,  and 
my  views,  you  cannot  enter  Canada  the  next 
campaign  with  man  for  man ;  and  surely  that 
is  not  sufficient  for  conquest  in  an  enemy's 
country.  But  I  will  suppose  that  you  conquer 
a  part  of  the  country;  that  part  must  be  gar- 
risoned if  you  will  keep  it:  In  a  year  from  the 
time  of  enlistment  their  term  expires,  and  what 
becomes  of  your  conquest,  without  force  to 
keep  it,  supposing  it  to  be  made  ?  Say  that  the 
officers  will  be  called  into  service  in  four  months, 
and  there  is  some  of  the  men  enlisted  six  or 
eight  months  hence;  the  officers  must  serve 
until  the  expiration  of  the  terra  of  the  last  man 
engaged,  or  a  derangement  must  take  place — 
always  a  disagreeable  occurrence  in  an  army. 

Sir,  if  you  have  not  numbers  sufficient  to 
bear  down  all  opposition,  invade  it  not :  act  on 
the  defensive  until  you  have  engaged  your  men, 
and  for  a  term  of  time  sufficient  to  answer  your 
purpose;  then  may  you  count  upon  success  and 
honor.  I  do  not  say  that  I  believe  land  con- 
quests will  produce  an  acknowledgment  of  our 
rights  on  the  ocean.  I  believe  it  will  not ;  but 
unless  you  act  with  great  regularity,  system, 
and  economy,  you  cannot  avoid  it;  you  must 
meet  with  nothing  but  disappointments  and 
disgrace. 

Mr.  Law  said  as  he  was  originally  opposed 
to  the  war,  and  the  preparatory  steps  which  led 
to  it,  he  could  not  admit  the  principle,  that  be- 
cause war  was  deela/red  he  was  bound  to  ac- 
quiesce, and  lend  his  aid  to  promote  every  plan 
for  prosecuting  the  war  which  might  be  pro- 
posed, however  wild  and  extravsngant  the  same 
might  appear.  He  said  he  felt  it  a  duty,  and  he 
claimed  it  as  a  right,  (although  he  was  not  am- 
bitious very  often  to  exercise  the  right,)  to  offer 
objections  to  any  measures  which  might  be  in- 
troduced, if  he  supposed  they  were  not  calcu- 
lated to  produce  the  effect  intended,  although 
he  might  not  be  in  favor  of  the  object  itself; 
or  if  he  believed  the  measure  proposed  would 
he  productive  of  real  evil.  Now,  sir,  on  this 
important  occasion  it  would  be  wise  for  a  mo- 
ment to  look  back,  and  if  we  can  bear  the  pain 
of  retrospection,  consider  what  this  nation  once 
was,  what  it  might  be,  and  what  it  in  fact  is. 
Time  was,  and  that  within  the  recollection  of 
us  all,  when  industry,  commerce,  prosperity, 
and  peace,  gladdened  the  hearts  of  this  once 
happy  people,  and  the  use  of  arms  was  known 
only  as  a  pacific  pastime.  The  nation,  like  some 
individuals,  could  not  bear  the  intoxicating  in- 
fluence of  prosperity.  It  might  have  preserved 
its  enviable  condition,  hut  it  labored  and  groan- 
ed under  the  weight  of  national  blessings;  it 
submitted  to  regard   the  sinister   views  and 


malign  influence  of  foreign  powers ;  it  listened 
— fatally  listened — to  a  serpent  more  fell  than 
the  serpent  of  old.  And  now  how  sad  is  the 
reverse,  let  a  dejected  and  impoverished  nation 
answer ;  in  the  past,  we  see  departed  comforts ; 
before  us,  we  behold  ruin  and  distress.  The 
unhappy  crisis  to  which  we  have  arrived  has 
been  progressive.  Had  the  transition  been  sud- 
den, the  nation  would  have  been  driven  to  des- 
peration. We  have  been  often  admonished  by 
those  who  foresaw  the  present  evils ;  and  had  we 
been  wise,  might  have  avoided  the  calamities 
in  which  the  country  is  now  involved,  and  from 
which  there  is  at  present  no  pi'ospect  of  speedy 
relief. 

Sir,  we  will  no  longer  dwell  on  times  past ; 
we  will  now  briefly  notice  the  causes  which 
were  alleged  in  the  manifestoes  which  immedi- 
ately preceded  the  declaration  of  war,  and 
what  was  said  to  be  the  object,  and  attempt  to 
show  that  the  hill  now  under  consideration  is 
unnecessary  for  the  attainment  of  the  original 
object ;  that  it  will  be  injurious  to  the  mili- 
tia, and  may  endanger  the  liberties  of  th« 
country. 

As  to  the  causes  of  the  war,  without  admit- 
ting or  denying  their  justice  on  national  princi- 
ples to  justify  the  act  at  the  time  it  was  de- 
clared, he  might  say  that  some  of  the  pretended 
causes  have  never  been  seriously  relied  on  by 
our  own  Government.  The  principal  one  has 
been  wholly  removed ;  and  but  one  of  the  in- 
genious catalogue  now  remains,  and  that  might 
easily  be  adjusted  to  the  mutual  satisfaction  of 
both  nations.  And,  sir,  it  ought  not  to  be  for- 
gotten, that  the  act  declaring  war  was  carried 
with  great  labor  and  much  reluctance;  and 
such  was  the  majority  in  eacj  branch  of  Con- 
gress that  it  might  well  have  justified  a  doubt 
as  to  the  expediency  when  it  did  pass.  Be- 
sides, a  large  proportion  of  the  United  States 
were  then,  and  even  since  have  been  opposed 
to  the  act.  And  this  opposition  was  not  con- 
fined to  those  who  have  been  slanderously  re- 
ported to  be  in  the  interest  of  Great  Britain. 
The  disgust  and  abhorrence  was  felt  by  some 
of  the  best  patriots  and  purest  bosoms  in  the 
country.  Experience  has  also  proved  that  the 
public  sentiment  was  against  the  war ;  witness 
the  feeble  ranks  of  your  volunteers,  the  slow 
and  reluctant  march  of  the  militia,  and  the 
tardy  progress  in  the  recruiting  service.  Sir, 
the  disgrace  and  disasters  which  have  hitherto 
attended  the  army,  have  resulted  more  from  a 
want  of  confidence  in  the  justice  and  propriety 
of  the  war,  than  from  the  lack  of  talents  in 
those  who  have  conducted  the  battles,  incom- 
petent as  they  have  been  represented  to  com- 
mand. A  nation  like  this  cannot  be  driven  to 
war.  They  must  feel  the  justice  and  necessity 
of  it,  and  the  justice  must  be  so  strong  as  to 
pierce  every  heart.  This  would  be  felt  in  a 
necessary  and  defensive  war ;  then,  indeed,  the 
nation  would  smite  with  one  arm.  Before  such 
a  people,  roused  in  such  a  cause,  the  veteran 
legions  of  Napoleon  would  be  compelled  to  bite 
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the  (lu8t.  Such,  alasl  is  not  our  case.  We 
have  a  war,  without  the  spirit  or  unanimity 
whi6h  springs  from  these  causes,  and  without 
the  pecuniary  means  of  supporting  it.  Such  a 
war  must  be  disastrous  I  On  what,  sir,  is  the 
honor  of  this  nation  now  suspended?  On  the 
Navy  1  that  little  navy  which  was  despised, 
neglected,  and  forgotten,  until  it  fought  itself 
into  notice,  and  rescued  the  sinking  honor  of 
the  country. 

"What,  sir,  was  the  avowed  object  of  this 
war?  It  has  ever  been  said  that  conquest, 
with  a  view  of  extending  our  territory,  and  en- 
larging our  dominion,  was  not  the  wish  of  this 
Government.  The  idea  of  this  Republic  fol- 
lowing the  footsteps  of  foreign  ambitious  na- 
tions, was  so  repugnant  to  the  genius  of  the 
American  people,  and  the  constitution  under 
which  we  live,  that  few,  if  any,  of  the  warm- 
est advocates  of  the  war  dare  avow  it. 

The  pretence  was  to  take,  or  rather  to  re- 
ceive Canada ;  for  it  was  vainly  supposed  the 
inhabitants  of  that  province  would  readily  join 
our  standard,  on  the  first  invitation.  But  we 
must  go  through  the  form  of  conquest  to  pro- 
tect them  from  the  charge  of  treason  to  their 
own  Government.  We  were  to  hold  Canada 
until  peace  should  return,  and  then  it  was  to 
be  delivered  up  in  exchange  for  maritime  rights. 
And  this  it  was  supposed  would  be  a  powerful 
weapon  in  our  hands  in  the  negotiation.  With 
this  view  the  bills  augmenting  the  Army,  rais- 
ing the  volunteers,  and  transferring  the  militia, 
passed.  By  the  present  bUl,  and  the  project 
connected  with  it,  the  original  plan  is  abandon- 
ed with  the  volunteers  and  militia,  and  we  are 
now  presented  with  a  compound  system  of 
conquest,  extermination,  and  defence.  It  would 
seem  with  the  force  of  fifty-five  thousand 
regular  troops,  we  are  to  conquer  all  the  resi- 
due of  North  America  ;  exterminate  every 
tawny  infidel  this  side  of  the  Isthmus  of  Da- 
rien,  and  defend  a  seacoast  many  hundred  miles 
in  extent  from  the  incursions  of  the  enemy! 
This  is-  truly  a  gigantic  project.  He  said  he 
could  not  give  it  his  aid ;  and  he  thought  some 
honorable  gentlemen  who  voted  for  the  war 
would,  when  they  reflected  on  the  magnitude 
of  the  scheme  now  presented,  seize  this  occa- 
sion to  retire,  unwUling  to  entail  on  themselves 
and  posterity  the  expense  and  ruin  which  would 
flow  from  the  project,  if  carried  into  execution. 

Mr.  Qtjinct. — Mr.  Speaker,  I  fear  that  the 
state  of  my  health  may  prevent  my  doing  jus- 
tice to  my  sentiments  concerning  this  bill.  I 
will,  however,  make  the  attempt  though  I 
should  fail  in  it. 

The  bill  proposes  that  20,000  men  should  be 
added  to  the  existing  Military  Establishment. 
This,  at  present,  consists  of  35,000  men.  So 
that  the  eifeet  of  this  bill  is  to  place,'  at  the  dis- 
posal of  the  Executive,  an  army  of  55,000.  It 
is  not  pretended  that  this  addition  is  wanted 
either  for  defence  or  for  the  relief  of  the  Indian 
frontier.  On  the  contrary,  it  is  expressly  ac- 
knowledged that  the  present  establishment  is 


suflBcient  for  both  of  those  objects.  But  the 
purpose  for  which  these  20,000  men  are  de- 
manded is,  the  invasion  of  Canada.  This  is 
unequivocally  avowed  by  the  chairman  of  th^ 
Committee  of  Military  AflFairs,  (Mr.  D.  R.  Wil- 
liams,) the  organ,  as  is  admitted,  of  the  will 
and  the  wishes  of  the  American  Cabinet. 

The  bill,  therefore,  brings,  necessarily,  into 
deliberation,  the  conquest  of  Canada,  either  as 
an  object,  in  itself  desirable,  or  consequentially 
advantageous,  by  its  effect,  in  producing  an 
early  and  honorable  peace.* 

Before  I  enter  upon  the  discussion  of  those 
topics,  which  naturally  arise  from  this  state  of 
the  subject,  I  wiU  ask  your  indulgence,  for  one 
moment,  while  I  make  a  few  remarks  upon  this 
intention  of  the  American  Cabinet  thus  une- 
quivocally avowed.  I  am  induced  to  this  from 
the  knowledge,  which  I  have,  that  this  design 
is  not  deemed  to  be  serious  by  some  men  of 
both  political  parties ;  as  well  within  this  House 
as  out  of  it.  I  know  that  some  of  the  friends 
of  the  present  Administration  do  consider  the 
proposition  as  a  mere  feint,  made  for  the  pur- 
pose of  putting  a  good  face  upon  things,  and  of 
strengthening  the  hope  of  a  successful  negotia- 
tion, by  exciting  the  apprehensions  of  the  Brit-r 
ish  Cabinet  for  the  fate  of  their  colonies,  I 
know,  also,  that  some  of  those  who  are  opposed, 
in  political  sentiment  to  the  men  who  are  now 
at  the  head  of  affairs,  laugh  at  these  schemes 
of  invasion ;  and  deem  them  hardly  worth  con- 
troversy, on  account  of  their  opinion  of  the 
imbecility  of  the  American  Cabinet,  and  the 
embarrassment  of  its  resources. 

I  am  anxious  that  no  doubt  should  exist  upon 
this  subject  eithei'  in  the  House  or  in  the  nation. 
Whosoever  considers  the  object  of  this  bUl  to  be 
any  other  than  that  which  has  been  avowed,  is 
mistaken.  Whosoever  believes  this  bill  to  be  a 
means  of  peace,  or  any  thing  else  than  an  in- 
strument of  vigorous  and  long-protracted  war, 
is  grievously  •deceived.  And  whoever  acts 
under  such  mistake,  or  such  deception,  will  have 
to  lament  one  of  the  grossest,  and  perhaps  one 
of  the  most  critical  errors  of  his  political  life. 
I  warn,  therefore,  my  political  opponents ;  those 
honest  men,  of  whom  I  know  there  are  some, 
who,  paying  only  a  general  attention  to  the 
course  of  public  affairs,  submit  the  guidance  of 
their  opinions  to  the  men  who  stand  at  the  helm, 
not  to  vote  for  this  bill  under  any  belief  that  its 
object  is  to  aid  negotiation  for  peace.  Let  such 
gentlemen  recur  to  their  past  experience  on 
similar  occasions.  They  will  find  that  it  has  been 
always,  the  case,  whenever  any  obnoxious  meas- 


*  This  debate,  although  arising  on  a  subject  which  im- 
plied a  limited  discussion,  soon  passed  beyond  its  apparent 
bounds,  and  instead  of  being  confined  to  the  simple  military 
question  of  raising  additional  troops,  expanded  into  a  dis- 
cussion of  the  whole  policy,  objects  and  causes  of  the  war, 
and  became  the  principal  debate  of  the  session.  AH  the 
leading  members  of  the  House  took  part  in  it ;  and  many 
new  members,  then  young,  and  whose  names  have  since 
become  famous,  then  took  their  start. 
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lire  is  about  to  be  passed,  that  its  passage  is  as- 
sisted by  the  aid  of  some  such  collateral  sug- 
gestions. No  sooner  do  the  Cabinet  perceive 
that  any  potion,  ■which  they  intend  to  adminis- 
ter, is  loathed  by  a  considerable  part  of  the 
inajority,  and  that.their  apprehensions  are  alive 
lest  it  should  have  a  scouring  effect  upon  their 
popularity,  than  certain  under-operators  are 
set  to  work,  whose  business  it  is  to  amuse  the 
minds,  and  beguile  the  attention  of  the  patients 
while  the  dose  is  swallowing.  The  language 
always  is :  "  Trust  the  Cabinet'  doctors.  The 
medicine  will  not  operate  as  you  imagine,  but 
quite  another  way."  After  this  manner  the 
fears  of  the  men  are  allayed,  and  the  purposes  of 
the  Administration  are  attained  under  sugges- 
tions very  different  from  the  true  motives. 
Thus,  the  embargo,  which  has  since  been  un- 
equivocally acknowledged  to  have  been  intended 
to  coerce  Great  Britain,  was  adopted,  as  the 
Executive  asserted,  "  to  save  our  essential  re- 
sources." So,  also,  when  the  present  war  was 
declared  against  Great  Britain,  members  of  the 
House  were  known  to  state  that  they  voted 
for  it  under  the  suggestion  that  it  would  not  be 
a  war  of  ten  days :  that  it  was  known  that  Mr. 
Foster  had  instructions  to  make  definitive  ar- 
rangements, in  his  pocket ;  and  that  the  United 
States  had  only  to  advance  to  the  point  of  war, 
and  the  whole  business  would  be  settled.  And 
now  an  army,  which,  in  point  of  numbers, 
Cromwell  might  envy,  greater  than  that  with 
which  Csesar  passed  the  Rubicon,  is  to  be  help- 
ed through  a  reluctant  Congi-ess,  under  the  sug- 
gestion of  its  being  only  a  parade  force,  to  make 
negotiation  successful ;  that  it  is  the  incipient 
state  of  a  project  for  a  grand  pacification ! 

I  warn  also  my  political  friends.  These  gen- 
tlemen are  apt  to  place  great  reliance  on  their 
own  intelligence  and  sagacity.  Some  of  these 
will  tell  you  that  the  invasion  of  Canada  is  im- 
possible. They  ask  where  are  the  men — where 
is  the  monqy  to  be  obtained  ?  And  they  talk 
very  wisely  concerning  common  sense  and  com- 
mon prudence,  and  will  Show,  with  much  learn- 
ing, how  this  attempt  is  an  offence  against  both 
the  one  and  the  other.  But,  sir,  it  has  been  my 
lot  to  be  an' observer  of  the  character  and  con- 
duct of  the  men  now  in  power  for  these  eight 
years  past.  And  I  state,  without  hesitation,  that 
no  scheme  ever  was,  or  ever  will  be,  rejected  by 
them,  merely  on  account  of  its  running  counter 
to  the  ordinary  dictates  of  common  sense  and 
common  prudence.  On  the  contrary,  on  that 
very  account,  I  believe  it  more  likely  to  be  both 
suggested  and  adopted  by  them.  And,  what 
'may  appear  a  paradox,  for  that  very  reason,  the 
chance  is  rather  increased  that  it  wiU  be  suc- 
cessful. 

I  could  illustrate  this  position  twenty  ways. 
I  shall  content  myself  with  remarking  only  upon 
two  instances,  and  those  recent;  the  present 
war,  and  the  late  invasion  of  Canada.  When 
war  against  Great  Britain  was  proposed  at  the 
last  session,  there  were  thousands  in  these 
United  States,  and  I  confess  to  you  I  was  myself 


among  the  number,  who  believed  not  one  word 
of  the  matter.  I  put  my  trust  in  the  old  fash- 
ioned notions  of  common  sense,  and  common 
prudence.  That  a  people,  which  had  been  more 
than  twenty  years  at  peace,  should  enter  upon 
hostilities  against  a  people  which  had  been 
twenty  years  at  war  ;  that  a  nation,  whose 
army  and  navy  were  little  more  than  nominal, 
should  engage  in  a  war  with  a  nation  possessing 
one  of  the  best  appointed  armies  and  the  most 
powerful  marin*on  the  glob© ;  that  a  country, 
to  which  neutrality  had  been  a  perpetual  har- 
vest, should  throw  that  great  blessing  away  for 
a  controversy  in  which  nothing  was  to  be  gain- 
ed, and  every  thing  valuable  put  in  jeopardy ; 
from  these,  and  innumerable  like  considerations, 
the  idea  seemed  so  absurd  that  I  never  once  en- 
tertained it  as  possible.  And  now,  after  war 
has  been  declared,  the  whole  affair  seems  so  ex- 
traordinary and  so  utterly  irreconcilable  to  any 
previous  suggestions  of  wisdom  and  duty,  that  I 
know  not  what  to  make  of  it  or  how  to  believe 
it.  Even  at  this  moment  my  mind  is  very  much 
in  the  state  of  certain  Pennsylvania  Germans, 
of  whom  I  have  heard  it  asserted  that  they  are 
taught  to  believe,  by  their  political  leaders,  and 
do  at  this  moment  consider  the  allegation, 
that  wai-  is  at  present  existing  between  the 
United  States  and  Great  Britain,  to  be  a 
"  federal  falsehood." 

It  was  just  so  with  respect  to  the  invasion  of 
Canada.  I  heard  of  it  last  June.  I  laughed  at 
the  idea,  as  did  multitudes  of  others,  as  an  at- 
tempt too  absurd  for  serious  examination.  I 
was  in  this  case  again  beset  by  common  sense 
and  common  prudence.  That  the  United  States 
should  precipitate  itself  upon  the  unoffending 
people  of  that  neighboring  colony,  unmindful  of 
all  previously  subsisting  amities,  because  the 
parent  State,  three  thousand  miles  distant,  had 
violated  some  of  our  commercial  rights  ;  that 
we  should  march  inland,  to  defend  our  ships, 
and  seamen ;  that  with  raw  troops,  hastily  col- 
lected, miserably  appointed,  and  destitute  of 
discipline,  we  should  invade  a  country  defended 
by  veteran  forces,  at  least  equal,  in  point  of 
numbers,  to  the  invading  army ;  that  bounty 
should  be  offered  and  proclamations  issued,  in- 
viting the  subjects  of  a  foreign  power  to  treason 
and  rebellion,  under  the  influences  of  a  quarter 
of  the  country  upon  which  a  retort  of  the  same 
nature  was  so  obvious,  so  easy,  and,  in  its  con- 
sequences, so  awful ;  in  every  aspect,  the  design 
seemed  so  fraught  with  danger  and  disgrace, 
that  it  appeared  absolutely  impossible  that  it 
should  be  seriously  entertained.  Those,  how- 
ever, who  reasoned  after  this  manner  were,  as 
the  event  pi-oved,  mistaken.  The  war  was  de- 
clared. Canada  was  invaded.  We  were  in  haste 
to  plunge  into  these  great  difficulties,  and  we 
have  now  reason,  as  well  as  leisure  enough,  for 
regret  and  repentance. 

The  great  mistake  of  all  those,  who  reasoned 
concerning  the  war  and  the  invasion  of  Canada, 
and  concluded  that  it  was  impossible  that  either 
should  be  seriously  intended,  resulted  from  this, 
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that  they  never  took  into  consideration  the  con- 
nection of  both  those  events  with  the  great  elec- 
tion for  the  Chief  Magistracy  which  was  then 
pending.  It  never  was  sufficiently  considered 
by  them,  that  plunging  into  war  with  Great 
Britain  was  among  the  conditions  on  which  the 
support  for  the  Presidency  was  made  dependent. 
They  did  not  understand,  that  an  invasion 
of  Canada  was  to  be  in  truth  onlya  mode  of 
carrying  on  an  electioneering  campaign.  Bnt 
since  events  have  explained  political  purposes, 
there  is  no  difficulty  in  seeing  the  connections  be- 
tween projects  and  interests.  It  is  now  ap- 
parent to  the  most  mole-sighted  how  a  nation 
may  be  disgraced,  and  yet  a  Cabinet  attain  its 
desired  honors.  All  is  clear.  A  country  may 
be  ruined,  in  making  an  Administration  happy. 

I  said,  Mr.  Speaker,  that  such  strange  schemes, 
apparently  irreconcilable  to  common  sense  and 
common  prudence,  were,  on  that  very  account, 
more  likely  to  he  successful.  Sir,  there  is  an  au- 
dacity, which  sometimes  stands  men  instead 
both  of  genius  and  strength.  And  most  assur- 
edly, he  is  most  likely  to  perform  that  which 
no  man  ever  did  before,  and  will  never  be  likely 
to  do  again,  who  has  the  boldness  to  undertake 
that  which  no  man  ever  thought  of  attempt- 
ing in  time  past,  and  no  man  will  ever  think 
of  attempting  in  time  future.  I  would  not, 
however,  be  understood  as  intimating  that  this 
Cabinet  project  of  invasion  is  impracticable, 
either  as  it  respects  the  collection  of  means  and 
instruments,  or  in  the  ultimate  result.  On  the 
contrary,  sir,  I  deem  both  very  feasible.  Men 
may  be  obtained.  For  if  forty  dollars  bounty 
cannot  obtain  them,  a  hundred  dollars  bounty 
may,  and  the  intention  is  explicitly  avowed  not 
to  suffer  the  attainment  of  the  desired  army  to 
be  prevented  by  any  vulgar  notions  of  economy. 
Money  may  be  obtained.  What  by  means  of 
the  increased  popularity  derived  from  the  aug- 
mentation of  the  navy,  what  by  opening  sub- 
scription offices  in  the  interior  of  the  country, 
what  by  large  premiums,  the  cupidity  of  the 
moneyed  interest  may  be  tempted  beyond  the 
point  of  patriotic  resistance,  and  aU  the  attain- 
ed means  being  diverted  to  the  use  of  the  army, 
pecuniary  resources  may  be  obtained,  ample  at 
least  for  the  first  year.  And,  sir,  let  an  army 
of  thirty  thousand  men  be  collected,  let  them 
be  put  under  the  command  of  a  popular  leader, 
let  them  be  officered  to  suit  his  purposes,  let 
them  be  flushed  with  Tictories,  and  see  the 
fascinating  career  of  mOitary  glory  opening  upon 
them,  and  they  will  not  thereafter  ever  be  de- 
ficient in  resources.  If  they  cannot  obtain 
their  pay  by  your  votes,  they  will  collect  it  by 
their  own  bayonets ;,  and  they  will  not  rigidly 
observe  any  air-lines  or  water-lines  in  enforc- 
ing their  necessary  levies ;  nor  be  stayed  liy 
abstract  speculation  concerning  right,  or  learned 
constitutional  difficulties. 

I  wUl  now  proceed  to  discuss  those  topics 
which  naturally  arise  out  of  the  bill  under  con- 
sideration, and  examine  the  proposed  invasion 
of  Canada,  at  three  different  points  of  view. 


1.  As  a  means  of  carrying  on  the  subsistiiig 
war. 

3.  As  a  means  of  obtaining  an  early  and  hon- 
orable peace. 

8.  As  a  means  of  advancing  the  personal  and 
local  projects  of  ambition  of  the  members  of 
the  American  Cabinet. 

Concerning  the  invasion  of  Canada,  as  a 
means  of  carrying  on  the  subsisting  war,  it  is 
my  duty  to  speak  plainly  and  decidedly,  not 
only  because  I  herein  express  my  own  opin- 
ions upon  the  subject,  but,  as  I  conscientiously 
believe,  the  sentiments  also  of  a  very  great 
majority  of  that  whole  section  of  country  in 
which  I  have  the  happiness  to  reside.  1  say 
then,  sir,  that  I  consider  the  invasion  of  Can- 
ada as  a  means  of  carrying  on  this  war,  as  cruel, 
wanton,  senseless,  and  wicked. 

You  will  easily  understand,  Mr.  Speaker,  by 
this  very  statement  of  opinion,  that  I  am  not 
one  of  that  class  of  politicians  which  has  for  so 
many  years  predominated  in  the  world,  on 
both  sides  of  the  Atlantic.  You  will  readily 
believe,  that  I  am  not  one  of  those  who  worship 
in  that  temple,  where  Condorcet  is  the  High 
Priest  and  Machiavel  the  God.  With  such  poli- 
ticians the  end  always  sanctifies  the  means;  the 
least  possible  good  to  themselves  perfectly  justi- 
fies, according  to  their  creed,  the  inflicting  the 
greatest  possible  evil  upon  others.  In  the  judg- 
ment of  such  men,  if  a  corrupt  ministry  at  three 
thousand  miles  distance  shall  have  done  them 
an  injury,  it  is  an  ample  cause  to  visit  with  deso- 
lation a  peaceable  and  unoffending  race  of  men, 
their  neighbors,  who  happen  to  be  associated 
with  that  ministry  by  ties  of  mere  political  de- 
pendence. What  though  these  colonies  be  so 
remote  from  the  sphere  of  the  questions  in  con- 
troversy, that  their  ruin  "or  prosperity  could 
have  no  possible  influence  upon  the  result? 
What  though  their  cities  offer  no  plunder? 
What  though  their  conquest  can  yield  no  glory  2 
In  their  ruin  there  is  revenge.  And  revenge  to 
such  politicians  is  the  sweetest  of  all  morsels. 
With  such  men,  neither  I  nor  the  people  of  that 
section  of  country  in  which  1  reside  hold  any 
communion.  There  is  between  us  and  them  no 
one  principle  of  sympathy  either  in  motive  or 
action. 

That  wise,  moral,  reflecting  people,  which 
constitute  the  great  mass  of  the  population  of 
Massachusetts — indeed,  of  all  New  England — 
look  for  the  sources  of  their  political  duties  no- 
where else  than  in  those  fountains  from  which 
spring  their  moral  duties.  According  to  their 
estimate  of  human  life  and  its  obligations,  both 
political  and  moral  duties  emanate  from  the 
nature  of  things,  and  from  the  essential  and 
eternal  relations  which  subsist  among  them. 
True  it  is,  that  a  state  of  war  gives  the  right  to 
seize  and  appropriate  the  property  and  territories 
of  an  enemy.  True  it  is,  that  the  colonies  of 
a  foreign  power  are  viewed,  according  to  the 
law  of  nations,  in  the  light  of  its  property. 
But  in  estimating  the  propriety  of  carrying  des- 
olation into  the  peaceful  abodes  of  their  neigh- 
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bors,  the  people  of  New  England  will  not  limit 
their  contemplation  to  the  mere  circumstance 
of  abstract  right,  nor  ask  what  lawyers  and 
jurisprudists  have  written  or  said,  as  if  this 
was  conclusive  upon  the  subject.  That  people 
are  much  addicted  to  think  for  themselves,  and 
in  canvassing  the  propriety  of  such  an  invasion, 
they  will  consider  the  actual  condition  of  those 
colonies,  theii"  natural  relations  to  ns,  and  the 
effect  which  their  conquest  and  ruin  will  have, 
not  only  upon  the  people  of  those  colonies,  but 
npon  themselves,  and  their  own  liberties  and 
constitution.  And  above  all,  what  I  know  will 
seem  strange  to  some  of  those  who  hear  me, 
they  will  not  forget  to  apply  to  a  case  occurring 
between  nations,  as  far  as  is  practicable,  that 
heaven- descended  rule  which  the  great  author 
and  founder  of  their  religion  has  given  them 
for  the  regulation  of  their  conduct  towards 
each  other.  They  will  consider  it  the  duty  of 
these  United  States  to  act  towards  those  colo- 
nies as  they  would  wish  those  colonies  to  act, 
in  exchange  of  circumstances,  towai-ds  these 
United  States.  , 

The  actual  condition  of  those  colonies,  and 
the  relation  in  which  they  stood  to  the  United 
States  antecedent  to  the  declaration  of  war, 
were  of  this  nature.  Those  colonies  had  no 
connection  with  the  questions  in  dispute  be- 
tween us  and  their  parent  State.  They  had 
done  us  no  injury.  They  meditated  none  to  ns. 
Between  the  inhabitants  of  those  colonies  and 
the  citizens  of  the  United  States,  the  most  friend- 
ly and  mutually  useful  intercourse  subsisted. 
The  borderers  on  this,  and  those  on  the  other 
side  of  the  St.  Lawrence,  and  of  the  boundary 
line,  scarcely  realized  that  they  were  subjects 
of  different  governments.  They  interchanged 
expressions  and  acts  of  civility.  Intermarriages 
took  place  among  them.  The  Canadian  some- 
times settled  in  the  United  States ;  sometimes 
our  citizens  emigrated  to  Canada.  After  the 
declaration  of  war,  had  they  any  disposition  to 
assail  us  ?  We  have  the  reverse  expressly  in 
evidence.  They  desired  nothing  so  much  as  to 
keep  perfect  the  then  subsisting  relations  of 
amity.  Would  the  conquest  of  those  colonies 
shake  the  policy  of  the  British  cabinet?  No 
man  has  shown  it.  Unqualified  assertions,  it  is 
true,  have  been  made,  but  totally  unsupported 
by  any  evidence,  or  even  the  pretence  of  argu- 
ment. On  the  contrary,  nothing  was  more  ob- 
vious than  that  an  invasion  of  Canada  must 
strengthen  the  Ministry  of  Great  Britain,  by 
the  excitement  and  sympathy  which  would  be 
occasioned  in  the  people  of  that  country  in  con- 
sequence of  the  sufferings  of  the  innocent  in- 
habitants of  those  colonies,  on  account  of  a  dis- 
pute in  which  they  had  no  concern,  and  of 
which  they  had  scarcely  a  knowledge.  All  this 
was  anticipated — all  this  was  frequently  urged 
to  this  House,  at  the  last  and  preceding  sessions, 
as  the  necessary  effect  of  such  a  measure.  The 
event  has  justified  those  predictions.  The  late 
elections  in  Great  Britain  have  terminated 
in  the  complete  triumph  of  the  friends  of  the 


British  Ministry.  In  effecting  this  change,  the 
conduct  of  the  United  States  in  relation  to 
Canada  has  had,  undeniably,  a  mighty  influence, 
by  the  disgust  and  indignation  felt  by  the  British 
people  at  a  step  so  apparently  wanton  and  cruel. 

As  there  was  no  direct  advantage  to  be  h6ped 
from  the  conquest  of  Canada,  so  also,  there  was 
none  incidental.  Plunder  there  was  none — at 
least,  none  which  would  pay  the  cost  of  the 
conquest.  Glory  there  was  none.  Could  seven 
millions  of  peo§Je  obtain  glory  by  precipitating 
themselves  upon  half  a  million,  and  trampling 
them  into  the  dust  ?  A  giant  obtain  glory  by 
crushing  a  pigmy  1  That  giant  must  have  a 
pigmy's  spirit  who  could  reap,  or  hope,  glory 
from  such  an  achievement. 

Surely  a  people,  with  whom  we  were  con- 
nected by  so  many  natural  and  adventitious  ties, 
had  some  claims  upon  our  humanity.  Surely 
if  our  duty  required  that  they  and  theirs  shotild 
be  sacrificed  to  our  interests  or  our  passions, 
some  regret  mingled  in  the  execution  of  our 
purpose.  We  postponed  the  decree  of  ruin 
untU  the  last  moment.  We  hesitated — we  de- 
layed until  longer  delay  was  dangerous.  Alas ! 
sir,  there  was  nothing  of  thi^  kind  or  character 
in  the  conduct  of  the  Cabinet.  The  war  had 
not  yet  been  declared,  when  General  Hull  had 
his  instructions  to  put  in  train  the  work  of  de- 
struction. There  was  an  eagerness  for  the 
blood  of  the  Canadians — a  headlong  precipita- 
tion for  their  ruin,  which  indicated  any  thing 
else  rather  than  feelings  of  humanity,  or  visit- 
ings  of  nature,  on  account  of  their  condition. 
Our  armies  were  on  their  march  for  their  fron- 
tier, while  yet  peace  existed  between  this 
country  and  the  parent  State ;  and  the  invasion 
was  obstinately  pursued,  after  a  knowledge  that 
the  chief  ground  of  controversy  was  setfled  by 
the  abandonment  of  the  British  Orders  in 
CouncU;  and  after  nothing  remained  but,  a 
stale  ground  of  dispute,  which,  however  im- 
portant in  itself,  was  of  a  nature  for  which  no 
man  has  ever  yet  pretended  that  for  it  alone 
war  would  have  been  declared.  Did  ever  one 
Government  exhibit  towards  any  people  a  more 
bloody  and  relentless  spirit  of  rancor?  Tell 
me  not  of  petty  advantages — of  remote,  and 
possibly  useful  contingencies  which  might  arise 
from  the  devastation  of  those  colonies.  Show 
any  advantage  which  justifies  that  dreadful  vial 
of  wrath  which,  if  the  intention  of  the  Ameri- 
can Cabinet  had  been  fulfilled,  would,  at  this 
day,  have  been  poured  out  upon  the  heads  of  the 
Canadians.  It  is  not  owing  to  the  tender  mercies 
of  the  American  Administration,  if  the  bones  of 
the  Canadians  are  not  at  this  hour  mingled  with 
the  ashes  of  their  habitations.  It  is  easy  enough 
to  make  an  excuse  for  any  piirpose.  When  a 
victim  is  destined  to  be  immolated,  every  hedge 
presents  sticks  for  the  sacrifice.  The  lamb  who 
stands  at  the  month  of  the  stream,  wfll  always 
trouble  the  water,  if  you  take  the  account  of 
the  wolf  who  stands  at  the  source  of  it.  But 
show  a  good  to  us  bearing  any  proportion 
to  the  multiplied  evils  proposed  to  be  visited 
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upon  them.  There  is  none.  Never  was  there 
an  invasion  of  any  country  worse  than  this,  in 
point  of  moral  principle,  since  the  invasion  of 
the  West  Indies  hy  the  Bnccaneers,  or  that  of 
the  United  States  "by  Captain  Kidd.  Indeed, 
both  Kidd  and  the  Buccaneers  had  more  apology 
for  their  deed  than  the  American  Cabinet. 
They  had  at  least  the  hope  of  plunder ;  but  in 
this  case  there  is  not  even  the  poor  refuge  of 
cupidity.  We  have  heard  great  lamentations 
about  the  disgrace  of  our  arms  on  the  frontier. 
Why,  sir,  the  disgrace  of  our  arms  on  the  fron- 
tier is  terrestrial  glory,  in  comparison  with  the 
disgrace  of  the  attempt.  The  whole  atmosphere 
rings  with  the  utterance,  from  the  other  side  of 
the  House  of  this  word  "  glory" — "  glory"  in 
connection  with  this  invasion.  What  glory? 
Is  it  the  glory  of  the  tiger,  which  lifts  his  jaws, 
all  foul  and  bloody,  from  the  bowels  of  his  vic- 
tim, and  roars  for  his  companions  of  the  wood 
to  come  and  witness  his  prowess  and  his 
spoils?  Such  is  the  glory  of  Genghis  Khan, 
and  of  Bonaparte.  Be  such  glory  far,  very  far, 
from  my  country.  Never,  never  may  it  be  ac- 
cursed with  such  fame. 

"  Fame  is  no  plant  that  grows  on  mortal  soil, 
Nor  in  the  glistering  foil 
Set  off  to  the  world,  nor  in  broad  rumor  lies. 
But  lives  and  spreads  aloft,  by  those  pure  eyes, 
And  perfect  witness  of  all-judging  Jove, 
As  he  pronounces  lastly  on  each  deed." 

May  such  fame  as  this  be  my  country's  meed  I 

But  the  wise  and  thoughtful  people  of  our 
Northern  section  will  confine  their  reflections 
to  the  duties  which  result  from  the  actual  con- 
dition of  those  colonies,  and  their  general  re- 
lations to  the  United  States ;  they  will  weigh 
the  duties  the  people  of  the  United  States  owe 
to  themselves,  and  contemplate  the  efiect  which 
the  subjugation  of  those  Canadians  will  have 
upon  onr  own  liberties  and  constitution.  Sir, 
it  requires  but  little  experience  in  the  nature  of 
the  human  character,  and  but  a  very  limited 
acquaintance  with  the  history  of  man,  to  be 
satisfied  that  with  the  conquest  of  the  Canadas, 
the  liberties  and  constitution  of  this  country 
perish. 

Of  all  nations  in  the  world,  this  nation  is  the 
last  which  ought  to  admit,  among  its  purposes, 
the  design  of  foreign  conquests.  States  such  as 
are  these,  connected  by  ties  so  peculiar ;  into 
whose  combination  there  enters  necessarily  nu- 
merous jealousies  and  fears ;  whose  interests  are 
not  always  reconcilable;  and  the  passions, 
education,  and  character  of  whose  people,  on 
many  accounts,  are  repugnant  to  each  other ; 
with  a  constitution  made  merely  for  defence; 
it  is  impossible  that  an  association  of  independ- 
ent Sovereignties,  standing  in  such  relations 
to  each  other,  should  not  have  the  principles  of 
its  union,  and  the  hopes  of  its  constitution, 
materially  affecteii  by  the  collection  of  a  large 
military  force,  and  its  employment  in  the  sub- 
jugation of  neighboring  territories.    It  is  easy 


to  see  that  an  army  collected  in  such  a  state  of 
society  as  that  which  exists  in  this  country, 
where  wages  are  high  and  subsistence  easily  to 
be  obtained,  must  be  composed,  so  far  as  re- 
spects the  soldiery,  for  the  most  part  of  thfi 
refuse  of  the  country ;  and  as,  respects  the 
officers,  with  some  honorable  exceptions  indeed, 
must  consist,  in  a  considerable  degree,  pf  men 
desperate  sometimes  in  fortune,  at  others  in  re- 
putation ;  "  choice  spirits ;  "  men  "  tired  of 
the  dull  pursuits  of  civil  life,"  who  have  not  vir- 
tue or  talents  to  rise  in  a  calm  and  settled  state 
of  things,  and  who,  all  other  means  of  advance- 
ment or  support  wanting  or  failing,  take  to  the 
sword.  A  body  of  thirty  or  fifty  thousand 
such  men,  combined,  armed,  and  under  a  pop- 
ular leader,  is  a  very  formidable  force.  They 
want  only  discipline  and  service  to  make  them 
veterans.  Opportunity  to  acquire  these,  Can- 
ada will  affiard.  The  army  which  advances  to 
the  walls  of  Quebec,  in  the  present  condition  of 
Canadian  preparation,  must  be  veteran.  And^ 
veteran  army,  under  a  popular  leader,  flushed 
with  victory,  each  individual  realizing,  that 
while  the  body  renlains  combined,  he  may  be 
something,  and  possibly  very  great ;  that  if  dis- 
solved, he  sinks  iuto  insignificance ;  will  not  be 
disbanded  by  vote.  They  will  consult  with  one 
another,  and  with  their  beloved  chieftain,  upon 
this  subject ;  and  not  trouble  themselves  about 
the  advice  of  the  old  people  who  are  knitting 
and  weaving  in  the  chimney  corners  at  Wash- 
ington. Let  the  American  people  receive  this 
as  an  undoubted  truth,  which  experience  will 
verify.  Whoever  plants  the  American  standard 
on  the  walls  of  Quebec,  conquers  it  for  himself^ 
and  not  for  the  people  of  the  United  States. 
Whoever  lives  to  see  that  event — ^may  my  head 
be  low  in  the  dust  before  it  happen  1 — will  wit- 
ness a  dynasty  established  in  that  country  by 
the  sword.  He  will  see  a  King  or  an  Emperor, 
dukedoms,  and  earldoms,  and  baronies,  distribut- 
ed to  the  officers,  and  knights'  fees  bestowed 
on  the  soldiery.  Such  an  army  will  not  trouble 
itself  about  geographical  lines,  in  portioning  out 
the  divisions  of  its  new  empire ;  and  wiU  run 
the  parallels  of  its  power  by  other  steel  than 
that  of  the  compass.  When  that  event  happens, 
the  people  of  New  England,  if  they  mean  to  be 
free,  must  have  a  force  equal  to  defend  them- 
selves against  such  an  army.  And  a  military 
force  equal  to  this  object  will  itself  be  able  to 
enslave  the  country. 

Mr.  Speaker— When  I  contemplate  the  char- 
acter and  consequences  of  this  invasion  of 
Canada ;  when  I  reflect  upon  its  criminality  and 
its  danger  to  the  peace  and  liberty  of  this  once 
happy  country ;  I  thank  the  great  Author  and 
Source  of  all  virtue,  that  through  His  grace  that 
section  of  country  in  which  I  have  the  happi- 
ness to  reside,  is,  in  so  great  a  degree,  free  from 
the  miquity  of  this  transgression.  I  speak  it 
with  pride,  the  people  of  that  section  have  done 
what  they  could  to  vindicate  themselves  and 
their  children  from  the  burden  of  this  sin.  That 
whole  section  has  risen,  almost  as  one  man,  foy 
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the  purpose  of  driving  from  power,  by  one 
great  constitutional  effort,  the  guilty  authors  of 
this  war.  If  they  have  failed,  it  has  not  been 
through  the  want  of  will  or  of  exertion,  but  in 
consequence  of  the  weakness  of  their  political 
power.  "When  in  the  usual  course  of  Divine 
Providence,  who  punishes  nations  as  well  as 
individuals.  His  destroying  angel  shall  on  this 
account  pass  over  this  country — and  sooner  or 
later,  pass  it  will — I  may  be  permitted  to  hope 
that  over  New  England  his  hand  will  be  stayed. 
Our  souls  are  not  steeped  in  the  blood  which 
has  been  shed  in  this  war.  The  spu'its  of  the 
unhappy  men  who  have  been  sent  to  an  untime- 
ly audit,  have  borne  to  the  bar  of  divine  justice 
no  accusations  against  us. 

This  opinion,  concerning  the  principles  of  this 
invasion  of  Canada,  is  not  peculiar  to  me.  Mul- 
titudes who  approve  the  war,  detest  it.  I  be- 
lieve this  sentiment  is -entertained,  without  dis- 
tinction of  parties,  by  almost  all  the  moral  sense, 
and  nine-tenths  of  the  intelligence,  of  the  whole 
northern  section  of  the  United  States.  I  know 
that  men  from  that  quartei;  of  the  country  will 
tell  you  differently.  Stories  of  a  very  different 
kind  are  brought  by  all  those  who  come  troop- 
ing to  Washington  for  place,  appointments,  and 
emoluments ;  men  who  will  say  any  thing  to 
please  the  ear,  or  do  any  thing  to  please  the 
eye  of  Majesty,  for  the  sake  of  those  fat  con- 
tracts and  gifts  which  it  scatters ;  men  whose 
fathers,  brodiers,  and  cousins,  are  provided  for 
by  the  Departments ;  whose  full-grown  children 
are  at  suck  at  the  money-distilling  breasts  of 
the  Treasury ;  the  little  men  who  sigh  after 
great  offices ;  those  who  have  judgeships  in 
hand  or  judgeships  in  promise ;  toads  that  live 
upon  the  vapor  of  the  palace,  that  swallow  great 
men's  spittle  at  the  levees ;  that  stare  and  won- 
der at  all  the  fine  sights  which  they  see  there ; 
and  most  of  all  wonder  at  themselves — how 
they  got  there  to  see  them.  These  men  wUl 
tell  you,  that  New  England  applauds  this  inva- 
sion. 

But,  Mr.  Speaker,  look  at  the  elections.  "What 
is  the  language  they  speak?  The  present  tenant 
of  the  Chief  Magistracy  rejected,  by  that  whole 
section  of  country,  with  the  exception  of  a  sin- 
gle State  unanimously.  And  for  whom  ?  In 
favor  of  a  man,  out  of  the  circle  of  his  own 
State  without  much  influence,  and  personally 
almost  unknown.  In  favor  of  a  man  against 
whom  the  prevailing  influence  in  New  England 
had  previously  strong  political  prejudices ;  and 
with  whom,  at  the  time  of  giving  him  their 
support,  they  had  no  political  understanding ;  in 
favor  of  a  man  whose  merits,  whatever  in  other 
respects  they  might  be,  were  brought  into  no- 
tice, in  the  first  instance,  chiefly  so  far  as  that 
election  was  concerned,  by  their  opinion  of  the 
utter  want  of  merit  of  the  man  whose  re-elec- 
tion they  opposed. 

Among  the  causes  of  that  universal  disgust 
which  pervaded  all  New  England,  at  the  Ad- 
ministration and  its  supporters,  was  the  general 
dislike  and  contempt  of  this  invasion  of  Canada. 


I  have  taken  some  pains  to  learn  the  sentiments 
which  prevail  on  this  subject  in  New  England, 
and  particularly  among  its  yeomanry,  the  pride 
and  the  hope  of  that  country.  I  have  convers- 
ed with  men,  resting  on  their  spades  and  lean- 
ing on  the  handles  of  their  ploughs,  while  they 
relaxed  for  a  moment  from  the  labor  by  which 
they  support  their  families,  and  which  gives 
such  a  hardihood  and  character  to  their  virtues. 
They  asked — "  What  do  we  want  of  Canada  ? 
We  have  land»nough.  Do  we  want  plunder? 
There  is  not  enough  of  that  to  pay  the  cost  of 
getting  it.  Are  our  Ocean  rights  there  ?  Or  is 
it  there  our  seamen  are  held  in  captivity  ?  Are 
new  States  desired  ?  We  have  plenty  of  those 
already.  Are  they  to  be  held  as  conquered  ter- 
ritories? This  wUl  require  an  army  there. 
Then,  to  be  safe,  we  must  have  an  army  here. 
And  with  a  standing  army,  what  security  for 
our  liberties?" 

These  are  no  fictitious  reasonings.  They  are 
the  suggestions  I  doubt  not  of  thousands  and 
tens  of  thousands  of  our  hardy  New  England 
yeomanry  ;  men  who,  when  their  country  calls, 
at  any  wise  and  real  exigency,  will  start  from 
their  native  soils  and  throw  their  shields  over 
their  liberties,  like  the  soldiers  of  Cadmus, 
"  armed  in  complete  steel ;"  yet  men,  who  have 
heard  the  winding  of  your  horn  to  tlie  Canada 
campaign,  with  the  same  apathy  and  indiffer- 
ence with  which  they  would  hear  in  the  streets 
the  triUing  of  a  jewsharp,  or  the  twirring  of  a 
banjo. 

The  plain  truth  is,  that  the  people  of  New 
England  have  no  desire  for  Canada.  Their 
moral  sentiment  does  not  justify,  and  they  wOl 
not  countenance  its  invasion.  I  have  thus  stated 
the  grounds  on  which  they  deem,  and  I  have 
felt  myself  bound  to  maintain,  that  this  con- 
templated invasion  of  that  territory  is,  as  it  re- 
spects the  Canadians,  wanton  and  cruel ;  because 
it  inflicts  the  greatest  imaginable  evils  on  them, 
without  any  imaginable  benefit  to  us ;  that,  as 
it  respects  the  United  States,  such  an  invasion 
is  senseless,  because,  ultimately,  ruinous  to  our 
own  political  safety  ;  and  wicked,  because  it  is 
an  abuse  of  the  blessings  of  Divine  Providence, 
and  a  manifest  perversion  of  His  multipHed 
bounties,  to  the  purpose  of  desolating  an  inno- 
cent and  unoffending  people. 

I  shall  now  proceed  to  the  next  view  I  pro- 
posed to  take  on  this  project  of  invading  Cana- 
da, and  consider  it  in  the  light  of  a  means  to 
obtain  an  early  and  honorable  peace.  It  is  said, 
and  this  is  the  whole  argument  in  favor  of  this 
invasion,  in  this  aspect,  that  the  only  way  to 
negotiate  successfully  with  Great  Britain,  is  to 
appeal  to  her  fears  and  raise  her  terrors  for- the 
fate  of  her  colonies.  I  shall  here  say  nothing 
concerning  the  difficulties  of  executing  this 
scheme ;  nor  about  the  possibility  of  a  deficiency 
both  in  men  and  money.  I  wiU  not  dwell  on 
the  disgust  of  all  New  England,  nor  on  the  in- 
fluence of  this  disgust  with  respect  to  your 
efforts.  I  will  admit,  for  the  present,  that  an 
army  may  be  raised,  and  that  during  the  first 
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years  it  may  be  supported  by  loans,  and  that 
afterwards  it  will  support  itself  by  bayonets.  I 
will  admit  farther,  for  the  sake  of  argument, 
that  success  is  possible  and  that  Great  Britain 
realizes  the  practicability  of  it.  Now,  all  this 
being  admitted,  I  maintain  that  the  surest  of 
all  possible  ways  to  defeat  any  hope  from  nego- 
tiation, is  the  threat  of  such  an  invasion,  and 
an  active  preparation  to  execute  it.  Those  must 
be  very  young  politicians,  their  pin-feathers 
not  yet  gi'own,  and  however  they  may  flutter 
on  this  floor,  they  are  not  yet  fledged  for  any 
high  or  distant  flight,  who  think  that  threats 
and  appealing  to  fear  are  the  ways  of  produc- 
ing a  disposition  to  negotiate  in  Great  Britain, 
or  in  any  other  nation  which  understands  what 
it  owes  to  its  own  safety  and  honor.  No  na- 
tion can  yield  to  threat,  what  it  might  yield 
to  a  sense  of  interest ;  because,  in  that  case,  it 
has  no  credit  for  what  it  grants,  and  what  is 
more,  loses  something  in  point  of  reputation, 
from  the  imbecility  which  concessions  made 
under  such  circumstances  indicate.  Of  all  na- 
tions in  the  world,  Great  Britain  is  the  last  to 
yield  to  considerations  of  fear  and  terror.  The 
whole  history  of  the  British  nation  is  one  tissue 
of  facts,  tending  to  show  the  spirit  with  which 
she  meets  all  attempts  to  bully  and  brow-beat 
her  into  measures  inconsistent  with  her  interests 
or  her  policy.  No  nation  ever  before  made  such 
sacrifices  of  the  present  to  the  future.  No  na- 
tion ever  built  her  greatness  more  systemati- 
cally, on  the  principles  of  a  haughty  self-respect, 
which  yields  nothing  to  suggestions  of  danger, 
and  which  never  permits  either  her  ability  or 
inclination  to  maintain  her  rights  to  be  suspect- 
ed. In  all  negotiations,  therefore,  with  that 
power,  it  may  be  taken  as  a  certain  truth,  that 
your  chance  of  failure  is  just  in  proportion  to 
the  publicity  and  obtrusiveness  of  threats  and 
appeals  to  fear. 

The  American  Cabinet  understands  all  this 
very  well,  although  this  House  may  not.  Their 
policy  is  founded  upon  it.  The  project  of  this 
bill  is  to  put  at  a  still  further  distance  the  chance 
of  amicable  arrangement,  in  consequence  of  the 
dispositions  which  the  threat  of  invasion  of 
their  colonies,  and  attempt  to  execute  it,  will 
excite  in  the  British  nation  and  Ministry.  I 
have  some  claim  to  speak  concerning  the  policy 
of  the  men  who  constitute  the  American  Cabi- 
net. For  eight  years  I  have  studied  their  his- 
tory, characters,  and  interests.  I  know  no 
reason  why  I  should  judge  them  severely,  ex- 
cept such  as  arise  from  those  inevitable  conclu- 
sions, which  avowed  principles  and  distinct 
conduct  have  impressed  upon  the  mind.  I  say, 
then,  sir,  without  hesitation,  that  in  my  judg- 
ment, the  embarrassments  of  our  relations  with 
Great  Britain,  and  keeping  alive  between  this 
country  and  that  a  root  of  bitterness,  has  been, 
ia,  and  will  continue  to  be,  a  main  principle  of 
the  policy  of  this  American  Cabinet.  They 
want  not  a  solid  settlement  of  our  differences. 
]f  the  nation  will  support  them  in  it,  they  will 
persevere  in  the  present  war.    If  it  will  not, 


some  general  arrangements  will  be  the  resort, 
which  will  leave  open  opportunities  for  discord; 
which  on  proper  occasions  will  be  improved,by 
them.  I  shall  give  my  reasons  for  this  opinion. 
I  wish  no  sentiments  of  mine  to  have  influence 
any  farther  than  the  reasons  upon  which  they 
are  founded  justify.  They  are  public  reasons, 
arising  from  undeniable  facts ;  the  nation  will 
judge  for  itself. 

The  men  who  now,  and  who,  for  these  twelye 
years  past,  have,  to  the  misfortune  of  this  coun- 
try, guided  its  councils  and  directed  itg  des- 
tinies, came  into  power  on  a  tide,  which  was 
raised  and  supported  by  elements  constituted  of 
British  prejudices  and  British  antipathies.  The 
parties  which  grew  up  in  this  nation  took  their 
origin  and  form  at  the  time  of  the  adoption  of 
the  treaty  negotiated  by  Mr.  Jay,  in  1794.  The 
opposition  of  that  day,  of  which  the  men  now  in 
power  were  the  leaders,  availed  themselves, 
very  dexterously,  of  the  relics  of  that  hatred 
towards  the  British  name  which  remained  after 
the  Eevolutionary  war.  By  perpetually,  blow- 
ing up  the  embers  of  the  ancient  passions,  they 
excited  a  flame  in  the  nation ;  and  by  systema- 
tically directing  it  against  the  honorable  men 
who  at  that  time  conducted  its  affairs,  the 
strength  and  influence  of  those  men  were  im- 
paired. The  embarrassments  with  France, 
which  succeeded,  in  1798  and  1799,  were  turn- 
ed to  the  same  account.  Unfortunately,  those 
who  then  conducted  the  public  affairs  attended 
less  to  the  appearance  of  things,  than  to  their 
measures ;  and  considered  more  what  was  due 
to  their  country  than  was  prudent,  in  the  state 
of  the  prejudices  and  jealousies  of  the  people, 
thus  artfully  excited  against  them.  They  went 
on,  in  the  course  they  deemed  right,  regardless 
of  personal  consequences,  and  blind  to  the  evi- 
dences of  discontent  which  surrounded  them. 
The  consequences  are  well  known.  The  su- 
preme power  in  these  United  States  passed  into 
the  hands  which  now  possess  it;  in  which  it  has 
been  continued  down  to  the  present  time.  The 
transfer  of  power  was  effected,  undeniably, 
principally  on  the  very  ground  of  those  preju- 
dices and  antipathies  which  existed  in  the  na- 
tion against  Great  Britain ;  and  which  had  been 
artfully  fomented  by  the  men  now  in  power, 
and  their  adherents,  and  directed  against  their 
predecessors.  These  prejudices  and  passions  con- 
stitute the  main  pillar  of  the  power  of  these 
men.  In  my  opinion,  they  never  will  permit  it 
to  be  whoUy  taken  away  from  them.  They 
never  will  permit  the  people  of  this  country  to 
look  at  them  and  their  political  opponents,  free 
of  that  jaundice  with  which  they  have  carefully 
imbued  the  vision  of  their  own  partisans.  They 
never  will  consent  to  he  weighed  in  a  balance 
of  mere  merits ;  but  will  always  take  care  to 
keep  in  reserve  some  portion  of  these  British 
antipathies,  to  throw  as  a  make-weight  into  the 
opposite  scale,  whenever  they  find  their  own 
sinking.  To  continue,  multiply,  strength,en, 
and  extend  these  props  of  their  power,  has  been, 
stiU  is,  the  object  of  the  daily  study  and,  the 
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nightly  vigils  of  our  American  Cabinet.  For 
this  the  British  Treaty  was  permitted  to  expire 
by  its  own  limitation ;  notwithstanding  the  state 
of  things  which  the  Treaty  of  Amiens  had  pro- 
duced in  Europe  was  so  little  like  permanent 
peace,  that  the  occurrence  of  the  fact,  on  which 
the  force  of  that  limitation  depended,  might 
easily  have  been  questioned,  with  but  httle 
violence  to  the  terms,  and  in  perfect  conformity 
with  its  spirit.  For  this  a  renewal  of  the  Trea- 
ty of  1794  was  refused  by  our  Cabinet,  although 
proflfered  by  the.  British  Government.  For  this 
the  treaty  negotiated  by  Messrs.  Monroe  and 
Pinkney  in  1807  was  rejected.  For  this,  in 
1811,  fifty  thousand  dollars  were  paid  out  of 
the  public  Treasury  to  John  Henry,  for  the  ob- 
vious purpose  of  enabling  the  American  Cabinet 
to  calumniate  their  political  opponents,  on  this 
very  point  of  British  influence,  upon  the  eve  of 
elections,  occurring  in  Massachusetts,  on  the 
event  of  which  the  perpetuation  of  their  own 
power  was  materially  dependent. 

Mr.  Speaker,  such  men  as  these  never  will 
permit  a  state  of  things  to  pass  away,  so  essen- 
tial to  their  influence.  Be  it  peace  or  war,  ar- 
rangement or  hostility,  the  association  of  these 
British  antipathies  in  the  minds  of  the  mass  of 
the  community,  with  the  characters  of  their 
political  opponents,  constitutes  the  great  maga- 
zine of  their  power.  This  composes  their  whole 
political  larder.  It  is,  like  Lord  Peter's  brown 
loaf,  their  "beef,  mutton,  veal,  venison,  par- 
tridge, plam-pudding,  and  custard." 

From  the  time  of  the  expiration  of  the  Brit- 
ish Treaty  of  1794,  and  the  refusal  to  renew 
it,  the  American  Cabinet  have  been  carefal  to 
precede  negotiation  with  some  circumstances 
or  other,  calculated  to  make  it  faU,  or  at  least 
to  make  a  successftil  result  less  certain.  Thus 
in  1806,  when,  from  the  plunder  of  commerce, 
by  British  cruisers,  a  negotiation,  notwithstand- 
ing the  obvious  reluctance  of  the  Cabinet,  was 
forced  upon  them,  by  the  clamors  of  the  mer- 
chants, the  non-importation  law  of  April,  in 
that  year,  was  obtruded  between  the  two  coun- 
tries. Iq  the  course  of  the  debate  upon  that 
law,  it  was  opposed  upon  this  very  ground, 
that  it  was  an  obstacle  to  a  successful  negotia- 
tion. It  was  advocated,  like  the  bill  now  un- 
der discussion,  as  an  aid  to  successful  negotia- 
tion. It  was  also  said  by  the  opponents  of  the 
law  of  1806,  that  Great  Britain  would  not  ne- 
gotiate under  its  operation,  and  that  arrange- 
ment, attempted  under  proper  auspices,  could 
not  be  difficult,  from  the  known  interests  and 
inclinations  of  that  nation.  What  was  the  con- 
sequence? Precisely  that  which  was  anticipat- 
ed. The  then  President  of  the  United  States 
was  necessitated  to  come  to  this  House,  and 
recommend  a  suspension  of  the  operation  of  that 
law,  upon  the  openly-avowed  ground  of  its  be- 
ing expedient  to  give  that  evidence  of  a  con- 
ciliatory disposition ;  really,  because,  if  permit- 
ted to  continue  in  operation,  negotiation  was 
found  to  be  impracticable.  After  the  suspen- 
sion of  that  law,  a  treaty  was  formed.    The 


merits  of  that  treaty,  it  is  not  within  the  scope 
of  my  present  argument  to  discuss.  It  is  suffi- 
cient to  say,  it  was  deemed  good  enough  to  re- 
ceive the  sanction  of  Messrs.  Monroe  and  Pink- 
ney. It  arrived  in  America  and  was  rejected 
by  the  authority  of  a  single  individual ;  appa- 
rently because  of  the  insufficiency  of  the  ar- 
rangement about  impressment.  Really  because 
a  settlement  with  Great  Britain,  at  that  time, 
did  not  "  enter  into  the  scope  of  the  policy"  of 
the  America*  Cabinet.  The  negotiation  was 
indeed  renewed,  but  it  was  followed  up  with 
the  enforcement  of  the  non-importation  law, 
and  the  enactment  of  the  embargo.  Both  which 
steps  were  stated  at  the  time,  as  they  proved 
afterwards,  to  be  of  a  nature  to  make  hopeless 
successful  negotiation. 

In  this  State  the  Executive  power  of  this  na- 
tion formally  passed  into  new  hands,  but  sub- 
stantially remained  under  the  old  principles  of 
action,  and  subject  to  the  former  influences.  It 
was  desirable  that  a  fund  of  popularity  should 
be  acquired  for  the  new  Administration.  Ac- 
cordingly, an  arrangement  was  made  with  Mr. 
Erskine,  and  no  questions  asked,  concerning  the 
adequacy  of  his  powers.  But,  lest  this  circum- 
stance should  not  defeat  the  proposed  arrange- 
ment, a  clause  was  inserted  in  the  correspondence 
contaiaing  an  insult  to  the  British  Government, 
offered  in  the  face  of  the  world,  such  as  no 
man  ever  gave  to  a  private  individual  whom  he 
did  not  mean  to  offend.  The  President  of  the 
United  States  said,  in  so  many  words,  to  the 
person  at  the  head  of  that  Government,  that  he 
did  not  understand  what  belonged  to  his  own 
honor,  as  well  as  it  was  understood  by  the 
President  himself.  The  effect  of  such  language 
was  natural,  it  was  necessary;  it  could  not 
but  render  the  British  Government  averse  to 
sanction  Mr.  Erskine's  arrangement.  The  ef- 
fect was  anticipated  by  Mr.  Eobert  Smith,  then 
acting  as  Secretary  of  State.  He  objected  to 
its  being  inserted,  but  it  was  done  in  the  Pres- 
ident's own  handwriting.  As  Mr.  Erskine's 
authority  was  denied  by  the  British  Govern- 
ment, it  is  well  known  that  in  fact,  on  the  point 
of  this  indignity,  the  fate  of  that  arrangement 
turned.  Can  any  one  doubt  that  our  Cabinet 
meant  that  it  should  have  this  effect?  I  send 
you  Vord,  Mr.  Speaker,  that  I  have  agreed  with 
your  messenger,  and  wish  you  to  ratify  it.  I 
think  you,  however,  no  gentleman,  notwith- 
standing ;  and  that  yon  do  not  understand,  as 
well  as  I,  what  ia  "due  to  your  own  honor." 
What  think  you,  sir  ?  Would  you  ratify  such 
an  arrangement  if  you  could  help  it?  Does  a 
proffer  of  settlement,  connected  with  such  lan- 
guage, look  like  a  disposition  or  an  intention  to 
conciliate?  I  appeal  to  the  common  sense  of 
mankind  on  the  point. 

The  whole  stage  of  the  relations,  induced  be- 
tween this  country  and  Great  Britain,  in  conse- 
quence of  our  embargo  and  restrictive  systems, 
was,  in  fact,  a  standing  appeal  to  the  fears  of 
the  IBritish  Cabinet.  Eor,  notwithstanding  those 
systems  were  equal  in  their  terms,  so  far  as  they 
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afifected  Foreign  Powers,  yet  their  operation 
was  notoriously  almost  wholly  upon  Great  Brit- 
ain. To  yield  to  that  pressure,  or  to  any  thing 
which  should  foster,  in  this  country,  the  idea 
that  it  was  an  effectual  weapon  of  hostility,  was 
nothing  more  than  conceding  that  she  was  de- 
pendent upon  us.  A  concession,  which,  when 
once  made  by  her,  was  certain  to  encourage  a 
resort  to  it  by  us  on  every  occasion  of  difficulty 
between  the  two  nations.  Reasoning,  therefore, 
upon  the  known  nature  of  things,  and  the  plain 
interests  of  Great  Britain,  it  was  foretold  that, 
during  its  continuance  she  would  concede  noth- 
ing. And  the  event  has  justified  these  predic- 
tions. But  the  circumstance  the  most  striking, 
and  that  furnishing  the  most  conclusive  evidence 
of  the  indisposition  of  the  American  Cabinet  to 
peace,  and  their  determination  to  carry  on  the 
war,  is  that  connected  with  the  pretended  re- 
peal of  the  French,  decrees,  in  November,  1810, 
and  the  consequent  revival,  in  1811,  of  our  re- 
strictive system  against  Great  Britain. 

If  ever  a  body  of  men  were  pledged  to  any 
thing,  the  American  -  Cabinet,  its  friends  and 
supporters,  were  pledged  for  the  truth  of  this 
fact ;  that  the  French  decrees  of  Berlin  and  Mi- 
lan were  definitively  repealed  as  it  respects  the 
United  States,  on  the  first  of  November,  1810. 
If  ever  any  body  of  men  staked  their  whole 
stock  of  reputation  upon  any  point,  our  Cabinet 
did  it  on  this.  ,They  and  their  partisans  assert- 
ed and  raved.  They  denounced  every  man  as 
a  British  partisan  who  denied  it.  They  de- 
clai-ed  the  restrictive  system  was  revived  by  the 
mere  effect  of  the  proclamation.  But  lest  the 
courts  of  law  should  not  be  as  subservient  to 
their  policy  as  might  be  wished,  they  passed  the 
law  of  the  2d  of  March,  1811,  uponthebasis  of 
this  repeal,  and  of  its  being  definitive.  The 
British  Government  refused,  however,  to  re- 
cognize the  validity  of  this  repeal,  and  denied 
that  the  Berlin  and  Milan  decrees  were  repealed 
on  the  first  of  November,  1810,  as  our  Cabinet 
asserted.  Thus,  then,  stood  the  argument  be- 
tween the  British  Ministry  and  our  Cabinet. 
The  British  Ministry  admitted  that  if  the  Berlin 
and  Milan  decrees  were  repealed  on  the  1st  of 
November,  1810,  they  were  bound  to  revoke 
their  Orders  in  Council.  But  they  denied  that 
repeal  to  exist.  Our  Cabinet,  on  the  other  hand, 
admitted  that  if  the  Berlin  and  Milan  decrees 
were  not  repealed  on  the  1st  of  November,  1810, 
the  restrictive  system  ought  not  to  have  been 
revived  against  Great  Britain.  But  they  as- 
serted that  repeal  to  exist.  This  was,  virtually, 
the  state  of  the  question  between  the  two  coun- 
tries on  this  point.  And  it  is  agreed,  on  all 
hands,  that  this  refusal  of  the  British  Govern- 
ment to  repeal  their  Orders  in  Council,  after 
the  existence  of  the  repeal  of  the  Berlin  and 
Milan  decrees,  as  asserted  by  thp  American 
Cabinet,  was  the  cause  of  the  declaration  of 
war  between  the  two  countries.  So  that  in 
truth,  the  question  of  the  right  of  war  depend- 
ed upon  the  existence  of  that  fact ;  for  if  that 
fact  did  not  exist,  even  the  American  Cabinet 


did  not  pretend  that,  in  the  position  in  which 
things  then  stood,  they  had  a  right  to  declare 
war,  on  account  of  the  continuance  of  the  Brit- 
ish Orders  in  Council. 

Now,  what  is  the  truth  in  relation  to  this  all- 
important  fact,  the  definitive  repeal  of  the  Ber- 
lin and  Milan  decrees  on  the  1st  of.  November, 
1810 ;  the  pivot  upon  which  turned  the  revival 
of  the  restrictive  system  and  our  declaration  of 
war?  Why,  sir,  the  event  has  proved  that  in 
relation  to  that  fact  the  American  Cabinet  was, 
to  say  the  least,  in  an  error.  Bonaparte  him- 
self, in  a  decree,  dated  the  28th  of  April,  1811, 
but  not  promulgated  till  a  year  afterwards,  dis- 
tinctly declares  that  the  Berlin  and  Milan  de- 
crees were  not  definitively  repealed,  as  relates 
to  the  United  States,  on  the  1st  of  November, 
1810.  He  also  declares  that  they  are  then,  on 
that  twenty-eighth  of  April,  for  the  first  time, 
repealed.  And  he  founds  the  issuing  of  this 
decree  on  the  act  of  the  American  Congress  of 
the  2d  of  March,  1811.  That  very  act,  which 
was  passed  upon  the  ground  of  the  definitive 
repeal  of  the  Beriin  and  Milan  decrees,  on  the 
1st  of  November,  1810 ;  and  which,  it  is  agreed 
on  all  sides,  the  American  Government  were 
bound  in  honor  not  to  pass,  except  in  case  of 
such  antecedent  repeal. 

Were  ever  a  body  of  men  so  abandoned  in 
the  hour  of  need,  as  the  American  Cabinet,  in 
this  instance  by  Bonaparte?  Was  ever  any 
body  of  men  so  cruelly  wounded  in  the  house  of 
their  friend  ?  This,  this  was  "  the  unkindest  cut 
of  all."  But  how  was  it  received  by  the  Amer- 
ican Cabinet  ?  Surely  they  were  indignant  at 
this  treatment.  Surely  the  air  rings  with  re- 
proaches upon  a  man  who  has  thus  made  them 
stake  their  reputation  upon  a  falsehood;  and 
then  gives  little  less  than  the  lie  direct,  to  their 
assertions.  No,  sir,  nothing  of  all  this  is  heard 
from  our  Cabinet.  There  is  a  philosophic  tame- 
ness  that  would  be  remarkable,  if  it  were  not, 
in  all  cases  affecting  Bonaparte,  characteristic. 
AU  the  Executive  of  the  United  States  has  found 
it  in  his  heart  to  say,  in  relation  to  this  last  de- 
cree of  Bonaparte,  which  contradicts  his  pre- 
vious allegations  and  asseverations,  is,  that "  This 
proceeding  ^g  rendered,  by  the  time  and  manner 
of  it,  liable  to  many  objections!  " 

I  have  referred  to  this  subject  as  being  con- 
nected, with  future  conduct,  strikingly  illustra- 
tive of  the  disposition  of  the  American  Cabinet 
to  carry  on  the  war,  and  of  their  intention,  if 
possible,  not  to  make  peace.  Surely,  if  any 
nation  had  a  claim  for  liberal  treatment  from 
another,  it  was  the  British  nation  from  the  Amer- 
ican, after  the  discovery  of  the  error  of  the  Amer- 
ican Government,  in  relation  to  the  repeal  of  the 
Berlin  and  Milan  decrees,  in  November,  1810. 
In  consequence  of  that  error,  the  American 
Cabinet  had  ruined  numbers  of  our  own  citi- 
zens, who  had  been  caught  by  the  revival  of 
the  non-intercourse  law ;  they  had  revived  that 
law  against  Great  Britain,  under  circumstances 
which  now  appeared  to  have  been  faUacions; 
and  they  had  declared  war  against  her,  on  the^ ' 
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supposition,  that  she  had  refused  to  repeal  her 
Orders  ia  Council,  after  the  French  decrees 
■were  in  fact  revoked  :  whereas,  it  now  appears 
that  they  were  in  fact  not  revoked.  Surely 
the  knowledge  of  this  error  was  followed  by 
an  instant  and  anxious  desire  to  redress  the  re- 
sulting injury.  As  the  British  Orders  in  Coun- 
cil were  in  fact  revoked,  on  the  knowledge  of 
the  existence  of  the  French  decree  of  repeal, 
surely  the  American  Cabinet  at  once  extended 
the  hand  of  friendship ;  met  the  British  Gov- 
ernment half  way ;  stopped  all  further  irritation ; 
and  strove  to  place  every  thing  on  a  basis  best 
suited  to  promote  an  amicable  adjustment.  No, 
sir,  nothing  of  all  this  occurred.  On  the  con- 
trary, the  question  of  impressments  is  made  the 
basis  of  continuing  the  war.  On  this  subject, 
a  studied  fairness  of  proposition  is  preserved, 
accompanied  with  systematic  perseverance  in 
measures  of  hostility.  An  armistice  was  pro- 
posed by  them.  It  was  refused  by  us.  It  was 
acceded  to  by  the  American  General  on  the 
frontiers.  It  was  rejected  by  the  Cabinet.  No 
consideration  of  the  false  allegation  on  which 
the  war  in  fact  was  founded ;  no  consideration 
of  the  critical  and  extremely  consequential 
nature  to  both  nations  of  the  subject  of  impress- 
ment ;  no  considerations  of  humanity,  interpos- 
ed their  influence.  They  renewed  hostilities. 
They  rushed  upon  Canada.  Nothing  would 
satisfy  them  but  blood.  The  language  of  their 
conduct  is  that  of  the  giant,  in  the  legends  of 
infancy : 

"  Fee,  faw,  fow,  fum, 
I  smell  the  blood  of  an  Englishman ; 
Dead  or  alive,  I  will  have  some  !" 

Can  such  men  pretend  that  peace  is  their  ob- 
ject? Whatever  may  result,  the  perfect  con- 
viction of  my  mind  is,  that  they  have  no  such 
intention,  and  that  if  it  comes  it  is  contrary 
both  to  their  hope  and  expectation. 

I  would  not  judge  these  men  severely.  But 
it  is  my  duty  to  endeavor  to  judge  them  truly ; 
and  to  express  fearlessly  the  result  of  that  judg- 
ment, whatever  it  may  be.  My  opinion  results 
from  the  application  of  the  weU-known  princi- 
ple of  judging  concerning  men's  purposes  and 
motives:  to  consider  rather  what  men  do, 
than  what  they  say;  and  to  examine  their 
deeds  in  connection  with  predominating  pas- 
sions and  interests ;  and  on  this  basis  decide. 
In  making  an  estimate  of  the  intentions  of 
these  or  any  other  politicians,  I  make  little  or 
no  account  of  pacific  pretensions.  There  is  a 
general  reluctance  at  war,  and  desire  of  peace, 
which  pervades  the  great  mass  of  every  people ; 
and  artful  rulers  could  never  keep  any  nation 
at  war  any  length  of  time,  beyond  their  true 
interests,  without  some  sacrifice  to  that  general 
love  of  peace  which  exists  in  civilized  men. 
Bonaparte  himself  will  tell  you  that  he  is  the 
most  pacific  creature  in  the  world.  He  has  al- 
ready declared,  by  his  proclamation  to  French- 
men, that  he  has  gone  to  Moscow  for  no  other 
end  than  to  cultivate  peace,  and  counteract  the 


Emperor  of  Russia's  desire  of  war.  In  this 
country,  where  the  popular  sentiment  has  so 
strong  an  impulse  on  its  affairs,  the  same  ob- 
trusive pretension  must  inevitably  be  preserved. 
No  man  or  set  of  men  ever  can  or  will  get  this 
counti-y  at  war,  or  continue  it  long  in  war,  with- 
out keeping  on  hand  a  stout,  round  stock  of 
gulling  matter.  Fair  propositions  will  always 
be  made  to  go  hand  in  hand  with  offensive 
acts.  And  when  something  is  offered  so  reason- 
able that  no  mm  can  doubt  but  it  will  be  ac- 
cepted, at  the  same  moment  something  wiU  he 
done  of  a  nature  to  embarrass  the  project,  and  if 
not  to  defeat  at  least  to  render  its  acceptance 
dubious.  How  this  has  been  in  past  time,  I  have 
shown.  I  will  now  illustrate  what  is  doing  and 
intended  at  present. 

As  from  the  uniform  tenor  of  the  conduct  of 
the  American  Cabinet,  in  relation  to  the  British 
Government,  I  have  no  belief  that  their  inten- 
tion has  been  to  make  a  solid  arrangement  with 
that  nation ;  so,  from  the  evidence  of  their  dis- 
position iand  intention,  existing  abroad  and  on 
the  table,  I  have  no  belief  that  such  is  at  pres- 
ent their  purpose.  I  cannot  possibly  think 
otherwise,  than  that  such  is  not  their  intention. 
Let  us  take  the  case  into  common  life.  I  have 
demands,  Mr.  Speaker,  against  you,  very  just 
in  their  nature,  but  different.  Some  of  recent, 
others  of  very  old  date.  The  former  depending 
upon  principles  very  clearly  in  my  favor.  The 
latter  critical,  diflacult,  and  dubious,  both  in 
principle  and  settlement.  In  this  state  of 
things,  and  during  your  absence,  I  watch  my 
opportunity,  declare  enmity;  throw  myself 
upon  your  children  and  servants  and  property, 
which  happen  to  be  in  my  neighborhood,  .and 
do  them'  all  the  injury  I  can.  While  I  am  doing 
this,  I  receive  a  messenger  from  you,  stating 
that  the  grounds  of  the  recent  injury  are  set- 
tled; that  you  comply  fuUy  with  my  terms. 
Your  servants  and  children,  whom  I  am  plunder- 
ing and  killing,  invite  me  to  stay  my  hand  until 
you  return,  or  until  some  accommodation  can 
take  place  between  us.  But,  deaf  to  any  such 
suggestions,  I  prosecute  my  intention  of  injury 
to  the  utmost.  When  there  is  reason  to  expect 
your  return,  I  multiply  my  means  of  injury 
and  offence.  And  no  sooner  do  I  hear  of  your 
arrival,  than  I  thrust  my  fist  into  your  face,  and 
say  to  you — "  Well,  sir,  here  are  fair  proposi- 
tions of  settlement ;  come  to  my  terms,  which 
are  very  just;  settle  the  old  demand  in  my  way, 
and  we  will  be  as  good  friends  as  ever."  Mr. 
Speaker,  what  would  be  your  conduct  on 
such  an  occasion  ?  Would  you  be  apt  to  look 
as  much  at  the  nature  of  the  propositions,  as  at 
the  temper  of  the  assailant  ?  If  you  did  not 
at  once  return  blow  for  blow,  and  injury  for  in- 
jury, would  you  not  at  least  take  a  little  time 
to  consider?  Would  you  not  tell  such  an  as- 
sailant, that  you  were  not  to  be  bullied  nor 
beaten  into  any  concession  ?  If  you  settled  at 
all,  might  you  not  consider  it  your  duty  in 
some  way  to  make  him  feel  the  consequences 
of  his  strange  intemperance  of  passion?    For 
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myself,  I  have  no  question  how  a  man  of  spirit 
ought  to  act  under  such  circumstances.  I  hove 
as  little,  how  a  great  nation,  like  Great  Britain, 
■will  act.  Now,  I  have  no  doubt,  sir,  that  the 
American  Cabinet  view  this  subject  in  the  same 
light.  They  understand  well,  that  by  the  de- 
claration of  war,  the  invasion  of  Canada,  the 
refusal  of  an  armistice,  and  perseverance  in  hos- 
tilities, after  the  principal  ground  of  war  had 
been  removed,  they  have  wrought  the  minds 
of  the  British  Cabinet  and  people  to  a  very 
high  state  of  irritation.  Kow  is  the  very  mo- 
ment to  get  lip  some  grand  scheme  of  pacifica- 
tion ;  such  as  may  persuade  the  American 
people  of  the  inveterate  love  of  our  Cabinet  for 
peace,  and  make  them  acquiescent  in  their  per- 
severance in  hostilities.  Accordingly,  before 
the  end  of  the  session,  a  great  tub  will  be  thrown 
out  to  the  whale.  Probably,  a  little  while  be- 
fore the  Spring  elections,  terms  of  very  fair 
import  will  be  proffered  to  Great  Britain.  Such 
as,  perhaps,  six  months  ago  our  Cabinet  would 
not  have  granted,  had  she  solicited  them  on  her 
knees.  Such  as  probably,  in  the  opinion  of  the 
people  of  this  country.  Great  Britain  ought  to 
accept;  such  perhaps  as  in  any  other  state  of 
things,  she  would  have  accepted.  But  such  as, 
1  fear,  under  the  irritation  produced  by  the' 
strange  course  pursued  by  the  American  Cab- 
inet, that  nation  will  not  accept.  Sir,  I  do  not 
believe  that  our  Cabinet  expect  that  they  will 
be  accepted.  They  think  the  present  state  of 
induced  passion  is  sufficient  to  prevent  arrange- 
ment. But  to  make  assurance  doubly  sure,  to 
take  a  bond  of  fate,  that  arrangement  shall  not 
happen,  they  prepare  this  bill.  A  bill,  which 
proposes  an  augmentation  of  the  army  for  the 
express  purpose  of  conquering  the  Canadas. 
A  bill  which,  connected  with  the  recent  dispo- 
sition evinced  by  our  Cabinet,  in  relation  to  those 
provinces,  and  with  the  avowed  intent  of  mak- 
ing their  subjugation  the  means  of  peace, 
through  the  fear  to  be  inspired  into  Great  Brit- 
ain, is  as  offensive  to  the  pride  of  that  na- 
tion as  can  well  be  imagined ;  and  is,  in  my 
apprehension,  as  sure  a  guarantee  of  continued 
war  as  could  be  given.  On  these  gi'ounds,  my 
mind  cannot  force  itself  to  any  other  conclusion 
than  this,  that  the  avowed  object  of  this  bill  is 
the  true  one ;  that  the  Canadas  are  to  be  in- 
vaded the  next  season ;  that  the  war  is  to  be 
protracted :  and  that  this  is  the  real  policy  of 
the  American  Cabinet. 

I  will  now  reply  to  those  invitations  to 
"  union,"  which  have  been  so  obtrusively  urged 
upon  us.  If  by  this  call  to  union  is  meant  a 
union  in  a  project  for  the  invasion  of  Canada, 
or  for  the  invasion  of  East  Plprida,  or  for  the 
Conquest  of  any  foreign  country  whatever, 
either  as  a  means  of  carrying  on  this  war  or 
for  any  other  purpose,  I  answer,  distinctly,  I 
will  unite  with  no  man  nor  any  body  of  men 
for  any  such  purposes.  I  think  such  projects 
criminal  in  the  highest  degree,  and  ruinous  to 
th6_ prosperity  of  these  States.  But,  if  by  this 
invitation  is  meant  union  in  preparation  for  de- 


fence, strictly  so  called ;  union  in  fortifying 
our  seaboard  ;  union  in  putting  our  cities  into  a 
state  of  safety ;  union  in  raising  such  a  military 
force  as  shall  be  sufficient  with  the  local  militia 
in  the  hands  of  the  constitutional  lenders,  the 
Executives  of  the  States,  to  give  a  rational  de- 
gree of  security  against  any  invasion  ;  suffioiebt 
to  defend  our  frontiers,  sufficient  to  awe  into 
silence  the  Indian  tribes  within  our  Territories; 
union  in  creating, such  a  maritime  force  as  shall 
command  the  seas  on  the  American  coasts,  and 
keep  open  the  intercourse,  at  least  between  the 
States :  if  this  is  meant,  I  have  no  hesitation  ; 
union  on  such  principles  you  shall  have  from 
me  cordially  and  faithfully.  And  this,  too,  sir, 
without  any  reference  to  the  state  of  my  opin- 
ion, in  relation  to  the  justice  or  necessity  of 
this  war.  Because  I  will  understand  such  to 
be  the  condition  of  man,  in  a  social  compact, 
that  he  must  partake  of  the  fate  of  the  society 
to  which  he  belongs,  and  must  submit  to  £he 
privations  and  sacrifices  its  defence  requires, 
notwithstanding  these  may  be  the  result  of 
the  vices  or  crimes  of  its  immediate  rulers. 
But  there  is  a  great  difference  between  support- 
ing such  rulers  in  plans  of  necessary  self-de- 
fenoe,  on  which  the  safety  of  our  altars  and 
firesides  especially  depend,  and  supporting  them 
in  projects  of  foreign  invasion,  and  encouraging 
them  in  schemes  of  conquest  and  ambition, 
which  are  not  only  unjust  in  themselves,  but 
dreadful  in  their  consequences;  inasmuch  as, 
let  the  particular  project  result  as  it  may,  the 
general  effect  must  be,  according  to  human  view, 
destructive  to  our  own  domestic  liberties  and 
constitution.  I  speak  as  an  individual.  Sir, 
for  my  single  self,  did  I  support  such  projects 
as  are  avowed  to  be  the  objects  of  this  bill,  I 
should  deem  myself  a  traitor  to  my  country. 
"Were  I  even  to  aid  them  by  loan,  or  in  any 
other  way,  I  should  consider  myself  a  partaker 
in  the  guilt  of  the  purpose.  But  when  these 
projects  of  an  invasion  shall  be  abandoned ; 
when  men  yield  up  schemes  which  not  only 
openly  contemplate  the  raising  of  a  great  mili- 
tary force,  but  also  the  concentrating  them 
at  one  point,  and  placing  them  in  one 
hand ;  schemes  obviously  ruinous  to  the 
fates  of  a  free  Republic — as  they  comprehend 
the  means  by  which  such  have  ever  heretofore 
been  destroyed;  when,  I  say,  such  schemes 
shall  be  abandoned,  and  the  wishes  of  the 
Cabinet  limited  to  mere  defence  and  frontier 
and  maritime  protection,  there  will  be  no  need  of 
calls  to  union.  For  such  objects  there  is  not, there 
cannot  be,  but  one  heart  and  soul  in  this  people. 
Mr.  Aechee  said,  so  great  was  the  respect 
which  he  felt  for  the  House,  so  deep  was  the 
consciousness  which  he  entertained  of  his  ina- 
bility to  do  justice  to  a  cause,  especially  one  of 
so  much  magnitude  and  importance,  of  which 
he  might  be  the  advocate,  that  he  would  be 
doing  injustice  to  his  feelings  were  he  not  to 
express  the  weight  of  the  eitibarrassments  which 
oppressed  him.  But  the  wide  range  which  the 
present  discussion  had  taken,  involving  con- 
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siderations  of  great  national  interest,  and  call- 
ing forth  the  cruel  asperities  of  political  intoler- 
ance, seemed  to  leave  him  no  alternative  in 
the  discharge  of  his  duty,  hut  to  repel  the  un- 
founded insinuations  which  had  flown  in  so 
copious  a  stream  from  the  other  side  of  the 
House.  Were  gentlemen  to  confine  themselves 
to  a  temperate  investigation  of  the  propriety  of 
adopting  measures  either  recommended  hy  the 
Executive,  or  proposed  hy  the  majority,  who  is 
there  that  would  not  listen  with  pleasure  and 
satisfaction?  But  when  the  liberty  of  dehate 
was  prostituted  in  disseminating  the  most  un- 
founded charges,  in  the  indiscriminate  abuse  of 
the  constituted  authorities  of  the  nation,  he 
confessed  he  could  not  "always  be  a  hearer, 
and  never  reply."  The  few  observations  he 
had  to  make  would  be  without  either  system  or 
arrangement,  having  bestowed  no  previous  con- 
sideration on  the  subject,  and  should  be  confined 
not  so  much  to  the  bill  for  raising  an  additional 
army,  as  the  remarks  and  arguments  of  those 
gentlfemen  who  had  preceded  him  on  the  other 
side  of  the  House. 

And  here,  he  said,  he  hoped  to  be  permitted 
first  to  notice  the  charge  which  had  been  confi- 
dently made  by  a  gentleman  from  New  York 
(Mr.  Gold)  against  the  majority  of  the  House. 
He  had  assei'ted  (and  he  seemed  to  dwell  upon 
the  assertion  with  peculiar  satisfaction)  that 
war  had  been  declared  by  Congress  premature- 
ly and  without  due  preparation ;  that  to  em- 
bark in  a  war  with  a  powerful  nation,  without 
a  large  standing  army,  was  impolitic  in  the  ex- 
treme. This  principle,  said  Mr.  A.,  in  the  gen- 
eral might  be  true,  but  it  had  certainly  no  ap- 
plication to  this  country.  Our  Government 
was  founded  on  the  broad  basis  of  popular 
opinion,  liable  to  fluctuation  upon  the  first 
appearance  of  any  system  which  might  be  cal- 
culated to  destroy  the  liberties  of  the  people. 
A  laudable  jealousy  of  their  rulers  throbbed  in 
the  heart  of  every  man  in  the  country,  who 
would  seize  the  first  opportunity  to  change  an 
Administration  that  would  raise  a  standing 
army  in  time  of  peace,  whatever  might  be  the 
professed  objects  of  such  an  Administration. 
From  this  jealousy  the  natural  result  would  be, 
tliat  the  men  who  raised  the  army  would  never 
declare  the  war  which  it  was  intended  to  wage. 
He  would  refer  to  the  Administration  of  Mr. 
Adams.  An  army  had  been  then  raised,  or 
attempted  to  be  raised,  to  defend  the  countiy 
against  an  anticipated  French  invasion.  The 
professed  object  was  disbelieved,  and  the  peo- 
ple, apprehending  an  invasion  of  their  rights, 
removed  from  power  the  men  who  had  voted 
"for  the  army.  All  our  institutions  were  repug- 
nant to  a  standing  army  in  time  of  peace.  An- 
ticipated invasion  would  seldom  justify  it,  he- 
cause  it  might  be  made  a  pretext  for  the  pur- 
pose at  all  times,  and  with  the  most  dangerous 
views.  What  had  been  said  by  the  gentleman 
from  Massachusetts  (Mr.  Quinot)  seemed  to 
confirm  this  position,  for  he  had  expressed  his 
fears  of  the  army,  even  Jn  a  state  of  declared 


war,  when  that  army  was  to  be  employed  out 
of  the  limits  of  the  country ;  and  if  jealousy 
existed  at  such  time,  the  conclusion  would 
naturally  follow  that  it  would  exist  to  a  greater 
degree  in  a  time  of  peace.  The  argument  then 
of  the  gentleman,  if  it  proved  any  thing,  proved 
too  much,  because  its  eflfect  would  always  be  to 
frustrate  the  views  of  the  Government,  and 
prevent  it  from  going  to  wai-  to  avenge  even 
the  grossest  insult,  or  to  assert  even  its  most 
indisputable  rights.  But  an  appeal  had  been 
made  with  mirch  confidence  to  the  history  of 
all  Europe,  to  bear  him  out  in  the  charge  he 
had  made,  and  it  had  been  said  that  no  instance 
of  a  nation's  engaging  in  a  war  without  having 
a  well-regulated  and  disciplined  army  could  be 
adduced.  This,  said  Mr.  A.,  will  be  admitted, 
but  he  presumed  it  was  incumbent  upon  the 
gentleman  to  show  that  some  analogy  existed 
between  the  Governments  of  Europe  and  that 
of  the  United  States,  before  his  argument  could 
have  any  application  to  the  subject.  There  the 
people  had  no  voice  in  the  selection  of  their 
rulers.  There  the  arbitrary  will  of  the  monarch 
was  the  law  of  the  land,  and  his  decrees,  how- 
ever oppressive  or  obnoxious,  were  enforced  by 
the, hand  of  power,  without  a  murmur  or  com- 
plaint. There  each  Government  is  surrounded 
by  kingdoms  powerful  and  strong,  the  ambition 
of  whose  rulers  prompts  them  to  seize  upon 
every  occasion  to  enlarge  the  boundaries  of 
their  dominions.  For  one  of  these  powers, 
even  in  the  most  peaceful  condition  of  the 
world,  to  be  destitute  of  a  powerful  and  per- 
manent military  force,  would  evince  an  inat- 
tention to  its  own  security  and  independence, 
which  would  demonstrate  the  incapacity  of  its 
monarch  to  govern  his  subjects,  or  to  preserve 
the  integrity  of  his  possessions.  But  the  dis- 
similarity of  the  Government  and  situation  of 
the  United  States  would  show  the  inapplica- 
bility of  the  gentleman's  maxim  to  this  country.' 
Here  we  have  no  powerful  neighbor  whose  in- 
cursions we  dread.  Here  we  are  happily  re- 
moved, by  a  wide-extended  ocean,  from  those 
nations  who,  upon  a  declaration  of  war  by  us, 
could  overrun  the  country  with  a  military  force, 
or  endanger  its  civil  institutions.  Here  we  have 
a  people  proudly  jealous  of  their  liberties,  who 
will  put  down  constitutionally  every  attempt  in 
a  state  of  peace  to  raise  a  Military  Establish- 
ment. To  have  delayed,  then,  the  declaration 
of  war  against  England,  until  the  ranks  of  the 
army  authorized  to  be  raised  had  been  com- 
pletely filled,  would  have  been  a  most  certain 
course  to  have  defeated  the  object  which  Con- 
gress had  in  view.  The  jealousies  and  fears 
which  would  have  been  the  necessary  conse- 
quence of  such  delay,  would  have  brought  into 
power  men  of  far  diflerent  views ;  men  who,  if 
the  natural  conclusion  to  he  drawn  from  the 
argument-s  of  some  of  them  could  be  admitted, 
would  sooner  submit  to  all  the  indignities  we 
had  received  from  Great  Britain,  than  resist 
her.  The  war  was  therefore  not  declared  pre- 
maturely, hut  was  Relayed  to  as  late  a  period 
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as  the  nature  of  our  institutions  would  permit. 
And,  if  what  he  had  said  would  not  be  sufficient 
to  satisfy  the  gentleman  from  New  York  of  his 
error,  the  army  that  was  so  shamefully  surren- 
dered at  Detroit,  if  it  had  heen  commanded  by 
a  man  of  spirit  and  fidelity,  would  long  before 
this,  by  the  possession  which  it  would  have 
given  us  of  an  important  province  of  the  enemy, 
have  convinced  him  that  war  was  not  declared 
without  preparation.  But,  for  having  said  so 
much  upon  this  point,  some  apology  seemed  to 
be  necessary  upon  his  part,  and  he  could  only 
say  that  he  had  been  induced  to  do  so,  because, 
having  been  one  of  the  majority  who  voted  for 
war  against  England,  the  charge  seemed  to  be 
an  imputation  against  his  character,  which  the 
duty  every  man  owed  to  himself  bound  him  to 
repel. 

It  had  been  said  by  a  gentleman  from  Con- 
necticut (Mr.  PiTKnsr)  that  the  nature  of  the  war 
had  been  changed ;  the  principal  cause  had  been 
removed  by  the  British  Order  in  Council  of  June 
23d,  1812,  by  which  her  previous  orders  were 
repealed;  that  it  was  a  well-ascertained  fact 
that  war  would  not  have  taken  place  if  this  in- 
telligence had  reached  the  United  States  before 
its  declaration ;  and  that  the  Executive  ought 
to  have  acceded  to  the  terms  proposed  through 
Admiral  Warren,  and  have  terminated  the  con- 
test. These  were  grounds  which  demanded 
some  consideration,  and  he  trusted  that  he 
would  be  able  to  show,  from  authentic  docu- 
ments, that  his  premises  were  erroneous,  and 
that  of  course  his  conclusions  did  not  follow. 
But  he  would  now  admit,  for  the  sake  of  argu- 
ment, (what  he  should  hereafter  prove  incor- 
rect,) that  the  Orders  in  Council  were  the  prin- 
cipal cause  of  the  war ;  he  could  not,  for  him- 
self, see  how,  even  then,  the  war  ought  injustice 
to  have  terminated.  Did  it  follow  that  minor 
considerations  should  he  placed  out  of  view  or 
yielded  up  entirely  ?  Would  it  have  been  proper 
for  the  Government  to  have  entered  into  no 
stipulations  for  the  security  of  American  sea- 
men ?  Would  it  have  been  proper  in  them  to 
have  claimed  on  behalf  of  our  citizens  no  in- 
demnity for  the  vast  amount  of  spoliations 
which  have  been  made  on  the  property  of 
American  merchants  ?  Unquestionably  not. 
Until  these  considerations,  admitting  them  to 
be  of  minor  importance,  should  have  been  satis- 
factorily adjusted,  to  have  made  a  peace,  in  his 
opinion,  would  have  been  the  height  of  impoli- 
cy. Sir,  said  he,  it  is  not  sufflcient  that  the 
injury  should  cease,  but  that  ample  compensa- 
tion should  be  made  for  the  commission  of  the 
wrong.  This  was  the  case  every  day  between 
individuals  in  civil  society,  and  why  ought  not 
therule  to  apply  with  equal  force  to  States,  in 
their  relation  to  each  other  ?  Justice  was  its 
foundation,  and  that  would  operate  upon  the 
one  as  well  as  the  other.  These  considerations 
alone,  perhaps,  ought  to  be  deemed  suflScient  to 
show  that  the  course  the  gentlemen  would  have 
taken  would  have  been  unwise.  But,  suppos- 
ing them  to  have  no  weight,  he  thought  it 


might  be  satisfactorily  shown  that,  to  have  ac- 
ceded to  the  terms  proposed  by  the  British 
Government,  would  have  been  an  actual  aban- 
donment of  the  principal  cause  which  had  in- 
duced hostilities.     To  have  negotiated  without 
entering  into  an  arrangement  in  relation  to  the 
important  interest  of  iApressment,  would  un- 
questionably have  been  a  relinquishment  of  the 
right  which  we  claimed,  to  be  exempted  from 
its  exercise.    But  it  was  said  that  was  a  second- 
ary consideration.    From  whence  was  this  con- 
clusion drawn?     Were  we  more  regardful  of 
the  property  than  the  personal  liberty  of  the 
citizen  ?     Was  it  taken  from   an  impression 
which  had  gone  abroad  in  the  country?   or 
from  the  unoflScial  conversation  of  the  members 
of  theHouse ?    These  opinions  (if  the  expres- 
sion were  allowed)  he  would  call  extra  judicial, 
and  entitled  to  no  consideration.     But  to  show 
that  impressment  was  the  principal  cause,  he 
would  resort  to  the  best  evidence  of  which  the 
case  was  susceptible.     He  would  appeal  to  the 
archives  and  records  of  the  country,  which,  in 
his  opinion,  would  be  conclusive,  to  show  what 
the  opinions  of  Congress  were  upon  that  sub- 
ject.    And,  in  the  first  place,  would  call  the 
attention  of  the  House  to  the  report  of  the 
committee  to  whom  our  foreign  atfairs  were 
intrusted,  which  was  made  on  the  29th  of  No- 
vember, 1811.     After  commenting  on  the  ope- 
ration of  the  Orders  in  Council,  they  say : 

"  That  they  are  not  of  that  sect  whose  worship  is 
at  the  shrine  of  a  calcnlating  avarice,  and  while  they 
are  laying  before  the  House  the  just  complaints  of 
our  merchants  against  the  plunder  of  their  ships  and 
cargoes,  they  cannot  refrain  from  presenting  to  the 
justice  and  humanity  of  their  country  the  unhappy 
case  of  our  impressed  seamen.  Although  the  groans 
of  these  victims  of  barbarity  for  the  loss  of  (what 
would  be  dearer  to  Americans  than  life)  their  liber- 
ty ;  although  the  cries  of  their  wives  and  children  in 
the  privation  of  protectors  and  parents  have  of  late 
been  drowned  in  the  louder  clamors  at  the  loss  of 
property ;  yet  is  the  practice  of  forcing  our  mariners 
into  the  British  navy,  in  violation  of  the  rights  of  our 
flag,  carried  on  with  unabated  rigor  and  severity.  If 
it  be  our  duty  to  encourage  the  fair  and  legitimate 
commerce  of  the  country  by  protecting  the  properly 
of  the  merchant,  then,  indeed,  by  as  much  as  life  and 
hberty  are  more  estimable  than  ships  and  goods,  so 
much  more  impressive  is  the  duty  to  shield  the  per- 
sons of  our  seamen,  whose  hard  and  honest  services 
are  employed  equally  with  those  of  the  merchants, 
in  advancing,  under  the  mantle  of  its  laws,  the  in- 
terests of  their  country." 

Again,  the  same  committee,  in  the  report 
which  they  made  to  the  House,  detailing  the 
causes  which  should  induce  the  House  to  de- 
clare war,  say,  (after  speaking  of  the  evils  flow- 
ing from  the  Orders  in  Council :) 

"  That  they  will  proceed  to  the  consideration  of 
another  wrong,  which  has  been  still  more  severely 
felt.  This  is  the  impressment  of  our  seamen,  a  prac- 
tice which  has  been  unceasingly  maintained  by  Great 
Britain  in  the  wars  to  which  she  has  been  a  party 
su-.ce  our  Revolution.  That  they  cannot  convey,  in 
adequate  terms,  the  deep  sense  which  they  entertain 
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of  the  injostice  and  oppression  of  this  proceeding. 
Under  the  pretext  of  impressing  British  seamen, 
Americans  were  seized  in  British  ports,  on  the  high 
seas,  and  in  every  other  quarter  to  which  the  British 
power  extends,  were  taken  on  board  British  men  of 
war,  and  compelled  to  serve  there  as  British  sahjects. 
In  this  mode  onr  citizens  were  wantonly  snatched 
from  their  own  country  and  their  families ;  deprived 
of  their  liberty,  and  doomed  to  an  ignominious  and 
slavish  bondage;  compelled  to  fight  the  battles  of  a 
foreign  country,  and  often  to  perish  in  them.  Our 
flag  has  given  them  no  protection ;  it  has  been  un- 
ceasingly violated,  and  onr  vessels  exposed  to  danger 
by  the  loss  of  the  men  taken  from  them.  That  while 
this  practice  is  continued,  it  is  impossible  for  the 
United  States  to  consider  themselves  an  independent 
nation,  for  every  case  produces  a  new  proof  of  their 
degradation." 

These  reports,  by  the  adoption  of  the  meas- 
tires  they  recommended,  were  sanctioned  by 
the  Congress  of  the  United  States,  and  may  be 
considered  as  furnishing  strong,  if  not  full  and 
complete  evidence,  that  the  Legislative  depart- 
ment of  the  Government  considered  the  im- 
pressment of  onr  seamen  as  the  principal  cause 
which  impelled  them  to  have  recourse  to  the 
last  resort  of  injured  nations.  The  opinion  of 
the  Executive  had  been  manifested  in  clear  and 
explicit  terms  upon  the  subject,  in  the  Message 
of  the  Chief  Magistrate  of  the  1st  of  June,  1812. 
Thus  we  have  these  concurrent  proofs  against 
the  assertions  of  the  gentleman  from  Connecti- 
cut, (Mr.  PiTKDf.)  If,  then,  as  it  appears  clear- 
ly to  have  been,  from  the  documents  before 
alluded  to,  that  impressment  was  the  principal 
cause  of  the  war,  that  it  was  an  injury  which 
no  independent  nation  could  submit  to  with- 
out surrendering  a  portion  of  its  sovereignty, 
would  it  not  be  admitted,  even  on  the  ground 
which  had  been  taken,  that,  to  have  terminated 
the  war  by  acceding  to  the  propositions  alluded 
to,  would  have  been  degrading  to  the  nation, 
and  have  manifested  the  incompetency  of  the 
Executive  to  have  conducted  with  firmness  the 
hebn  of  State  which  had  been  -submitted  to  his 
guidance  and  direction  ?  And  no  doubt  could 
be  entertained  had  such  an  event  taken  place, 
but  we  should  have  heard  denunciations  against 
the  Administration  proceediug  from  the  very 
quarter  whence  they  now  flow.  Then  they 
would  have  been  made  with  infinitely  more 
justice,  because  they  would  have  been  sup- 
ported by  reason  and  by  truth.  We  should 
have  then  found  the  opposition  appealing  to 
the  sympathies  of  the  people,  and  proclaiming 
that  their  most  inestimable  rights  had  been  sur- 
rendered by  Government  in  the  pacification; 
that  although  they  were  originally  opposed  to 
a  war,  when  it  had  once  been  declared  they 
would  have  prosecuted  it  nntil  the  claim  had 
been  abandoned  by  the  British  Government. 
For,  it  cannot  be  concealed  that  unless,  in  the 
present  contest.  Great  Britain  can  be  compelled 
to  relinquish  her  claim  to  the  right  of  impress- 
ment, unless  it  be  made  the  sine  qua  non  by  the 
American  Government,  to  any  arrangement  of 
Vol.  rv.— 41 


the  existing  differences  between  the  two  na- 
tions, om-  claim  to  exemption  from  the  practice 
must  be  forever  given  up,  and  Great  Britain 
will  feel  herself  at  liberty  to  continue  to  exer- 
cise it  with  ten-fold  rigor  and  severity. 

Mr.  A.  declared  that,  notwithstanding  the 
clamor  of  French  influence  and  French  alliance, 
he  felt  no  apprehensions  upon  that  subject,  as 
he  was  well  convinced  it  was  not  the  intention 
or  wish  of  our  Government  to  engulph  us  in 
the  unfathomablativortex  of  European  warfare. 
One  word  to  the  gentleman  from  Kew  York 
(Mr.  Gold)  and  he  had  done.  It  had  been  con- 
sidered by  him  as  a  most  unfortunate  circum- 
stance that  we  should  be  engaged  in  a  war  with 
Great  Britain  when  Russia  was  struggling  for 
her  independence.  The  most  amicable  relations 
existed,  it  was  true,  between  Eussia  and  the 
United  States ;  but  would  the  gentleman  have 
us  on  that  account  to  submit  to  every  species  of 
indignity  from  the  ally  of  that  power?  Hebe- 
held  with  as  much  detestation  and  abhorrence 
the  conduct  of  the  French  Emperor  as  any  man 
could  possibly  do.  His  ambitious  progress  was 
everywhere  marked  with  blood.  The  ven- 
geance of  Heaven,  he  trusted,  would  arrest  him 
in  his  career  to  universal  conquest  and  domin- 
ion. The  present  condition  of  Eussia,  although 
her  people  groaned  under  a  despotism  of  the 
most  unrelenting  nature,  must  excite  the  sym- 
pathy of  every  mania  this  country,  because  she 
was  contending  for  her  independence,  and  he 
would  wish  her  complete  success  in  the  war  in 
which  she  was  now  engaged,  but  that  her 
triumph  would  protract  the  restoration  of  peace 
to  his  own  country. 

Mr.  Geundt. — Mr.  Speaker,  had  this  debate 
been  confined  to  the  biU  before  you,  I  should 
certainly  not  have  troubled  the  House  with  any 
remarks  of  mine ;  but  as  the  gentlemen  opposed 
to  the  war  in  which  we  are  engaged  have  se- 
lected this  as  a  fit  occasion  to  bring  before  this 
House  and  the  nation  a  full  view  of  all  the  re- 
lations which  exist  between  this  and  other  coun- 
tries, an  apology  at  least  is  furnished  for  a 
member  of  that  committee,  to  whose  examina- 
tion these  subjects  have  been  confided,  to  give 
his  ideas  upon  the  various  points  suggested. 
This  I  shall  endeavor  to  do  with  temper  and 
moderation. 

I  win  now  proceed  to  state,  as  accurately 
and  as  concisely  as  I  am  able,  the  manner  in 
which  the  points  in  difference  between  the  two 
nations  ought  to  be  considered. 

Upon  some  of  the  subjects  io.  controversy,  for 
instance,  that  of  impressment,  negotiation  had 
been  tried  unsuccessfully  for  twenty  years,  as  I 
will  show  before  I  sit  down,  from  the  public  re- 
cords of  the  country ;  on  others  it  had  been 
tried  for  a  shorter  period.  At  the  last  session 
of  Congress,  when  every  hope  of  obtaining  jus- 
tice in  any  other  way  was  lost,  the  United; 
States  declared  war,  not  to  procure  a  repeal  of  the' 
Orders  in  Council  only,  but  to  obtain  redress  for 
the  unjust  spoliations  which  had  been  commit- 
ted on  the  property  of  American  citizens,  and 
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to  cause  Great  Britain  to  cease  the  practice  of 
impressment.  Other  causes  of  irritation  existed, 
but  these  were  the  prominent  causes  of  the  war. 
It  may  be  taiien  as  gi-anted,  in  this  discussion, 
that  those  orders  are  revoked,  notwithstanding 
the  objectionable  manner  of  the  revocation. 
You  are  now  asked  to  lay  down  the  sword  be- 
fore you  have  obtained  any  of  the  objects  of 
the  war,  except  the  abolition  of  these  obnoxious 
orders.  I  request  gentlemen  to  reflect,  whether 
this  is  not,  in  point  of  fact,  an  abandonment  of 
the  other  points  in  dispute  ?  Do  you  not,  by 
ceasing  to  prosecute  the  war  which  is  already 
commenced,  declare,  in  the  strongest  possible 
terms,  that  you  will  not  make  war  for  the  in- 
juries which  remain  unredressed  ?  Can  any  man 
persuade  himself  that  you  will  obtain  that  by 
negotiation  for  which  you  have  determined 
you  will  not  fight  1  and  that,  too,  from  a  nation 
at  aU  times  disposed  to  depress  this  growing 
country  ?  That  politician  must  have  a  very  im- 
perfect knowledge  of  the  considerations  which 
influence  all  Cabinets,  who  does  not  know  that 
the  strongest  inducement  which  can  be  brought 
to  operate  in  favor  of  an  injured  nation,  is  the 
apprehension  of  retaliation,  or  fear  of  war,  enter- 
tained by  the  other  party.  I  cannot,  perhaps, 
establish  this  more  clearly  in  any  other  way 
than  by  recurring  to  the  history  of  a  transac- 
tion which  took  place  between  the  United  States 
and  Great  Britain.  Immediately  after  the  at- 
tack on  the  Chesapeake,  this  Government  de- 
manded reparation.  The  terms  proposed  were 
reasonable,  and  such  as  a  nation,  inclined  to  act 
justly,  would  promptly  have  acceded  to.  For 
five  years,  or  more,  did  the  British  Government 
refuse,  or  rather  fail,  to  make  that  arrangement, 
which,  at  the  last  session,  produced  a  satisfac- 
tory adjustment  on  that  subject.  Why,  sir,  was 
justice  so  long  delayed,  and  why  was  it  at  last 
obtained?  The  British  Minister  discovered,  a 
determination  in  Congress  to  submit  no  longer. 
He  saw  that,  unless  something  was  done,  friend- 
ly relations  between  the  two  countries  must  im- 
mediately cease.  He  saw  that  public  sentiment 
called  so  loudly  for  an  opportunity  of  obtaining 
that  justice  by  force  which  had  been  refused  to 
fair  argument,  that  he  granted  us  that  reasona- 
ble satisfaction  which  had  been  so  long  with- 
held, gir,  had  he  not  seen  the  approaching 
storm,  no  atonement  for  that  wanton  outrage 
on  our  national  sovereignty  had  yet  been  made. 
K  you  now  say  that  you  will  not  prosecute  the 
war,  the  enemy  must  view  it  as  a  decision  pro- 
nounced by  this  Government,  that  war  shall 
not  be  waged  by  the  American  nation  for  the 
impressment  of  her  citizens,  or  for  depredations 
committed  on  commerce.  It  might  as  well  be 
said,  in  plain,  intelligible  language,  that  the 
ocean  is  to  be  abandoned  by  the  people  of  the 
United  States,  except  so  far  as  depends  on  the 
will  of  Great  Britain.  If  both  the  property  and 
liberty  of  American  citizens  on  the  ocean  are 
■subject  to  her  disposal,  you  cease  to  possess  the 
rights  of  a  sovereign  and  independent  nation. 
Jor  my  own  part,  t£  we  have  the  right  to  claim 


security  for  the  liberty  and  property  of  our  citi- 
zens against  that  nation,  of  which  no  man  dare 
express  a  doubt,  I  am  for  asserting  it  until  the 
object  is  attained,  or  the  ability  of  this  nation 
faUs ;  of  the  latter  I  have  no  fear. 

It  is  pretended  that  this  Government  is  not  de- 
sirous of  peace,  and  that  this  is  a  war  of  conquest 
and  ambition.  I  beg  gentlemen  to  refrain  from 
making  statements  which  they  themselves  do 
not  believe.  After  the  declaration  of  war,  what 
has  been  the  conduct  of  the  Executive? 
Through  Mr.  RusseU,  our  Charg6  des  Affaires 
at  London,  they  have  offered  to  conclude  an 
armistice  on  terms  which  would  remove  every 
pretext  for  complaint  on  the  part  of  Great 
Britain,  He  proposed  that  this  country  should 
exclude  from  her  service  British  seamen.  It  is 
true  that  Lord  Castlereagh  urged  Mr.  EusseU's 
want  of  powers,  and  stated  that  the  American 
Congress  alone  could  make  the  necessary  provi- 
sions on  that  subject.  If,  however,  sincerity 
had  existed  with  the  British  Ministry,  a  tempo- 
rary arrangement  could  have  been  made,  by 
which  hostilities  would  have  been  suspended 
until  the  legitimate  authorities  of  this  country 
could  have  expressed  an  opinion.  If  Mr.  R.  had 
not  adequate  powers  to  conclude  an  armistice, 
the  proposition  made  by  Mr.  Monroe  to  Admi- 
ral Warren  was  not  liable  to  the  same  objection. 
In  substance,  both  propositions  were  the  same ; 
to  the  latter,  no  offer  of  compliance  has  been 
tendered.  If  I  have  any  objections  to  the  late 
overtures  made  by  the  Executive,  it  is  that  too 
great  an  anxiety  for  peace  is  manifested;  bat 
when  the  nature  of  our  institutions  is  consulted, 
a  strong  propensity  for  domestic  quiet  is  discov- 
ered ;  and,  therefore,  the  Administration  should 
be  indulged  in  any  measure  calculated  to  restore 
harmony  between  the  two  countries,  provided 
the  honor  and  interests  of  the  nation  are  not 
compromitted. 

I  ask  gentlemen  in  opposition  to  lay  aside 
party  feelings,  and  reflect  whether,  if  we  now 
recede,  points  are  not  conceded  to  the  enemy, 
which  they  would  not  yield  if  in  power.  They 
affect  to  be  the  followers  of  Washington.  I 
will  show  them  what  his  opinions  were  on  the 
subject  of  impressment.  From  them  the  pre- 
tended Washingtonians  of  the  present  day  will 
discover  their  degeneracy.  Yes,  sir,  the  Father 
of  his  Country  too  well  understood  the  value  of 
liberty  ever  to  consent  that  the  most  obscure 
individual  of  his  country  should  be  deprived  of 
it  by  a  foreign  despot.  So  early  as  the  year 
1792,  the  British  nation  commenced  the  prac- 
tice of  impressment,  as  now  exercised  by  it.  On 
the  11th  day  of  June,  in  that  year,  the  then 
Secretary  of  State  addressed  a  letter  to  Mr. 
Pinkney,  the  American  Minister  at  London,  in 
which  the  practice  of  impressment  is  strongly 
reprobated;  and  let  it  be  remembered,  that 
although  this  letter  was  written  by  the  Sec- 
retary, it  contained  the  sentiments  of  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  United  States.  In  order  that  the 
House  may  more  fully  comprehend  what  were 
the  sentiments  of  that  man,  whose  memory  we 
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all  venerate,  1  will  read  so  mnoh  of  the  letter 
referred  to,  as  relates  to  this  suhjeot: 

"  The  peculiar  custom  in  England  of  impressing 
seamen  on  every  appearance  of  war  will  occasionally 
expose  our  seamen  to  peculiar  oppressions  and  vexa- 
tions. It  will  be  expedient  that  you  take  proper  op- 
portunities in  the  mean  lime  of  conferring  with  the 
Minister  on  this  subject,  in  order  to  form  some 
arrangement  for  the  protection  of  our  seamen  on  those 
occasions.  We  entirely  reject  the  mode  which  was 
the  subject  of  a  conversation  between  Mr.  Morris  and 
him ;  which  was,  that  our  seamen  should  always 
carry  about  them  certificates  of  their  citizenship. 
This  is  a  condition  never  yet  submitted  to  by  any 
nation — one  with  which  seamen  would  never  have 
the  precaution  to  comply.  The  casualties  of  their 
calling  would  expose  them  to  the  constant  destruction 
or  loss  of  this  paper  evidence ;  and  thus  the  British 
Government  would  be  armed  with  legal  authority  to 
impress  the  whole  of  our  seamen.  The  simplest  rule 
■will  be,  that  the  vessel  beiug  American,  shall  be  evi- 
dence that  the  seamen  on  board  her  are  such." 

If,  at  so  early  a  period,  the  right  of  search  for 
men  was  objected  to  hy  this  Government,  how 
much  more  forcible  is  the  objection  jow  ?  We 
were  then  a  yonng  nation ;  we  have  since  in- 
creased in  resources  by  which  our  rights  can  be 
maintained ;  whilst  the  violation  of  those  rights 
have  been  augmented  in  a  greater  degree.  On 
the  6th  of  November,  1792,  the  Secretary  of 
State  wrote  to  the  American  Minister  at  Lon- 
don a  letter,  in  which,  when  speaking  on  the 
subject  of  impressment,  the  following  language 
is  used  :  "  It  is  unnecessary  to  develop  to  you 
the  inconveniences  of  this  conduct,  and  the  im- 
possibility of  letting  it  go  on.  I  hope  yon  will 
be  able  to  make  the  British  Ministry  sensible  of 
the  necessity  of  punishing  the  pastand  prevent- 
ing the  fature."  I  know,  Mr.  Speaker,  that 
there  is  danger  of  fatiguing  the  House  by  recur- 
ring to  documents  of  this  sort,  but  my  apology 
is  a  good  one :  those  to  which  I  refer  have 
never  been  printed  for  the  information  of  the 
members  of  this  House,  nor  have  the  public  had 
an  opportunity  of  inspecting  them.  I  hope, 
therefore,  to  be  indulged  in  pursuing  the  senti- 
ments of  former  Administrations  further  on  a 
subject  of  so  much  interest.  On  the  20th  of 
February,  1800,  Mr.  Pickering,  Secretary  of 
State,  addressed  the  President  of  the  United 
States  on  the  subject  of  a  proposed  treaty  be- 
tween the  two  countries,  upon  which  occasion 
he  nwikes  the  foUowing  remark:  "That  he 
transmits  Mr.  Liston's  note  of  the  4th  of  Febru- 
ary, together  with  his  project  of  a  treaty  for 
the  reciprocal  delivery  of  deserters ;  which  ap- 
pears to  the  Secretary  utterly  inadmissible,  un- 
less it  would  put  an  end  to  impressment ;  which 
Mr.  Liston  seemed  to  imagine,  while  the  sev- 
enth paragraph  of  hia  project  expressly  recog- 
nizes the  right  of  impressing  British  subjects,  and 
consequently  American  citizens  as  at  present." 
Mr.  Woloott,  Secretary  of  the  Treasury,  when 
giving  his  opinion  to  the  President,  says — "That 
the  project  of  a  treaty  proposed  by  His  Britannic 
Majesty  for  the  reciprocal  delivery  of  deserters 
from  the  land  and  naval  service,  does  not  suffi- 


ciently provide  against  the  impressment  of 
Amei-ican  seamen,  and  is  therefore  deemed  in- 
admissible." 

Mr.  Stoddert,  who  acted  as  Secretary  of  the 
Navy,  at  that  period,  when  advising  the  Presi- 
dent on  the  same  subject,  says — "  That  the  Sec- 
retary is  clearly  of  opinion  that  it  is  better  to 
have  no  article,  and  meet  all  consequences,  than 
not  to  enumerate  merchant  vessels,  on  the  high 
seas,  among  the  things  not  to  be  forcibly  enter- 
ed in  search  of  difeerters." 

The  letter  of  the  present  Chief  Justice  of  the 
United  States  to  Mr.  King,  Minister  at  London, 
dated  on  the  20th  of  September,  1800,  places 
this  subject  in  a  strong  light ;  he  says — 

"  The  impressment  of  our  seamen  is  an  injury  of 
very  serious  magnitude,  which  deeply  aifocts  the  feel- 
ings and  the  honor  of  the  nation.  This  valuable  class 
of  men  is  composed  of  natives  and  foreigners,  who  en- 
gage voluntanly  in  our  service.  No  right  has  been 
asserted  to  impress  the  natives  of  America.  Yet  they 
are  impressed ;  they  are  dragged  on  board  British 
ships  of  war,  with  the  evidence  of  citizenship  in  their 
hand,  and  forced  by  violence  then  to  serve  until  con- 
clusive testimonials  of  their  birth  can  be  obtained. 
These  must  most  generally  be  sought  for  on  this 
side  the  Atlantic.  In  the  mean  time  acknowledged 
violence  is  practised  on  a  free  citizen  of  the  United 
States  by  compelling  him  to  engage  and  to  continue 
in  foreign  service.  Although  the  Lords  of  the 
Admiralty  uniformly  direct  their  discharge  on  the 
productioa  of  this  testimony,  yet  many  must  perish 
unrelieved,  and  all  are  detained  a  considerable  time 
in  lawless  and  injurious  confinement.  It  is  the  duly 
as  well  as  the  right  of  a  friendly  nation  to  require 
that  measures  be  taken  by  the  British  Government 
to  prevent  the  continued  repetition  of  such  violence 
hy  its  agents.  This  can  only  be  done  by  punishing 
and  frowning  on  those  who  perpetrate  it.  The  mere 
release  of  the  injured,  after  a  long  course  of  service 
and  of  suffering,  is  no  compensation  for  the  past  and 
no  security  for  the  future.  It  is  impossible  not  to 
believe  that  the  decisive  interference  of  the  Govern- 
ment in  this  respect  would  prevent  a  practice,  the 
continuance  of  which  must  inevitably  produce  discord 
between  two  nations  which  ought  to  he  friends  to 
each  other." 

In  another  part  of  the  same  letter,  Mr.  Mar-- 
shall  observes,  "  the  United  States  require  posi- 
tively that  their  seamen  who  are  not  British 
subjects,  whether  born  in  America  or  elsewhere, 
shall  be  exempt  from  impressment." 

From  these  documents  we  clearly  collect 
what  was  the  view  which  the  first  and  second 
Presidents  of  the  United  States  had  on  this  sub- 
ject, and  that  of  the  principal  officers  of  the 
Government.  It  appears  that  this  exemption 
from  impressment  is  no  new  claim  set  up  by 
men  now  in  power.  It  is  as  old  as  the  Govern- 
ment itself,  and  there  never  has  been,  nor  can 
there  be,  an  Administration  in  this  country 
who  dare  surrender  this  point  to  any  foreign 
power.  Once  relinquished,  we  had  as  weU 
abandon  the  ocean  altogether.  If  the  liberty 
of  American  citizens  is  to  be  subject  to  the  wiU, 
not  of  the  English  Government,  but  what  is  in- 
finitely worse,  of  every  petty  officer  that  navi- 
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gates  a  British  ship,  it  is  in  vain  tliat  we  boast 
of  freedom ;  we  do  not  possess  it ;  and  only  let 
the  British  Government  understand  you  dis- 
tinctly on  this  point,  and  you  need  talk  no  more 
of  American  commerce. 

It  has  been  said,  by  a  gentleman  from  North 
Carolina,  (Mr.  Peaeson,)  that,  if  we  exclude 
British  seamen  from  our  service  by  law,  one  of 
two  things  must  happen — either  a  peace  would 
be  the  result,  or  the  people  of  this  country  all 
unite  in  a  vigorous  prosecution  of  the  war.  If 
I  have  mistaken  the  meaning  of  the  gentleman, 
I  wish  him  to  correct  me  at  this  time,  and  an- 
swer the  question  directly,  if,  in  that  event,  he 
will  support  the  war  ?  [Mr.  Pbaeson  explain- 
ed.] Mr.  Geundt  proceeded :  Sir,  from  the 
explanation  given,  it  will,  I  fear,  be  as  difficult 
to  come  to  an  understanding  with  that  gentle- 
man, as  it  is  to  accommodate  the  points  in  dis- 
pute with  the  British  Ministry ;  for,  although 
the  gentleman  says  he  will  not  surrender  an 
essential  right  of  the  country,  a  question  might 
be  made  by  him  as  to  what  were  essential 
rights.  I  will,  nevertheless,  Mr.  Speaker,  make 
one  more  effort  to  elicit  the  opinion  of  the  gen- 
tleman on  this  subject.  I  ask.  him  whether  he 
considers  the  impressment  of  American  seamen 
"a  violation  of  an  essential  right  of  this  coun- 
try?" [Mr.  Peaeson  said  he  so  considered  it.] 
Then,  said  Mr.  Geundt,  from  the  gentleman's 
own  declaration  he  is  bound  to  support  us  in 
the  war,  if  the  principle  of  impressment  is  not 
reUnquished  by  Great  Britain.  I  have  no  hesi- 
tation in  saying  that,  in  a  time  of  peace,  I  am 
willing  British  seamen,  not  naturalised  in  this 
country,  should  be  excluded  from  our  service. 
I  believe  that  such  a  regulation  would  inflict 
no  injury  or  inconvenience  on  the  country. 
Whenever,  therefore,  a  proposition  to  this  ef- 
fect is  made,  so  as  to  take  effect  at  the  conclu' 
sion  of  the  war,  I  shall  vote  for  it.  I  consider 
it  a  direct  encouragement  to  our  own  seamen, 
calculated  to  foster  and  cherish  the  enterprise 
and  industry  of  that  important  class  of  our 
citizens. 


Thttesdav,  January  7. 

Mr.  Bleeokee. — Mr.  Chairman :  I  have  a  very 
few,  very  desultory,  and  I  fear  very  unimport- 
ant observations  to  make  on  the  subject  now 
before  the  committee.  They  will  be  few,  not 
because  the  subject  does  not  abound  with  vari- 
ous fruitful  and  interesting  topics,  but  because 
an  indisposition  of  some  days  has  unfitted  me 
for  any  considerable  effort  of  memory. 

I  was  opposed  to  the  war  when  it  was  de- 
clared, because  I  was  confidently  persuaded 
that  the  evils  of  which  we  complained  were  of 
a  nature  not  to  be  remedied  by  war.  I  thought, 
too,  sir,  that  by  entering  into  war,  we  were 
plunging  ourselves  into  evils  a  million  fold 
greater  than  those  from  which  we  sought  to  'be 
relieved.  I  was  opposed  to  the  war,  because  I 
thought  that,  notwithstanding  aU  the  decrees 
and  orders  of  the  belligerents  affecting  our  neu- 


tral rights,  we  might  enjoy  a  commerce  more 
extensive  and  profitable  than  we  could  have  in 
a  time  of  European  peace.  The  war  in  Europe 
was,  in  fact,  a  blessing  to  this  country.  I  was 
opposed  to  the  war,  because  I  knew  that  the 
whole  of  one  of  the  great  political  parties  in  the 
Northern  and  Eastern,  the  most  commercial 
section  of  the  country,  which  was  most  inter- 
ested in  the  avowed  objects  of  the  war,  openly 
condemned  it ;  and  I  believed  that  a  great  por- 
tion of  the  other  party  was  secretly  opposed  to 
it.  This  objection  was  to  my  mind  perfectly 
conclusive.  If  there  had  been  no  other  reason 
against  the  war,  this  was  enough.  What,  sir, 
go  to  war  when  that  part  of  the  country  which 
has  most  of  its  wealth,  strength,  and  resources, 
is  decidedly  opposed  to  it !  go  to  war  for  com- 
mercial and  maritime  rights,  when  the  people 
of  that  part  of  the  country  which  is  principally 
interested  in  its  commerce  and  navigation, 
openly  execrate  war  I 

It  seemed  to  me  that  it  became  legislators 
who  were  disposed  to  exercise  a  patemjd  regard 
over  the  interests  of  the  nation,  to  give  up  their 
own  opinions,  their  prejudices  and  partialities, 
rather  than  go  to  war  with  a  people  thus  di- 
vided. And  permit  me  to  say,  sir,  without  any 
disparagement  to  the  members  of  this  House, 
that  thousands  and  tens  of  thousands  of  the  in- 
habitants of  that  part  of  the  country  of  which  I 
Ifave  been  speaking,  are  as  competent  to  under- 
stand the  true  interest  and  honor  of  the  natioD, 
as  gentlemen  who  happen  to  be  members  of 
Congress. 

I  was  opposed  to  the  war,  because  I  thought 
it  might  expose  our  happy  form  of  Government 
— our  excellent  political  institutions — to  a  dan- 
gerous trial.  I  was  afraid,  sir,  that  the  war 
might  produce  a  pressure  upon  the  Government 
which  it  would  not  be  able  to  sustain.  I  was 
opposed  to  the  war,  and  this  was  the  bitter 
draught,  because  it  brought  us  into  concert  and 
co-operjition  with  the  great  destroyer,  the  grand 
enemy  of  freedom  and  humanity  throughout  the 
world.  I  was  opposed  to  the  war,  because  I 
believed  the  state  of  things  in  Europe,  out  of 
which  our  diflBculties  arose — a  state  of  things 
which  the  United  States  had  no  power  to_  con- 
trol— was  in  its  nature  transient.  Bather  than 
plunge  ourselves  into  the  vortex  of  European 
politics ;  rather  than  encounter  the  evils  and 
dangers  of  war,  I  thought  it  would  be  wise  and 
prudent  to  wait  until  "the  troubled  waters 
should  subside,  and  the  ancient  landmarks  of 
the  world  reappear  above  the  flood ; "  with  a 
living  statesman,  I  thought  I  saw  in  the  very 
cloud  which  blackened  all  our  horizon,  the 
bow  which  was  set  for  a  token,  that  the  tem- 
pest would  not  be  forever. 

But,  sir,  war  was  declared,  and  the  doctrine 
has  since  been  promulgated,  that  it  is  now  the 
duty  of  every  man  to  support  it ;  that  all  inquiry 
must  be  hushed,  and  all  examination  of  its  ex- 
pediency and  propriety  cease.  So  far  as  this 
doctrine  inculcates  obedience  to  the  laws,  it  has 
my  cordial  approbation ;  but  inasmuch  as  it  de: 
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nies  the  right  of  the  citizen  to  examine  into  the 
causes  of  the  war,  to  express  and  publish  his 
opinions  respecting  its  policy,  it  is  an  insult  to 
the  understanding  of  an  intelligent  people,  and 
inconsistent  with  the  character  and  spirit  of  the 
constitution.  War  is  declared  by  law.  How 
shall  the  law  be  repealed?  How  can  we  get 
rid  of  the  war,  if  we  may  not  say  that  it  is  inex- 
pedient, impolitic,  and  ruinous?  How  abomi- 
nable the  doctrine  is,  that  the  declaration  of  war 
shuts  the  door  against  all  Inquiry,  is  manifest 
from  the  consideration,  that  it  would  enable  a 
wicked  Administration  to  perpetuate  its  power 
by  declaring  war.  Again,  sir,  I  would  ask  the 
advocates  of  the  doctrine  I  am  reprobating, 
when  wiU  it  be  proper  to  show  the  foUy  and 
ruinous  consequences  of  the  war  ?  Suppose  the 
war  to  have  continued  five  or  ten  years,  and  the 
country  to  be  impoverished,  its  commerce  anni- 
hilated, its  resources  exhausted,  its  best  blood 
expended  in  wild  and  fruitless  projects  of  con- 
quest, the  people  oppressed  by  debts  and  tax- 
es, will  it  then  be  deemed  improper  to  expose 
the  absurdity  and  mischief  of  continuing  the 
war  ?  Surely,  sir,  it  will  be  patriotic  and  laud- 
able to  alarm  the  people,  to  entreat  them  to  put 
an  end  to  that  which  is  the  cause  of  their  ca- 
lamities. And  if  such  conduct  will  then  be 
proper,  it  must  be  laudable  and  patriotic  now 
to  show  them  their  evUs  and  dangers,  and  to 
point  them  to  the  means  of  escape. 

But,  sir,  what  has  been  the  state  of  the  coun- 
try since  the  declaration  of  war?  I  speak 
again  in  reference  to  public  opinion.  The  peo- 
ple of  the  North  and  East  have  poured  out 
their  feelings  and  opinions,  their  complaints  and 
groans,  in  addresses,  petitions,  resolutions,  and 
remonstrances  against  the  war.  Look,  sir,  at 
the  Presidential  election,  and  you  see  all  the 
Northern  and  Eastern  States,  with  the  excep- 
tion of  Vermont,  arrayed  against  the  Admia- 
istration.  You  see  the  people  disregarding  the 
old  line  of  party  division  and  distinction.  Yes, 
sir,  in  spite  of  such  division  and  distinction, 
"  burying  their  mutual  animosities,"  their  an- 
cient prejudices,  "  in  their  common  detestation  " 
of  the  policy  of  the  Government,  rising  up  in 
their  might  and  strength  to  manifest  their  hos- 
tility to  the  course  of  measures  it  has  pursued. 
This,  Mr.  Chairman,  is  a  state  of  things  which 
ought  to  arrest  the  attention,  and  engage  the 
reflection  of  the  National  Legislature,  for  with- 
out that  section  of  country  our  strength  is 
weakness.  I  know  how  ungracious  and  invid- 
ious topics  of  this  kind  are  to  some  gentle- 
men. But,  sir,  we  cannot  help  it  that  the 
country  is  made  np  of  sections.  We  are  legis- 
lating for  such  a  country,  and  it  is  our  busi- 
ness and  duty  to  regard  the  circumstances,  the 
interests,  and  feelings  of  the  people  of  different 
parts  of  the  Union.  We  declared  war  for  com- 
merce ;  the  people  most  interested  in  commerce 
were  opposed  to  it.  We  continue  the  war  for 
sailors'  rights,  and  three-fourths  of  our  native 
American  seamen  belong  to  New  York  and 
the  Eastern  States,  the  people  of  which  are 


sighing  for  peace.  It  ought  to  be  remembered, 
too,  sir,  that  the  war  itself  must  have  the 
effect  of  driving  a  vast  portion  of  our  sailors 
out  of  the  country  into  foreign  service. 

But,  Mr.  Chairman,  whatever  may  have  been 
the  reasons  for  declaring  war,  the  question  is 
not  now  what  it  was  when  war  was  declared. 
Our  relations  with  the  belligerents  have  mate- 
rially and  essentially  changed.  So  much  have 
they  changed,  that  I  declare,  vrithout  fear  of 
contradiction,  that  had  they  been  on  the  Itth 
of  June  last  what  they  now  are,  we  should  not 
have  gone  to  war.  I  hope  no  gentleman  of  this 
committee  will  deny  this.  But  if  any  gentle- 
man should  deny  it,  the  nation  will  not  beheve 
him.  Sir,  we  have  received  new,  important, 
and  interesting  evidence  of  the  true  state  of  our 
foreign  relations  since  the  declaration  of  war. 
Facts  which  were  then  unknown,  and  which 
have  shed  a  flood  of  light  upon  the  situation  and 
policy  of  the  United  States,  have  since  been 
published  to  the  world.  The  repeal  of  the  Or- 
ders in  Council  itself,  by  removing  the  princi- 
pal cause  of  the  war,  has  produced  a  most  ma- 
terial change ;  for  had  they  been  repealed  be- 
fore the  war  was  declared,  there  would  have 
been  no  war ;  and  let  it  be  remembered,  that 
they  were  repealed  before  the  war  was  known 
in  England.  But  this  is  not  all  to  which  I  refer. 
I  mean  to  speak  of  the  evidence  we  have  re- 
ceived respecting  our  relations  with  France; 
and  I  hope  gentlemen  will  not  be  startled  or 
offended  by  what  I  am  about  to  say.  I  declare 
confidently  and  boldly  that  Napoleon  has  in- 
veigled us  into  the  war.  He  has  cajoled  and 
deceived  us.  But  for  his  arts,  intrigues,  and 
duplicity,  the  United  States  would  not  now 
have  been  at  war  with  Great  Britain.  Yes,  sir, 
he  has  led  us  on  step  by  step,  until  he  brought 
us  to  the  edge  of  the  precipice,  and  plunged  us 
into  the  abyss.  We  have  been  humbled  and 
mortified.  He  has  triumphed  over  our  charac- 
ter, our  honor,  our  rights,  our  independence.  I 
do  not  say  these  things  haatUy,  carelessly,  or 
lightly.  And  I  will  add,  that  after  the  discovery 
of  the  deceit  and  duplicity  which  the  Emperor 
of  France  has  practised  upon  us,  it  became  the 
duty  of  this  Government  to  go  back  to  the 
ground  it  occupied  before  the  President's  proc- 
lamation of  November,  1810,  or  to  declare  im- 
mediate war  against  France.  A  proper  regard 
to  the  honor,  the  character,  and  independence 
of  the  country,  demanded  this  of  its  Govern- 
ment. 

Sir,  the  proof  of  what  I  have  said  is  plain ; 
and  it  is  time  that  it  be  stated  here,  and  spread 
before  the  nation.  I  beg  the  attention  of  the 
committee  to  the  facts  on  which  it  rests.  I 
need  not  go  back  farther  than  to  the  law.  of 
May,  1810,  which  provided  that  the  non-inter- 
course act  should  cease,  as  to  that  belligerent 
which  should  first  repeal  its  decrees  violating 
our  neutral  rights,  and  that  it  should  operate  on 
the  other,  which  should  fail  so  to  do,  within 
three  months  after  the  President's  proclamation 
of  the  fact  of  such  repeal.    This  law,  and  the 
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conduct  of  the  President  under  it,  are  the  im- 
mediate cause  of  the  war,  and  the  present  im- 
happj  state  of  the  country.  On  the  5th  of  Au- 
gust, 1810,  the  Duke  de  Oadore  wrote  his 
famous  letter  to  General  Armstrong,  the  Amer- 
ican Minister  in  Paris,  stating  that  the  Berlin 
and  Milan  decrees  would,  upon  certain  condi- 
tions, cease  on  the  first  of  November  then  next. 
On  the  authority  of  this  letter,  the  President  of 
the  United  States  issued  his  proclamation,  de- 
claring the  fact,  that  the  French  decrees  were 
repealed.  But  the '  British  Government,  not 
considering  the  letter  of  the  Duke  de  Oadore 
sufficient  evidence  of  their  repeal,  did  not  re- 
voke their  Orders  in  Council,  and,  in  conse- 
quence, our  non-intercourse  act  went  into  ope- 
ration against  Great  Britain  the  February  fol- 
lowing. Notwithstanding  the  proclamation  of 
the  President,  great  doubts  existed  in  this  coun- 
try, whether  the  French  decrees  were  in  fact 
repealed.  To  remove  these  doubts,  to  confirm 
the  proclamation,  to  prevent  inquiry  and  inves- 
tigation in  the  judicial  tribunals  of  the  country, 
the  act  of  March,  1811,  was  passed.  Tet,  sir, 
it  has  ever  since  been  denied  that  the  decrees 
of  Berlin  and  Milan  were  repealed.  The  public 
prints  have  teemed,  and  the  tables  of  this 
House  have  been  loaded  with  the  proofs  of  their 
existence  and  execution.  You  remember,  sir, 
an  impressive  argument,  in  many  respects  ori- 
ginal, an  unanswered  and  unanswerable  argu- 
ment of  the  honorable  gentleman  from  Virginia 
(Mr.  Randolph)  on  this  subject  in  this  House, 
towards  the  close  of  the  last  session.  But,  sir, 
notwithstanding  all  this,  this  Government  per- 
sisted in  declaring  that  the  French  decrees  were 
repealed.  I  do  not  mean  to  discuss  that  stale 
matter.  The  statement  I  make  is  necessary  to 
my  present  purpose.  The  question  of  their  re- 
peal was  the  subject  of  a  very  voluminous  and 
long-continued  correspondence  between  Mr. 
Foster,  the  British  Minister,  and  our  Secretary 
of  State.  The  discussion,  I  believe,  was  pro- 
tracted to  the  last  moment  of  peace.  "War  was 
declared  on  the  18th  of  June.  Some  weeks  af- 
terwards, appeared  in  this  country  a  decree  of 
Napoleon,  issued  in  May  last,  and  bearing  date 
the  28th  of  April,  1811.  This  is  an  extraordi- 
nary paper,  and  deserves  some  attention,  I 
wiU  read  it : 

"  April  28,  1813. 
"  Napoleon,  Emperor  of  the  French,  &c. 

"  On  the  report  of  our  Minister  of  Foreign  Rela- 
tions : 

"  Seeing,  by  a  law  passed  2d  March,  1811,  the 
Congress  has  ordered  the  execution  of  tha  provisions 
of  the  act  of  non-intercourse,  which  prohibits  the  ves- 
sels and  merchandise  of  Great  Britain,  her  colonies 
and  dependencies,  from  entering  the  ports  of  the 
United  States. 

"  Considering  that  the  said  law  is  an  act  of  re- 
sistance to  the  arbitrary  pretensions  consecrated  by 
the  British  Orders  in  Council,  and  a  formal  refusal  to 
adhere  to  a  system  invading  the  independence  of 
neutral  powers  and  of  their  flag ;  we  have  ordered, 
and  do  decree,  as  follows  : 


"  The  decrees  of  Berlin  and  Milan  are  definitively, 
'  and  to  date,  from  1st  November  last,  considered  as 
not  existing  in  regard  to  American  vessels." 

Now,  sir,  did  this  decree  exist  at  the  time  of 
its  date?  No,  sir,  the  date  is  faUe.  If  the 
decree  existed  in  April,  1811,  why  was  it  not 
communicated  to  this  nation,  the  only  one  in- 
terested in  the  subject?  Why  was  it  not  com- 
municated to  Mr.  Kussell,  who  so  strongly  urged 
upon  the  French  Government  the  necessity  of 
furnishing  some  evidence  of  the  repeal  of  the 
decrees-  For  the  purpose  of  communicating 
some  satisfactory  information  on  that  subject  to 
this  country,  he  detained  the  John  Adams  in 
France,  in  July,  1811.  You  wiU  remember 
Napoleon's  decree  is  dated  in  April.  Permit 
me  here  to  read  a  passage  of  Mr.  Kussell's  letter 
to  Mr.  Monroe,  dated  the  15th  of  July,  1811. 

"  On  the  14th  of  June,  Mr.  Hamilton,  of  the  John 
Adams,  reached  Paris,  and  informed  me  that  this 
vessel  had  arrived  at  Cherbourg.  Unwilling  to  close 
my  despatches  by  her,  without  being  able  to  commu- 
nicate something  of  a  more  definite  and  satisfactory 
character  than  any  thing  which  had  hitherto  trans- 
pired, I  immediately  called  at  the  OflSce  of  Foreign 
Relations,  but,  the  Minister  being  at  St.  Cloud,  I  was 
obliged  to  postpone  the  interview  which  I  sought  un- 
til the  Tuesday  following.  At  this  interview,  I  stated 
to  him  the  arrival  of  the  frigate,  and  my  soUcitnde 
to  transmit  by  her  to  the  United  States  some  act  of 
this  Government,  justifying  the  expectation  with 
which  the  important  law  which  she  had  brought 
hitlier  had,  undoubtedly,  been  passed." 

After  Mr.  Russell  had  left  Paris,  he  wrote 
from  England  to  Mr.  Barlow,  who  succeeded 
him,  "  for  additional  proofs  of  the  removal  of 
the  decrees."  Mr.  Barlow  seems  to  be  very 
anxious  "  to  get  the  treaty  through,  carrying  an 
unequivocal  stipulation,  that  shaU  lay  that  ques- 
tion to  rest." 

But  it  wa.s  all  in  vain ;  no  authentic  evidence 
of  the  repeal  was  furnished.  This  decree  did 
not  exist;  and  why  was  it  not  issued?  Why 
was  the  evidence  of  the  repeal  of  the  decrees 
withheld  ?  The  answer  is  obvious.  The  United 
States  were  not  yet  committed  to  go  to  war  with 
Oreat  Britain.  Napoleon  knew  very  well  that 
when  proper  evidence  of  the  repeal  of  his  de- 
crees was  furnished,  the  English  Orders  in 
Council  would  be  repealed,  and  the  United 
States  would  not  go  to  war  with  Great  Britain. 
For,  sir,  he  knew  very  weU,  and  we  know  very 
well,  that  for  the  subject  of  impressments  alone, 
this  country  would  not  go  to  war.  It  cannot 
be  denied,  that  for  this  cause  we  should  not 
have  declared  war.  This  Government  has 
never  been  disposed  to  go  to  war  on  that 
ground  alone.  The  present  President  of  the 
IJnited  States  made  an  arrangement  with  Mr. 
Erskine,  which  gladdened  the  heart  of  every 
man  in  the  nation,  without  any  provision  on 
that  subject,  without  any  mention  of  it ;  and 
there  was  not  a  murifaur  in  the  country,  on  ac- 
count of  its  omission.  Mr.  Pinkney,  too,  as  stated 
by  the  gentleman  from  Georgia,  (Mr.  Teoup,) 
yesterday,  again  and  again,  offered  to  aecom- 
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modate  with  England,  on  tlie  rescinding  of  the 
Orders  in  council,  without  any  reference  to  im- 
pressments. 

Sir,  this  decree  itself  is  an  insult  to  this  Gov- 
ernment. It  is  issued  expressly,  hecause  we 
had  taken  our  stand  against  England ;  it  is  de- 
clared to  be  issued  in  consequence  of  our  act  of 
March,  1811,  when,  in  fact,  the  President's 
proclamation  and  the  act  of  March  were  found- 
ed on  the  repeal  of  the  decrees.  To  show  the 
ooi-rectness  of  my  remarks  on  this  part  of  the 
subject ;  to  show  that  Napoleon  has  triumphed 
over  our  honor  and  character,  I  beg  leave  to 
call  the  attention  of  the  committee  to  Mr. 
Eussell's  letter  to  Mr.  Monroe,  dated  the  9th  of 
June,  1811.  His  language  does  credit  to  his 
understanding  and  feelings : 

"  To  have  waited  for  the  receipt  of  the  proclama- 
tion, in  order  >to  make  use  of  it  for  the  liberation  of 
the  New  Orleans  -Packet,  appeared  to  me  a  prepos- 
terous and  unworthy  course  of  proceeding,  and  to  be 
nothing  better  than  absurdly  and  basely  employing 
the  declaration  of  the  President,'  that  the  Berlin  and 
Milan  decrees  had  been  revoked,  as  the  means  of  ob- 
taining their  revocation.  I  believed  it  became  me  to 
take  higher  ground,  and  without  confining  myself  to 
the  mode  best  calculated  to  recover  the  property,  to 
pursue  that  which  the  dignity  of  the  American  Gov- 
ernment required. 

"  A  crisis,  in  my  opinion,  presented  itself,  which 
waste  decide  whether  the  French  edicts  were  retract- 
ed as  a  preliminary  to  the  execution  of  our  law;  or 
whether,  by  the  non-performance  of  one  party,  and 
the  prompt  performance  of  the  other,  the  order  in 
which  these  measures  ought  to  stand  was  to  be  re- 
versed, and  the  American  Government  shuffled  into 
the  lead,  where  national  honor  and  the  law  required 
it  to  follow." 

It  would  have  been  iase  to  have  employed 
the  President's  proclamation,  that  the  Berlin 
and  Milan  decrees  had  been  revoked  as  the 
means  of  obtaining  their  revocation.  But 
what,  sir,  is  the  price  we  have  at  length  paid 
for  the  repeal  ?  The  President's  proclamation 
was  not  enough ;  the  act  of  March  added  to  it 
was  not  enough ;  we  could  not  procure  the  re- 
vocation till  we  went  to  war.  Eor,  sir,  the 
Emperor  would  not  issue  this  decree  till  he 
knew  that  we  were  pledged  and  committed  to 
go  to  war  with  Great  Britain.  How  he  knew 
this,  sir,  it  is  not  for  me  to  say.  We  all  know, 
however,  that  he  had  all  the  acts  of  this  Gov- 
vernment  to  satisfy  him  of  the  course  we  were 
pursuing — the  step  we  were  about  to  take.  He 
had  the  President's  Message,  the  report  of  the 
Committee  on  Foreign  Kelations,  the  war 
speeches  of  the  members  of  this  House,  the  laws 
for  raising  armies,  and  the  embargo.  In  the 
month  of  May,  then,  when  the  policy  of  this 
country  in  relation  to  Great  Britain  was  set- 
tled, he  issued  his  decree,  Justin  such  time,  too, 
sir,  that  it  could  not  reach  this  country  till  we 
had  plunged  into  the  war.  And  well,  in  such  a 
state,  might  he  repeal  his  decrees,  which,  by 
the  war  itself,  would  be  superseded — ^would  be- 
come a  nullity. 


Thus,  sir,  believing  the  French  decrees  to  be 
repealed,  we  departed  from  our  neutral  standby 
enforcing  the  non-intercourse  law  against  Great 
Britain.  We  have  in  vain  waited  for  such  evi- 
dence of  their  repeal  as  would  have  induced 
Great  Britain  to  rescind  her  Orders  in  Council 
— the  great  cause  of  the  war.  Their  revocation 
depended  upon  the  repeal  of  the  French  de- 
crees ;  and  had  they  been  revoked,  there  would 
have  been  no  war  between  the  United  States 
and  Great  "Britain.  The  decree,  declaring  the 
edicts  of  France  %o  be  revoked,  is  at  length  issu- 
ed, when  the  Emperor  knows  it  is  too  late  to 
prevent  the  war.  The  deci-ee  is  communicated 
to  the  English  Government,  the  Orders  in 
Council  are  revoked  on  the  ground  of  the  re- 
peal of  the  French  decrees,  but  the  TTnited 
States  have  declared  war.  How,  sir,  can  I  make 
this  matter  plainer?  Our  whole  course  against 
Great  Britain  has  proceeded  from  the  behef  of 
the  repeal  of  the  Berlin  and  Milan  decrees ;  but 
that  evidence  of  their  repeal,  which  would  have 
stopped  our  course,  by  means  of  which  the  Or- 
ders in  Council  would  have  been  revoked,  and 
the  war  would  have  been  avoided,  is  withheld 
till  the  Emperor  knows  that  war  is  inevitable. 
Thus,  sir,  have  we  been  duped,  deceived,  and 
inveigled. 

I  repeat  it,  sir,  had  we,  on  the  iVth  June,  un- 
derstood our  foreign  relations  as  we  now  under- 
stand them,  we  should  not  have  declared  war. 
And  would  it  not  have  been  just  and  magnani- 
mous in  this  Government,  when  all  doubt  was 
removed  on  the  subject  of  the  French  decrees, 
to  have  acknowledged  its  error  ?  Did  not  the 
honor,  the  character,  the  independence  of  the 
country  require  of  us  to  go  back  to  our  original 
neutral  ground  ?  I  rose  principally  for  the  pur- 
pose of  presenting  this  view  of  the  arts  and 
deceit  of  the  French  Emperor  to  the  committee. 
I  regret  that  I  have  not  done  it  more  fully  and 
clearly ;  and  I  hope  that  some  gentleman  more 
competent  to  a  proper  examination  of  the  sub- 
ject will  yet  take  it  up  before  we  get  through 
this  discussion. 

Mr.  Tailmadge  said  he  felt  a  peculiar  embar- 
rassment in  rising  to  offer  to  the  consideration 
of  the  committee  some  of  his  own  reflections  on 
the  important  subject  now  under  debate,  from 
a  twofold  consideration.  In  the  first  place,  the 
magnitude  of  the  question  might  claim  the  aid 
of  more  exalted  talents  than  he  pretended  to 
possess,  and,  therefore,  to  do  it  justice,  he 
feared,  would  not  be  in  his  power.  For,  said 
Mr.  T.,  in  the  extensive  range  of  debate  which 
has  been  permitted  by  the  Chair,  the  whole 
field  of  our  foreign  relations  has  been  open  to 
examination,  and  the  policy  of  our  own  Govern- 
ment in  relation  to  Great  Britain  has  been 
deemed  fairly  within  the  range  of  discussion. 

In  the  second  place,  the  gentlemen  who  had 
preceded  have  occupied  the  ground  so  ably,  and 
discussed  the  subject  so  extensively,  that  it  was 
somewhat  difficult  to  present  arguments  entirely 
nov«l  to  arrest  the  attention  of  the  committee. 
Having  a  belief  however,  that  there  were  some 
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importaBt  considerations,  in  relation  to  the  bill 
now  under  debate,  which  had  not  yet  been 
bronght  into  view,  he  begged  the  attention  of 
the  committee  while  he  endeavored  to  lay  be- 
fore them  the  views  which  he  had  taken  of  the 
subject,  and  which  constrained  him  most  de- 
cidedly to  oppose  the  passage  of  the  bill. 

Before  I  enter  upon  the  merits  of  the  sub- 
ject, said  Mr.  T.,  I  take  occasion  to  express  my 
hearty  assent  to  declarations  made  by  honorable 
gentlemen  that  this  is  no  time  to  indulge  the 
bickerings  of  party ;  and  that  it  is'  greatly  to  be 
desired  that  all  distinctions  of  this  sort  were 
entirely  laid  aside  and  forgotten.  Sir,  I  should 
consider  it  the  most  auspicious  event  of  my  life 
if  I  could  see  every  gentleman  on  this  floor  de- 
termined to  take  and  maintain  the  true  old 
American  gronrd  occupied  by  the  patriots  of 
'76.  Although  it  maybe  painful  to  the  feelings 
of  an  honorable  mind  to  be  assailed  with 
odious  appellations,  and  charged  with  duplicity 
and  falsehood,  yet  the  mind  which  has  virtue 
for  its  basis,  a  conscious  integrity  for  its  sup- 
port, and  firmness  sufficient  to  enable  the  man 
to  do  Ms  duty,  may  hope  to  pass  unhurt  by 
such  malicious  darts. 

Standing,  as  I  do,  in  the  highly -responsible 
situation  of  one  of  the  legislators  of  this  exten- 
sive country,  I  hope  to  have  stability  and  in- 
tegrity sufficient  to  enable  me  to  discharge  my 
duty  to  my  constituents.  If,  after  having  pass- 
ed through  the  Revolutionary  war,  and  having 
never  changed  my  political  creed  to  the  pres- 
ent day,  an  odious  epithet  could  induce  me  to 
alter  my  course,  I  should  be  unworthy  the  con- 
fidence of  my  country.  But  whence,  Mr. 
Chairman,  proceeds  this  system  of  slander  and 
abuse  ?  From  the  foul  presses  of  our  country. 
To  whom  are  some  of  the  fairest  characters 
which  have  ever  adorned  this  or  any  other 
country  indebted  for  the  odious  epithets  of 
monarchists,  foreign  agents,  tories,  and  the 
like  ?  To  your  imported  patriots,  who,  weary 
of  the  dull  pursuits  of  industry  on  their  native 
soil,  or  escaping  from  the  justice  of  the  laws  of 
their  own  country,  have  fled  to  this  happy  land 
to  instruct  its  inhabitants  in  the  true  principles 
of  liberty  and  equality. 

To  this  set  of  newly-fledged  politicians,  and 
men  of  a  similar  stamp,  is  this  once  happy 
country  indebted  for  one-half  the  miseries  and 
much  of  the  disgrace  which  it  suffers. 

I  have  been  led  into  this  digi-ession  in  con- 
sequence of  remarks  which  have  fallen  from  the 
other  side  of  the  House,  but  will  now  return  tO' 
my  subject. 

A  gentleman  from  New  York,  (Mr.  Stow,) 
who  addressed  you  early  in  this  debate,  told  us 
that  he  reprobated  the  war,  and  had  no  confi- 
dence in  the  Administration  to  conduct  it  to  a 
successful  issue,  but  should  vote  for  the  bill  to 
enable  them  to  carry  it  on.  This  is  strange  po- 
litical logic  to  my  understanding.  While  I  sub- 
scribe fully  to  his  premises,  the  reasonings  of  my 
mind  bring  me  to  a  very  different  result.  Be- 
cause I  deprecate  this  war  as  pregnant  with 


great  evils,  if  not  ruin  to  my  country,  I  will, 
therefore,  take  all  constitutional  measures  to 
bring  it  to  a  speedy  and  honorable  close ;  and 
because  I  have  no  confidence  in  the  Executive 
department  of  our  Government,  nor  in  the 
subordinate  agents  who  have  been  appointed  to 
vote  for  this  bill,  which,  if  adopted,  will 
enlist  still  greater  evils  on  this  devoted 
country. 

In  presenting  the  subject  to  this  honorable 
committee,  in  its  most  appropriate  form,  it  may 
be  proper  to  examine  into  the  prominent  causes 
of  our  dispute,  which  has  terminated  in  open 
war  with  Great  Britain.  These  I  take  to  be 
three,  viz : 

1.  The  Orders  in  Council. 

3.  Impressment  of  our  seamen. 

3.  The  attack  upon  the  Chesapeake. 

That  we  may  narrow  the  point  in  controversy 
as  much  as  possible,  I  remark  that  ample  and 
satisfactory  atonement  having  been  made  for 
the  violation  of  our  rights  by  the  attack  on  the 
Chesapeake,  one  cause  of  disquietude  and  a 
prominent  one  too,  has  been  finaUy  removed.  It 
has  indeed  been  frequently  remarked  on  this 
fioor,  that  the  satisfaction  offered  for  the  unau- 
thorized attack  on  the  frigate  Chesapeake  was 
long  delayed,  and  very  reluctantly  offered. 
However  painful  it  may  be  to  censure  the  con- 
duct of  our  own  Government,  yet  a  sense  of 
justice  obliges  me  to  say,  that  to  every  overture 
made  by  Great  Britain  to  accommodate  this  un- 
pleasant affair,  our  Administration  attached 
some  exceptionable  condition  which  closed  the 
door  to  an  amicable  adjustment.  The  commit- 
tee cannot  have  forgotten  the  early  disavowal 
of  this  wanton  aggression  on  the  honor  of  our 
flag  by  the  British  Government,  and  the  tender 
of  satisfaction  which  was  made,  but  failed  be- 
cause our  Minister  was  instructed  to  couple  with 
this  complaint  the  subject  of  impressment ;  nor 
can  they  have  forgotten  how  indignant  the 
Ministry  and  nation  were  when  the  President 
assumed  the  right  of  judging  what  would  best 
comport  with  the  honor  of  their  King.  Few, 
I  believe,  who  read  the  offensive  remark,  ex- 
pect a  different  result  from  that  which  ensued. 
And  while  I  am  upon  this  subject  I  take  oc- 
casion to  remark,  that  in  all  our  attempts  to 
negotiate  with  the  British  Government  there 
seems  to  have  been  some  untoward  circum- 
stance, some  unfortunate  condition,  either 
accidentally  or  intentionally,  attached  to  the 
question  at  issue,  which  has  defeated  the  nego- 
tiation. 

It  would  be  within  the  scope  of  my  present 
plan  to  take  a  particular  review  of  the  British 
Orders  in  Council,  as  well  as  the  subject  of  im- 
pressments. But  inasmuch  as  the  documents 
relating  to  these  two  subjects  have  been  laid 
on  every  gentleman's  table;  and  more  espe- 
cially when  I  reflect  that  both  topics  have  been 
very  ably  discussed  by  some  gentlemen  who 
have  preceded  me,  and  especially  by  the  gen- 
tleman who  has  just  sat  down,  (Mr.  Bleeokee,) 
I  shall  content  myself  with  taking  but  a  brief 
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review  of  these  prominent,  and  I  may  add,  the 
only  remaining  causes  for  the  present  war.  As 
to  the  Orders  in  Council,  it  ought  not  to  be  for- 
gotten, that  during  several  lengthy  discussions 
to  obtain  their  repeal,  as  well  by  our  Ministers 
in  London,  as  at  this  place,  they  have  been  con- 
sidered as  the  prominent  point  in  dispute.  So, 
again,  as  to  the  origin  of  our  restrictive  system ; 
it  cannot  be  forgotten  that  the  friends  and  abet- 
tors of  those  measures  uniformly  professed  that 
they  were  adopted  as  retaliatory  for  the  Orders 
in  Council.  From  the  first  partial  non-impor- 
tation act,  which  passed  on  the  eighteenth  of 
April,  1806,  down  to  the  law  of  the  second  of 
March,  1811,  the  object  has  been,  on  the  very 
£ice  of  the  law,  to  procure  a  repeal  of  the  Or- 
ders in  Council,  and  of  the  Berlin  and  MUan 
decrees.  If  any  doubt  should  remain  on  the 
mind  of  any  member  of  this  committee  as  to 
this  fact,  I  beg  him  to  turn  his  eye  to  the  re- 
strictive code,  and  I  presume  he  will  find  the 
evidence  to  be  abundant  and  complete.  In  this 
system  of  anti-commercial  regulations,  I  find 
the  origin  and  progress  of  our  present  political 
calamities.  And  here,  Mr.  Chairman,  I  shall 
readily  admit,  that  we  had  grievances  and  com- 
plaints, great  and  heavy,  against  both  of  the 
belligerents ;  nor  have  I  the  least  inclination  to 
palliate  or  excuse  them.  My  object  is  to  show, 
what  I  have  uniformly  expressed  on  this  floor, 
that  our  system  of  non-importation,  non-inter- 
course, and  embargo,  have  been  directed  against 
the  Orders  in  Council,  as  to  Great  Britain,  and 
nothing  else  ;  and  finally,  have  brought  this 
country  into  a  ruinous  war.  Is  there  a  man 
within  these  walls,  who  does  not  now  believe 
(as  was  fuUy  predicted  when  the  law  passed)  that 
the  conditions  held  out  to  the  two  great  belli- 
gerents, to  induce  them  to  repeal  their  obnox- 
ious edicts,  violating  the  neutral  commerce  of 
'the  United  States,  placed  the  execution  of  our 
law  in  the  hands  of  a  foreign  Government?  Is 
there  a  man  of  ordinary  capacity  in  the  United 
States,  having  the  means  of  information,  who 
now  believes  that  the  Berlin  and  Milan  decrees 
were  repealed  on  the  1st  of  November,  1810, 
according  to  the  proclamation  of  the  President 
of  the  United  States,  solemnly  announcing  that 
fact;  and  that  they  thenceforward  ceased  to 
violate  our  neutral  commerce  ?  Does  not  candor 
constrain  all  to  confess  that,  long  after  the  pre- 
tended repeal  of  the  aforesaid  decrees,  our  com- 
merce was  harassed  in  every  sea  where  French 
cruisers  could  reach  it  ?  Need  I  point  you  to 
the  piratical  seizures  and  burning  of  American 
property  in  the  Baltic,  the  Meditei-ranean  and 
the  Atlantic  seas,  by  the  privateers  and  fleets  of 
the  French  Empire;  subsequent  to  this  pre- 
tended repeal,  and  sanctioned  expressly  by  its 
authority?  If  all  other  evidence  should  be 
deemed  insufficient,  I  inquire  whether  the 
French  Emperor  himself  has  not  suflBciently 
humbled  this  country  (if  indeed  our  cup  of  hu- 
miliation had  not  been  full  before)  by  his  own 
formal  ante-dated  repeal  of  his  Berlin  and 
MUan  decrees,  long  subsequent  to  the  time  I 


imposed  on  the  President  by  the  Duke  of 
Cadore  ? 

It  cannot  have  escaped  the  attention  of  the 
committee,  or  of  the  nation,  that  Napoleon's 
decree,  respecting  the  Berlin  and  Milan  decrees, 
bears  date  the  28th  of  April,  1811,  and  is  ex- 
plicitly bottomed  on  the  law  of  Congress  passed 
March  2,  1811 ;  the  sole  object  of  which  law 
was  to  conflrm  the  proclamation  of  the  Presi- 
dent which  had  then  been  issued  more  than  four 
months,  and  thaJegality  of  which  had  become 
very  questionab*.  This  decree  may  be  found 
among  the  documents  accompanying  the  Presi- 
dent's Message  of  November  4th,  1812,  and  on 
the  forty-sixth  page  of  those  printed  papers. 

If  further  evidence  should  be  needed  to  prove 
the  abominable  fraud  of  this  transaction,  it  may 
be  found  in  the  correspondence  of  our  Minister 
at  Paris,  in  the  summer  of  1811,  wherein  he 
remarks,  that  he  had  repeatedly  demanded 
evidence  of  the  repeal  of  the  Berlin  and  Milan 
decrees,  but  -none  could  be  obtained.  And  yet, 
forsooth,  we  are  now  famished  with  a  decree 
dated  in  AprU  preceding,  but  not  issued  until 
we  are  so  entangled  in  French  toils,  that  war 
with  Great  Britain  was  inevitable.  If  this  fact 
alone  had  been  understood,  I  put  it  to  the  can- 
dor of  this  honorable  committee  to  say,  whether 
they  would  have  consented  to  the  declaration 
of  war  against  Great  Britain  at  the  time  and 
for  the  reasons  which  were  given  ?  I  say,  with- 
out fear  of  contradiction,  that  they  wouW  not. 
If  my  premises  are  true,  and  the  inferencfe-tin- 
disputed,  since  the  Government  has  been  grossly 
deceived  and  drawn  into  this  war,  for  reasons  and 
causes  which  did  not  then  exist,  most  assuredly 
it  becomes  our  duty  as  well  as  interest  to  re- 
lieve the  country  from  its  pressure  as  soon  as 


In  addition  to  all  this,  it  is  a  singular  fact  in 
the  history  and  progress  of  this  war,  that  in 
five  days  after  its  declaration,  (viz.  on  the  23d  of 
June,  1812,)  and  as  soon  as  the  aforesaid  decree 
of  the  French  Emperer  was  made  known  to 
the  British  Ministry  by  Mr.  Russell,  an  Order 
in  Council  was  issued,  repeahng  the  formeifob- 
noxious  orders,  which  had  been  ostensively  the 
most  prominent  cause  of  the  war ;  and  yet  the 
President  has  never  issued  his  proclamation  an- 
nouncing that  fact,  as  by  the  terms  of  the  law 
of  March  2d,  1811,  he  was  expressly  bound  to 
do.  On  this  failure  of  the  President  to  do  what 
the  law  enjoined  on  him  to  perform,  as  well  as 
having  issued  his  proclamation  of  November, 
1810,  without  possessing  the  facts  required  by 
the  law  to  support  him,  I  make  no  comment. 
The  account  is  still  unsettled  between  him  and 
this  injured  country. 

The  Orders  in  Council  having  thus  been  re- 
voked, the  continuance  of  the  war  seems  to  rest 
upon  the  impressment  of  our  seamen  alone. 
Give  me  leave  then  to  inquire  into  the  grounds 
of  this  practice,  as  claimed  by  Great  Britain. 
Is  it  not  bottomed  on  the  ancient  doctrine  of  per- 
petual allegiance — or  in  other  words,  that  the  na- 
tive-born subject  can  never  so  expatriate,  as  that 
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the  mother  country  may  not  claim  his  service 
in  time  of  war  ?    Is  this  a  novel  doctrine,  either 
as  to  time,  or  the  nation  who  now  attempts  to 
enforce  it  ?    I  venture  to  say  that  Great  Britain 
has  practised  upon  this  principle  ever  since  she 
has  been  a  nation ;  and  it  is  farther  manifest 
that  France,  and  all  the  maritime  powers  of 
Europe,  have  maintained  the  same  doctrine. 
Nay,  sir,  we  maintain  the  same  doctrine  in  our 
own  country ;  in  proof  of  which,  witness  the 
President's  proclamation  at  the  commencement 
of  this  war ;  and  notice  also  the  recent  case  of 
Clark  the  spy,  who  was  oondenmed  to  suffer 
death  by  a  court  martial,  and  was  pardoned  by 
the  President  on  the  ground  of  his  owing  al- 
legiance to  the  United  States,  although  residing 
in  an  enemy's  territory,  and  having  been  natu- 
ralized  or  sworn  allegiance  to  the  King  of 
Great  Britain.     Hence  it  would  seem,  that  the 
principle  set  up  was  not  novel  nor  singular. 
Biit  what  is  the  principle  in  contest  between 
the  two  Governments?     Great  Britain  claims 
the  right  to  visit  neutral  merchant  ships  on  the 
high  seas ;  and  if  she  finds  any  of  her  natural- 
born  subjects,  to  take  them  into  her  service. 
The  Government  of  the  United  States  denies  to 
her  this  right,  and   asserts,  that  a  foreigner 
naturalized  in  this  country,  is  absolved  from 
all  allegiance  to  the  parent  State.    The  practice 
of  Great  Britain  under  her  piinciple,  has  un- 
doubtedly subjected  some  of  our  native  citizens 
to  capture  and  involuntary  service,  from  causes 
which  I  need  not  here  repeat.    In  all  such  cases, 
I  take  it  to  be  admitted  on  all  hands,  that  she 
sets  up  no  claim,  and  therefore  every  abuse  of 
this  sort  is  capable  of  remedy.     But  on  this 
head  I  have  no  hesitation  in  expressing  my  un- 
qualified belief,  founded  on  documents  which 
have  been  laid  on  our  tables,  that  the  list  of 
such  impressed  seamen  is  greatly  exaggerated. 
Out  of  the  number  six  thousand  two  hundred 
and  fifty-seven  of  American  citizens  said  to 
have  been  impressed,  and  forming  a  standing 
head  piece  to  the  list  of  our  grievances,  I  very 
much  question  if  five  hundred  native  Americans 
can  be  found  among  them  all.    The  documents 
lately  furnished  by  the  Secretary  of  State,  if 
carefully  examined,  will  serve  very  much  to 
substantiate  this  fact.    Many  names  are  there 
returned  who  have  only  forwarded  their  claims 
to  our  Consul  at  London,  and  who,  very  prob- 
ably,  never    set    foot    on  American    ground. 
Others  again  are  continued  on  the  list  who 
have  been  discharged  years  ago,  and  others  who 
have  voluntarily  engaged  in  her  service. 

The  question  then  at  issue,  I  take  to  be  this 
— Shall  the  war  with  Great  Britian  be  con- 
tinued to  oblige  her  to  relinquish  the  practice 
of  taking  from  our  merchantmen  her  native 
British  sailors?  If  we  could  obtain  the  princi- 
ple by  continuing  the  war,  I  think  it  can  be 
demonstrated,  that  it  would  be  Injurious  to  the 
American  seamen  to  have  it  so  estabhshed,  in- 
asmuch as  it  would,  by  increasing  the  number 
of  our  seamen,  necessarily  diminish  their  wages. 
But,  circumstanced  as  Great  Britain  is,  contend- 


ing for  her  existence  against  the  most  formid- 
able power  on  earth,  and  resting  her  last  hopes 
upon  her  navy,  I  presume  she  will  never  relin- 
quish the  principle. 

The  inquiry  has  been  made,  with  some  solici- 
tude, what  will  you  do  with  naturalised  for- 
eigners f  I  answer,  treat  them  hospitably,  and 
extend  the  arm  of  protection  and  all  the  bless- 
ings of  government  to  them  while  they  con- 
tinue within  your  territorial  jurisdiction ;  but  if 
they  leave  your  territory,  and  choose  to  go 
upon  the  great  highway  of  nations,  the  risk  and 
the  choice  are  their  own,  as  will  be  the  peril. 
Put  the  case  fairly  to  the  yeomanry  of  our 
country,  and  let  them  understand  the  subject, 
that  this  war  is  to  be  carried  on  for  the  purpose 
of  protecting  foreigners  while  sailing  on  the 
high  seas,  and  I  very  much  incline  to  the 
opinion,  that  they  would  dismiss  the  authors 
of  this  war  from  further  service,  or  oblige  them 
soon  to  bring  it  to  a  close.  Sir,  I  will  not  con- 
sent to  waste  one  drop  of  pure  American  blood, 
nor  to  expend  a  single  dollar,  to  protect,  on  the 
high  seas,  all  the  vagabonds  of  Europe.  Valu- 
able as  may  have  been  the  acquisition  in  ob- 
taining many  great  and  good  men  as  emigrants 
from  Europe,  still  I  must  maintain  the  opinion, 
that  all  the  blessings  of  liberty  and  domestic 
government,  which  are  secured  to  the«n  in  com- 
mon with  our  native  citizens,  ought  to  be  an 
ample  compensation.  I  know  it  is  no  easy 
matter  to  draw  the  precise  line  where  protec- 
tion shall  cease ;  but  in  a  question  of  such  mo- 
ment as  peace  or  war,  the  prosperity  and  hap- 
piness, perhaps  the  misery  and  ruin  of  our  coun- 
try, I  cannot  hesitate  as  to  the  course  proper 
to  be  pursued. 

With  respect  to  protections,  they  have  be- 
come so  much  a  matter  of  bargain  and  sale, 
that  having  been  counterfeited  and  sold  in  al- 
most every  port  in  Great  Britain,  as  well  as  in 
America,  they  have  long  since  ceased  to  answer 
any  valuable  purpose.  It  has  been  a  fact  long 
since  well  established,  that  a  foreigner,  who 
could  scarcely  speak  our  language,  could  pro- 
cure a  protection  in  Great  Britain  purporting  to 
be  evidence  of  his  American  citizenship.  This 
then  may  account  for  the  light  and  contemptu- 
ous treatment  given  to  this  species  of  evidence 
by  the  officers  of  the  British  navy. 


EEroAT,  January  8. 
Mounted  Rangers. 
Mr.  Jenninqs  said  that  it  must  be  recollected 
by  the  House,  that  the  act  which  was  passed  at 
the  last  session  of  Congress,  for  the  raising  cer- 
tain companies  of  rangers  for  the  protection  of 
the  frontiers,  had  expired.  Those  rangers  were 
raised  under  the  apprehension  of  attacks  from 
the  savages ;  and  these  apprehensions  have  un- 
fortunately been  realized  far  beyond  the  general 
anticipation.  When  those  companies  were 
raised,  Mr.  Speaker,  we  expected  long  since  to 
have  taken  possession  of  the  British  Province 
Of  Upper  Canada,  thereby  to  have  intercepted 
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tte  connection  and  oommtiDication  between  the 
British  and  the  northwestern  Indians.  It  wiU 
therefore  readily  be  perceived,  that  in  conse- 
quence of  onr  disappointed  expectations  in  that 
quarter,  the  northwestern  frontier  wiU  be  more 
exposed  to  the  savage  knife  and  tomahawk,  at 
the  opening  of  the  approaching  spring,  than 
they  have  been  heretofore.  This  description  of 
force,  if  again  organized,  and  stationed  at 
suitable  points  without  the  frontier  settlements, 
will  render  it  more  efficient,  and  in  a  better 
situation  to  range  the  woods  and  prevent  the 
unapprised  attack  of  the  savage  upon  the  help- 
less women  and  children.  If  we  had  to  expect 
invasion  from  a  civilized  foe,  our  situation 
would  not  excite  so  much  terror,  hut  the  savage 
character  draws  no  distinction  between  the 
helpless  infant  and  the  prisoner  of  war.  Under 
such  circumstances,  no  calculation  of  expendi- 
ture ought  to  have  any  weight  against  a  meas- 
ure calculated  to  affisrd  a  necessary  and  proper 
protection  to  such  an  important  and  extensive 
frontier  of  the  United  States.  The  secrecy  and 
facility  with  which  the  savages  can  assail  that 
frontier,  renders  it  improper  that  we  should 
depend  entirely  for  protection  upon  the  volun- 
teers and  militia  of  an  adjoining  State.  They 
carry  with  them  their  prejudices,  and  too  often 
forget  the  sacred  rights  of  private  property. 
This  fact  has  unfortunately  been  verified  by  a 
petition  which  I  presented  yesterday  from  the 
territory  which  I  represent.  But  I  cannot  be- 
lieve that  such  is  the  character  of  the  citizens 
of  Kentucky,  although  I  do  believe  that  the 
cause  of  that  plundering,  so  far  as  it  did  take 
place  in  the  western  part  of  the  territory  of 
Indiana,  by  a  portion  of  the  Kentucky  volun- 
teers, may  be  found  in  the  unhallowed  exer- 
tions of  local  political  purposes,  to  impress  on 
the  minds  of  at  least  some  of  those  volunteers, 
that  they  were  to  defend  British  agents,  British 
partisans,  and  persons  having  connection  with 
the  savages. 

I  shall  now  (said  Mr.  J.)  present  to  the 
House  the  following  resolutions  which  I  have 
prepared,  as  well  for  the  purpose  of  offering  a 
bounty  in  lands  to  those  who  would  volunteer 
their  services  as  rangers  for  the  protection  of 
the  northwestern  frontier,  as  for  the  purpose 
of  inquiring  into  the  expediency  of  paying  the 
militia  and  volunteers  who  have  already  ren- 
dered important  services  in  shielding  the  help- 
less from  savage  cruelty  : — 

"  Resolved,  That  the  Committee  on  Military  Affairs 
be,  and  they  are  hereby,  directed  to  inquire  into  the 
expediency  of  authorizing  the  President  of  the  United 
States  to  raise  at  least  twelve  companies  of  rangers, 
by  the  acceptance  of  volunteers  or  enlistment  for  one 
year,  to  be  mounted  or  otherwise,  as  the  service  may 
require. 

"  Resolved,  That  the  said  committee  inquire  into 
the  expediency  of  allowing  a  bounty  in  land  to 
those  who  shaU  tender  their  services  as  rangers,  and 
be  accepted  by  the  President  of  the  United  States. 

"  Resolved,  That  the  said  committee  inquire  like- 
wise into   the   expediency  of  making  provision  for 


compensating  the  militia  or  volunteers,  who  may 
have  been  called  out,  or  whose  services  may  have 
been  accepted  by  the  Executives  of  either  of  the 
territories  of  the  United  States." 

The  resolutions  were  ordered  to  lie  on  the 
table. 

Additional  Military  Force. 

The  House  again  resolved  itself  into  a  Com- 
mittee of  the  "Whole,  on  the  bill  from  the  Senate 
authorizing  the  raising  of  twenty  thousand  men, 
for  one  year,  if  in  the  opinion  of  the  President 
of  the  United  States  the  public  service  shall  re- 
quire it. 

Mr.  Wheaton  said:  Mr.  Speaker,  every  in- 
telligent man,  whose  age  has  given  him  an  op- 
portunity of  combining  experience  with  ob- 
servation, must  know  that  there  are  times 
when,  on  certain  questions  relating  to  the  great 
interests  of  the  nation,  the  sober  remonstrances 
of  truth  and  reason  are  of  little  or  no  avail 
against  the  misguided  impetuosity  of  public 
prejudice.  To  such  a  crisis,  if  we  have  not  al- 
ready arrived,  it  is  greatly  to  be  feared  that  we 
are  fast  approaching.  To  float  alon  g  th  e  current 
of  popular  opinion  requires  very  litde  exertion ; 
but  the  man  that  is  placed  in  a  situation  where 
the  public  safety  demands  that  he  should  stem 
the  torrent  and  buffet  the  storm,  cannot  but  re- 
flect, with  peculiar  sensibility,  on  the  very  un- 
equal task  he  has  to  perform.  The  bill,  now 
under  consideration,  has  opened  a  field  of  dis- 
cussion on  the  general  policy  of  the  war,  in 
which  its  advocates  and  opponents  seem  to 
have  given  full  range  to  their  imaginations ;  and 
the  arguments,  on  both  sides,  have  apparently 
been  attended  with  various  success.  There 
can,  however,  be  little  doubt  on  which  side  the 
victory  wiU  finally  be  declared.  It  is  well 
known  that  the  majority  are  determined,  and 
the  biR  wiU  pass.  1  had  therefore  resolved  to 
take  no  part  in  the  dispute,  but  to  content  my- 
self with  giving  a  simple  vote.  But,  reflecting 
that  I  am  called  upon  to  act  on  a  subject  by  me 
deemed  important,  not  only  for  myself,  but  for 
the  good  of  the  people  whom  I  have  the  honor 
to  represent,  who  wUl  be  equally  interested  in 
the  result,  I  have  felt  myself  impelled,  both  by 
duty  and  inclination,  to  state  some  of  the 
reasons  on  which  that  vote  will  be  grounded. 

The  bin  proposes  giving  authority  to  the 
President  of  the  United  States  to  raise  twenty 
thousand  regular  troops,  in  addition  to  vthe 
thirty-five  thousand  already  authorized  by  law. 
This  may  be  right  or  wrong,  proper  or  im- 
proper, according  to  times  and  circumstances, 
and  the  objects  which  the  measure  is  contem- 
plated to  effect.  Were  the  country  invaded  by 
a  foreign  foe,  and  a  foe  so  powerful  as  to  make 
this  additional  number  of  troops  necessary  for 
its  defence,  I  should  say  it  were  right  and 
proper  to  raise  them,  whatever  expense  it  might 
be  to  the  nation.  But  if,  as  the  advocates  of 
the  bill  profess,  these  men  are  to  be  enlisted, 
and,  togetlier  with  those  heretofore  authoiuzed, 
are  to  form  a  powerful  army  for  the  purpose  of 
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foreign  conquest,  I  have  no  hesitation  in  giving 
it,  as  my  opinion,  that  it  is  improper  and  wrong, 
or,  at  least,  as  the  President  has  told  ns  respect- 
ing the  French  decree  repealing  those  of  Berlin 
and  MOan,  that "  the  proceeding  is  rendered,  hy 
the  time  and  manner  of  it,  liable  to  many  oh- 
jections."  Objections,  it  is  apprehended,  may 
arise  from  want  of  powers  given  to  Congress  by 
the  constitution,  either  expressed  or  implied, 
to  do  this  thing,  with  its  professed  object  in 
view — that  is,  foreign  conquest.  And  if  these 
are  unavaihng,  common  reason  and  common 
sense  furnish  objections,  sufficiently  strong,  to 
the  expediency  of  our  undertaking  such  enter- 
prises. Objections,  for  want  of  sufficient  pow- 
ers given  by  the  constitution,  may  be  consid- 
ered as  novel ;  but,  if  sound,  they  should  never- 
theless prevail.  The  war  itself  is  novel,  this 
being  the  first  of  the  kind  that  ever  we  have 
undertaken  since  that  instrument  was  formed, 
or  since  we  became  an  independent  nation.  If 
the  constitution  gives  Congress  any  power  to 
carry  on  foreign  wars,  those  powers  must  be 
collected  from  expressions  it  contains,  or  from 
some  clear  and  necessary  implication  from 
something  that  is  therein  expressed.  It  wiU  be 
very  readily  admitted,  that  our  national  Gov- 
ernment is  a  Government  of  a  very  simple  con- 
struction, and  that  it  possesses  very  limited 
powers ;  being  established  by  compact,  not  by 
conquest,  it  has  not  all  the  powers  incident  to 
the  sovereignties  of  other  countries ;  not  pro- 
duced hy  conquest,  it  was  not  made  for  con- 
quest. "  The  enumeration  of  certain  rights  in 
the  constitution  shall  not  be  construed  to  deny 
or  disparage  others  retained  by  the  people;" 
and  the  powers  not  delegated  to  the  United 
States  by  the  constitution,  nor  prohibited  by  it 
to  the  States,  are  reserved  to  the  States,  re- 
spectively, or  to  the  people."  The  framers  of 
this  constitution  took  particular  care,  not  only 
to  define  the  powers  they  intended  to  give,  but 
the  objects  to  which  that  power  should  be  ap- 
plied, and  therefore,  but  for  those  defined  ob- 
jects. Congress  have  no  powers  at  all.  The 
objects  are  first  pointed  out  clearly  and  plainly, 
and  then  the  powers  necessary  to  their  attain- 
ment. The  people  of  this  country,  after  having 
effected  the  Revolution  and  established  their 
independence,  considering  their  great  trans- 
marine distance  from  the  nations  of  the  Old 
World,  and  all  their  jarring  and  rival  interests, 
flattered  themselves  with  the  expectation  of 
long  peace.  Unapprehensive  of  being  attacked 
at  home,  they  had  no  idea  of  making  war  for 
the  purpose  of  conquest  abroad.  "Peace  and 
friendship  with  all  nations,  entangling  alliances 
with  none,"  was  their  motto,  and  the  same  sen- 
timent has  been  sanctioned  by  a  man,  whom 
the  advocates  of  this  war  have  never  ceased  to 
admire.  An  aversion  to  standing  armies  was 
among  the  causes  that  induced  the  Declaration 
of  Independence ;  without  standing  armies,  it 
was  then  believed,  and  we  now  know  full  well, 
foreign  wars  cannot  be  carried  on.  Foreign 
wars  did  not,  therefore,  come  within  the  scope 


of  that  policy  that  dictated  the  constitution.    I 
am  not  insensible,  that,  by  the  constitution,  a 
power  is  given  to  Congress  to  declare  war,  (not 
to  make  it,^  but  their  power  is  not  to  be  exer- 
cised but  in  the  spirit  of  that  instrument,  and 
for  the  attainment  of  some  or  all  of  the  objects 
for  which  it  was  framed.     And  what  are  those 
objects  ?    Why,  and  for  what  was  the  constitu- 
tion made  ?    Its  authors  have  told  us.     It  was 
for   "the   forming  of  a  more  perfect  union, 
establishing   justice,   insuring   domestic    tran- 
quillity, providing  for  the    common  defence, 
promoting  the  general  welfare,  and  securing  the 
blessings  of  liberty  to  ourselves  and  our  pos- 
terity," and  all  these  benefits  for  the  people 
that  then  did,  or  who  thereafter  should,  belong 
to,  or  reside  in  the  territory  then  embraced  by 
the  United  States,  and  none  other.     The  con- 
stitution was  not  made  for  any  other,  nor  can 
it  ^ve  jurisdiction  over  any  other.     If  all  or 
any  of  these  objects  are  endangered,  and  it  can 
be  made  to  appear  that  raising  the  additional 
army  proposed  by  this  bill  be  necessary  to  the 
preservation  and  security  of  them,  and  can 
afford  a  rational  prospect  of  producing  such  an 
efiect,  then  my  objections  to  the  measure,  so 
far  as  they  arise  from  the  apprehension  of  the 
want  of  constitutional  authority,  wiU  be  ob- 
viated.   But  here,  permit  me  to  ask,  whether 
adding  twenty  thousand  new  troops  to  our 
present  regular  army,  will  be  likely  to  have  the 
efiect  of  forming  a  more  perfect  union  among 
the  people  of  these  States,  or  whether  the  little 
progress  already  made  in  the  war  has  not  pro- 
duced fearful  apprehensions  of  a  sad  reverse  ? 
If  justice  be  not  already  established  in  our 
country,  can  there  be  any  probability  that  a 
more  formidable  army  wiU  efiect  an  object  so 
desirable  ?    No ;  for  it  is  a  well-known  maxim, 
as  true  now  as  in  those  ancient  times  when  it 
was  written,  that "  Inter  arma  leges  silent."    So 
romantic  an  idea,  as  being  able  to  establish 
justice  through  the  world,  could  not  have  en- 
tered the  heads  of  those  that  framed  the  con- 
stitution.    Much  has  been  said  respecting  the 
laws  of  nations ;  but  they  are  now  nowhere  to 
be  found,  but  in  those  books  that  treat  on  that 
subject ;  they  were  formed  by  the  nations  of  the 
civilized  world,  and  evidenced  by  the  treaties, 
compacts,  and   agreements,  entered  into    by 
them;   but  the   Governments   of   Europe,   in 
their  struggle  for  power  and  dominion,  seem  to 
have  disregarded  or  broken  them  down ;  and 
they  being  the  majority  in  number,, and  superior 
in  strength,  it  is  not  at  present  in  our  power  to 
build  up  and  enforce  them.     The  unavoidable 
state  of  the  world  must  be  submitted  to,  until 
human  nature  shall,  by  its  Great  Author,  be 
corrected.    Nor  can  we,  from  what  we  have 
experienced,   promise  ourselves,  from  foreign 
war,  an  increase  of  tranquillity  at  home.     But 
we  are  authorized,  and  are  bound  to  provide  for 
our  common  defence,  and  to  raise  armies,  as 
well  of  regulars  as  militia,  for  that  p.urpose, 
whenever  the  unfortunate    situation    of   our 
country  may  render  such  a  measure  necessary ; 
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and  our  raising  of  a  regular  army  could  never 
have  been  contemplated  by  tbe  framers  of  the 
conBtitution  for  any  other  purpose,  and  there- 
fore give  no  authority  so  to  do,  and,  as  if  con- 
scious that  this  were  the  case,  the  committee 
that  penned  the  aCt  passed  by  Congress  in  June 
last,  declaring  war,  made  use  of  a  form  alto- 
gether unusual  in  other  countries  on  similar 
occasions.  The  act  declares  that  "war  exists 
between  the  United  Kingdoms  of  Great  Britain 
and  Ireland,  and  the  United  States ;"  going  upon 
the  idea,  that  hostilities  had  then  been  actually 
commenced  against  us  by  that  Government, 
and  our  country  invaded  by  a  British  armed 
force.  Such  a  doctrine  would  have  been  very 
proper,  and  it  might  have  been  proper  to  raise 
armies  in  pursuance  of  it,- had  it  been  true. 
But  such  was  not  the  fact.  No  hostile  invasion 
of  the  country,  by  the  British  Government, 
had  then  been  made,  attempted  or  threatened. 
But  some  may  say,  and  do  say,  that,  if  it  were 
not  a  point  then,  it  is  now,  and  ttat,  therefore, 
if  we  had  no  right  to  raise  regular  armies  then, 
it  being  a  time  of  peace,  we  may  feel  our-jlves 
fully  authorized  now,  since  war  has  been  de- 
clared, to  raise  new  ones,  or  make  additions  to 
the  old.  This,  indeed,  would  be  contrary  to  a 
principle  universally  received  and  adopted,  that 
no  one  should  be  permitted  to  take  the  advan- 
tage of  his  own  wrong. 

I  know  it  is  a  doctrine,  that  the  ruling  party 
in  this  country,  both  in  and  out  of  this  House, 
are  every  day  zealously  endeavoring  to  incul- 
cate, that  even  admitting  the  war  to  have  been 
wrong,  at  its  commencement,  it  has  now  be- 
come the  constitutional  duty  of  its  original  op- 
ponents to  afford  every  aid  and  encouragement 
to  its  prosecution.  But  this  is  a  doctrine  that  I 
think  no  one  can  yield  his  assent  to,  till  he  is 
made  to  believe  that  two  lines,  constantly 
diverging,  may  finally  meet  in  the  same  point. 
If  our  country  has  been  in  any  degree  invaded, 
and  such  invasion  be  in  consequence  of  our 
having -first  invaded  the  territories  of  the  in- 
vaders, it  is  proper  for  us,  by  withdrawing  the 
cause,  to  put  an  end  to  the  effect.  The  last,  and 
not  the  least  object  of  the  powers  given  by  the 
constitution,  is  "to  secure  the  blessings  of 
liberty  to  ourselves  and  our  posterity."  Many 
arguments  cannot  be  necessary  to  show  the  ten- 
dency of  foreign  wars  to  destroy  liberty.  I 
beUeve  history  does  not  furnish  an  instance  of 
any  people  long  free,  after  engaging  in  the  mad 
projects  of  foreign  conquest.  While  Rome  was^ 
content  with  her  ancient  boundaries,  her  in- 
habitants were  blessed  with  freedom ;  but, 
afterwards,  jealousies,  tumults,  insurrections, 
and  seditions,  and  those  two  great  plagues  and 
scourges  of  raankind-^anarchy  and  tyranny — 
following  in  the  train,  destroyed  every  vestige 
of  liberty  among  that  people.  Is  there  any 
liberty  left  among  the  people  of  France,  or  of 
those  countries  that  France  has  conquered? 
Fortunate  for  them,  if  they  are  less  enhghtened 
than  we  are ;  for,  in  such  case,  though  slaves, 
they  may  not   be  quite   so   miserable   ones. 


"  The  very  age  and  body  of  our  constitution, 
its  form  and  pressure,"  indicative  of  the  genius 
and  temper  of  the  people  that  adopted  it,  are  all 
opposed  to  the  prosecution  of  wars  for  con- 
quest. Such  enterprises  must  not  be  under- 
taken, or  the  constitution  must  be  destroyed. 
Gentlemen  seem  already  inclined  to  attribute 
the  disgrace  and  defeats  that  have  hitherto 
marked  our  progress  in  this  war,  rather  to  the 
form  and  constitution  of  our  Government,  than 
to  the  weakn^  and  folly  of  its  Administration. 
The  French  Emperor  has  been  extolled,  and  his 
mode  of  conducting  wars  has  been  more  than 
intimated  as  being  worth  our  imitation.  If,  in 
making  foreign  conquests,  we  would  have  his 
success,  we  must  make  use  of  his  means,  and 
then  we  may  bid  adieu  to  our  former  happy  in- 
stitutions, our  laws,  and  our  liberty.  On  this 
ground,  therefore,  I  am  opposed  to  the  pro- 
gress of  this  war.  But  if  I  had  not  a  scruple 
left,  as  to  the  authority  given  to  Congress  by 
the  constitution  to  make  this  war  for  conquest, 
(and  perhaps  I  ought  not  to  have,)  my  sense  of 
its  inexpediency,  while  I  shall  have  any  regard 
for  the  welfare  and  prosperity  of  my  country, 
wUl  forever  forbid  my  giving  it  the  smallest  aid. 

Mr.  H.  Clay  (Speaker)  said  he  was  gratified 
yesterday  by  the  recommitment  of  this  bill  to  a 
Committee  of  the  whole  House,  from  two  con- 
siderations :  one,  since  it  afforded  to  him  a 
slight  relaxation  from  a  most  fatiguing  situa- 
tion ;  and  the  other,  because  it  furnished  him  with 
an  opportunity  of  presenting  to  the  committee 
his  sentiments  upon  the  important  topics  which 
had  been  mingled  in  the  debate.  He  regretted, 
however,  the  necessity  under  which  the  Chair- 
man had  been  placed  of  putting  the  question,* 
precluded  him  from  an  opportunity  he  had 
wished  to  have  enjoyed  of  rendering  more  ac- 
ceptable to  the  committee  any  thing  he  might 
have  to  offer  on  the  interesting  points  it  was  his 
duty  to  touch.  Unprepared,  however,  as  he 
was  to  speak  on  this  day,  of  which  he  was  more 
sensible  from  the  iU  state  of  his  health,  he  would 
soUcit  the  attention  of  the  committee  for  a  few 
moments. 

I  was  a  little  astonished,  I  confess,  said  Mr.  C, 
when  I  found  this  bill  permitted  to  pass  silently 
through  the  Committee  of  the  Whole,  and  that, 
not  until  the  moment  when  the  question  was 
about  to  be  put  for  its  third  reading,  was  it 
selected  as  that  subject  on  which  gentlemen  in 
the  opposition  chose  to  lay  before  the  House 
their  views  of  the  interesting  attitude  in  which 
the  nation  stands.  It  did  appear  to  me  that 
the  loan  bill,  which  wiU  soon  come  before  us, 
would  have  afforded  a  much  more  proper  occa- 
sion, it  being  more  essential,  as  providing  the 
ways  and  means  for  the  prosecution  of  the  war. 
But  the  gentlemen  Iwd  the  right  of  selection, 
and  having  exercised  it,  no  matter  how  improp- 
erly, I  am  gratified,  whatever  I  may  think  of 


*  The  Chairman  had  risen  to  put  the  question,  which 
would  have  cut  Mr.  C.  oif  from  the  chance  of  speaking,  by 
Tetoinlng  the  bill  to  the  House. 
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the  character  of  some  part  of  the  debate,  at 
the  latitude  in  which  for  once  they  have  in- 
dulged. I  claim  only,  in  return,  of  gentlemen 
on  the  other  side  of  the  House,  and  of  the  com- 
mittee, a  like  indulgence  in  expressing,  with 
the  same  unrestrained  freedom,  my  sentiments. 
Perhaps  in  the  course  of  the  remarks  which  I 
may  feel  myself  called  upon  to  make,  said  he, 
gentlemen  may  apprehend  that  they  assume  too 
harsh  an  aspect ;  I  have  only  now  to  say  that 
I  shall  speak  of  parties,  measures,  and  things, 
as  they  strike  my  moral  sense,  protesting  against 
the  imputation  of  any  intention  on  my  part  to 
wound  the  feelings  of  any  gentleman. 

Considering  the  situation  in  which  this  coun- 
try is  now  placed,  in  a  state  of  actual  war  with 
one  of  the  most  powerful  nations  on  the  earth, 
it  may  not  be  useless  to  take  a  view  of  the 
past,  of  various  parties  which  have  at  diflferent 
times  appeared  in  this  country,  and  to  attend 
to  the  manner  by  which  we  have  been  driven 
from  a  peaceful  posture.  Such  an  inquiry  may 
assist  in  guiding  us  to  that  result — an  honorable 
peace — which  must  be  the  sincere  desire  of 
every  friend  to  America.  The  course  of  that 
opposition,  by  which  the  administration  of  the 
Government  had  been  unremittingly  impeded 
for  the  last  twelve  years,  was  singular,  and,  I 
believe,  unexampled  in  the  history  of  any  coun- 
try. It  has  been  ahke  the  duty  and  the  interest 
of  the  Administration  to  preserve  peace.  Their 
duty,  because  it  is  necessary  to  the  growth  of  an 
infant  people,  their  genius  and  their  habits.  Their 
interest,  because  a  change  of  the  condition  of  the 
nation  brings  along  with  it  a  danger  of  the  loss 
of  the  affections  of  the  people.  The  Adminis- 
tration has  not  been  forgetful  of  these  solemn 
obligations.  No  art  has  been  left  unessayed ; 
no  experiment,  promising  a  favorable  result,  left 
untried  to  maintain  the  peaceful  relations  of  the 
country.  When,  some  six  or  seven  years  ago, 
the  affairs  of  the  nation  assumed  a  threatening 
aspect,  a  partial  non-importation  was  adopted. 
As  they  grew  more  alarming,  an  embargo  was 
imposed.  It  would  have  attained  its  purpose, 
but  it  was  sacrificed  upon  the  altar  of  concilia- 
tion. Vain  and  fruitless  attempt  to  propitiate  ! 
Then  came  a  law  of  non-intercourse,  and  a  gen- 
eral non-importation  followed  in  the  train.  In 
the  mean  time,  any  indications  of  a  return  to  the 
public  law  and  the  path  of  justice,  on  the  part 
of  either  belligerent,  are  seized  with  avidity  by 
the  Administration — ^the  arrangement  with  Mr. 
Erskineis  concluded.  It  is  first  applauded,  and 
then  censured  by  the  opposition.  No  matter 
with  what  sincerity  the  Administration  culti- 
vates peace,  the  opposition  will  insist  that  it 
alone  is  culpable  for  any  breach  between  the 
two  countries.  Because  the  President  thought 
proper,  in  accepting  the  proffered  reparation 
for  the  attack  on  a  national  vessel,  to  intimate 
that  it  would  have  better  comported  with  the 
'  justice  of  the  King  (and  who  does  not  think 
so?)  to  punish  the  offending  officer,  the  oppo- 
sition, entering  into  the  royal  feelings,  sees  in 
that  imaginary  insult  abundant  cause  for  rejeet- 
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ing  Mr.  Erskine's  arrangement.  On  another 
occasion,  you  cannot  have  forgotten  the  hyper- 
critical ingenuity  which  they  displayed  to  divest 
Mr.  Jackson's  correspondence  of  a  premeditated 
insult  to  this  country.  If  gentlemen  would 
only  reserve  for  their  own  Government  half  the 
sensibility  which  is  indulged  for  that  of  Great 
Britain,  they  would  find  much  less  to  condemn. 
Piestriction  after  restriction  has  been  tried ; 
negotiation  has  been  resorted  to,  until  longer 
to  have  negotiated  would  have  been  disgraceful. 
Whilst  these  peaceful  experiments  are  under- 
going a  trial,  what  is  the  condtct  of  the  oppo- 
sition? They  ard  the  champions  of  war ;  the 
proud,  the  spirited,  the  sole  repository  of  the 
nation's  honor;  the  exclusive  men  of  vigor  and 
energy.  The  Administration,  on  the  contrary, 
is  weak,  feeble,  and  pusillanimous — "  incapable 
of  being  kicked  into  a  war."  The  maxim,  "  not 
a  cent  for  tribute,  millions  for  defence,"  is  loud- 
ly proclaimed.  Is  the  Administration  for  nego- 
tiation ?  The  opposition  is  tired,  sick,  disgusted 
with  negotiation.  They  want  to  draw  the 
sword  and  avenge  the  nation's  wrongs.  When, 
at  length,  foreign  nations,  perhaps,  emboldened 
by  the  very  opposition  here  made,  refused  to 
listen  to  the  amicable  appeals  made,  and  repeat- 
ed and  reiterated  by  the  Administration,  to 
their  justice  and  to  their  interests;  when,  in 
fact,  war  with  one  of  them  became  identified 
with  our  independence  and  our  sovereignty, 
and  it  was  no  longer  possible  to  abstain  from  it, 
behold  the  opposition  become  the  friends  of  peace 
and  of  commerce.  They  tell  yon  of  the  calami-  • 
ties  of  war;  its  tragical  events;  the  squander- 
ing away  of  your  resources ;  the  waste  of 
the  public  treasure,  and  the  spilling  of  innocent 
blood.  They  tell  you  that  honor  is  an  illusion ! 
Now  we  see  them  exhibiting  the  terrific  forms 
of  the  roaring  king  of  the  forest.  Now  tlie 
meekness  and  humility  of  the  lamb !  They  are 
for  war,  and  no  restrictions,  when  the  Admin- 
istration is  for  peace ;  they  are  for  peace  and 
restrictions,  when  the  Administration  is  for 
war.  You  find  them,  sir,  tacking  with  every  gale, 
displaying  the  colors  of  every  party,  and  of  all 
nations,  steady  only  in  one  unalterable  purpose : 
to  steer,  if  possible,  into  the  haven  of  power. 

During  all  this  time  tlie  parasites  of  opposi- 
tion do  not  fail  by  cunning  sarcasm  or  sly  inu- 
endo  to  throw  out  the  idea  of  French  influence, 
which  is  known  to  be  false ;  which  ought  to 
be  met  in  one  manner  only,  and  that  is,  by  the 
lie  direct.  The  Administration  of  this  country 
devoted  to  foreign  influence !  The  Administra- 
tion of  this  country  subservient  to  France  ! 
Great  God !  how  is  it  so  influenced  ?  By  what 
ligament,  on  what  basis,  on  what  possible  foun- 
dation, does  it  rest?  Is  it  on  similarity  of 
language?  No!  we  speak  different  tongues; 
we  speak  the  English  language.  On  the  resem- 
blance of  our  laws !  No  !  the  sources  of  our 
jui'isprudence  spring  from  another  and  a  differ- 
ent country.  On  commercial  intercourse  ?  No ! 
we  have  comparatively  none  with  France.  Is 
it  from  the  correspondence  in  the  genius  of  the 
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two  governments?  No!  here  alone  is  the 
liberty  of  man  secure  from  the  inexorable  des- 
potism which  everywhere  eke  tramples  it  under 
foot.  Where,  then,  is  the  ground  of  such  an 
influence?  But,  sir,  I  am  insulting  you  by 
arguing  on  such  a  subject.  Yet,  preposterous 
and  ridiculous  as  the  insinuation  is,  it  is  propagat- 
ed with  so  much  industry,  that  there  are  persons 
found  foolish  and  credulous  enough  to  befieve  it. 
You  will,  no  doubt,  think  it  incredible  (but  I 
have  nevertheless  been  told  the  fact)  that  an 
honorable  member  of  this  House,  now  in  my 
eye,  recently  lost  his  election  by  the  circulation 
of  a  story  in  his  district,  that  he  was  the  first 
cousin  of  the  Emperor  Napoleon.  The  proof 
of  the  charge  was  rested  on  a  statement  of  facts 
which  was  undoubtedly  true.  The  gentleman 
in  question  it  was  alleged  had  married  a  con- 
nection of  the  lady  of  the  President  of  the 
United  States,  who  was  the  intimate  friend  of 
Thomas  Jefferson,  late  "President  of  the  United 
States,  who  some  years  ago  was  in  the  habit  of 
wearing  red  French  breeches.  Now,  taking 
these  premises  as  established,  you,  Mr.  Chair- 
man, are  too  good  a  logician  not  to  see  that  the 
conclusion  necessarily  followed  I 

Throughout  the  period  he  had  been  speaking 
of,  the  opposition  had  been  distinguished, 
amidst  all  its  veerings  and  changes,  by  another 
inflexible  feature — ^the  application  of  every  vile 
epithet,  which  our  rich  language  affords,  to 
Bonaparte.  He  has  been  compared  to  every 
hideous  monster  and  beast,  from  that  of  the 
Revelations  to  the  most  insignificant  quadruped. 
He  has  been  called  the  scourge  of  mankind, 
the  destroyer  of  Europe,  the  great  robber,  the 
infidel,  and — Heaven  knows  by  what  other 
names.  Eeally,  gentlemen  remind  me  of  an 
obscure  lady  in  a  city,  not  very  far  ofij  vrho 
also  took  it  into  her  head,  in  conversation  with 
an  accomplished  French  gentleman,  to  talk  of  the 
aflairs  of  Europe.  She,  too,  spoke  of  the  de- 
struction of  the  balance  of  power,  stormed  and 
raged  about  the  insatiable  ambition  of  the  Em- 
peror; called  him  the  curse  of  mankind — ^the 
destroyer  of  Europe.  The  Frenchman  listened 
to  her  with  perfect  patience,  and  when  she  had 
ceased,  said  to  her,  with  ineffable  pohteness: 
"  Madam,  it  would  give  my  master,  the  Empe- 
ror, infinite  pain,  if  he  knew  how  hardly  you 
thought  of  him." 

Sir,  gentlemen  appear  to  me  to  forget  that 
they  stand  on  American  soil ;  that  they  are  not 
in  the  British  House  of  Commons,  but  in  the 
Chamber  of  the  House  of  Representatives  of  the 
United  States;  that  we  have  nothing  to  do  with 
the  aflFairs  of  Europe — the  partition  of  territory 
and  sovereignty  there— except  in  so  far  as  these 
things  affect  the  interests  of  our  own  country. 
Gentlemen  transform  themselves  into  the 
Burkes,  Chathams,  and  Pitts,  of  another  conn- 
try,  and  forgetting,  from  honest  zeal,  the  inter- 
ests of  America,  engage,  with  European  sensibili- 
ty, in  the  discussion  of  European  interests.  If 
gentlemen  ask  me,  if  I  do  not  view  with  regret 
and  sorrow  the    concentration  of   such  vast. 


power  in  the  hands  of  Bonaparte,  I  reply 
that  I  do.  I  regret  to  see  the  Emperor  of 
China  holding  such  immense  sway  over  tho 
fortunes  of  millions  of  our  species.  I  regret  to 
see  Great  Britain  possessing  so  uncontrolled  a 
command  over  all  the  waters  of  our  globe. 
And  if  I  had  the  ability  to  distribute  among 
the  nations  of  Europe  their  several  portions  of 
power  and  of  sovereignty,  I  would  say  that 
Holland  should  be  resuscitated,  and  given  the 
weight  she  enjoyed  in  the  days  of  her  De  Witts. 
I  would  confin?  France  within  her  natural  boun- 
daries— the  Alps,  the  Pyrennees,  and  the  Rhine 
— and  make  her  a  secondary  naval  power  only. 
I  would  abridge  the  British  maritime  power, 
raise  Prussia  and  Austria  to  first-rate  powers, 
and  preserve  the  integiity  of  the  Empire  of 
Russia.  But  these  are  speculations.  I  look  at 
the  political  transactions  of  Europe,  with  the 
single  exception  of  their  possible,  bearing  upon 
us,  as  I  do  at  the  history  of  other  countries  or 
other  times.  I  do  not  survey  them  with  half 
the  interest  that  I  do  the  movements  in  South 
America.  Our  political  relation  is  much  less 
important  than  it  is  supposed  to  be.  I  have 
no  fears  of  French  or  English  subjugation.  If 
we  are  united,  we  are  too  powerful  for  the 
mightiest  nation  in  Europe,  or  all  Europe  com- 
bined. If  we  are  separated,  and  torn  asunder, 
we  shall  become  an  easy  prey  to  the  weakest  of 
them.  In  the  latter  dreadful  contingency,  our 
country  will  not  be  worth  preserving. 

In  one  respect  there  is  a  remarkable  differ- 
ence between  Administration  and  the  Opposi- 
tion— it  is  in  a  sacred  regard  for  personal  liberty. 
When  out  of  power,  my  political  friends  con- 
demned the  surrender  of  Jonathan  Eobbins; 
they  opposed  the  violation  of  the  freedom  of 
the  press,  in  the  sedition  law ;  they  opposed 
the  more  insidious  attack  upon  the  free- 
dom of  the  person,  under  the  imposing  garb  of 
an  alien  law.  The  party  now  in  opposition, 
then  in  power,  advocated  the  sacrifice  of  the 
unhappy  Bobbins,  and  passed  those  two  laws. 
True  to  our  principles,  we  are  now  struggling 
for  the  liberty  of  our  seamen  against  foreign 
oppression.  True  to  theirs,  they  oppose  the 
war  for  this  object.  They  have  indeed  lately 
affected  tender  solicitude  for  the  liberties  of  the 
people,  and  talk  of  the  danger  of  standing  armies, 
and  the  burden  of  taxes.  But  it  is  evident  to 
you,  Mr.  Chairman,  that  they  speak  in  a  foreign 
idiom.  Their  brogue  betrays  that  it  is  not 
their  vernacular  tongue.  What!  the  opposition, 
who  in  1798  and  1799,  could  raise  an  useless 
army  to  fight  an  enemy  three  thousand  miles 
distant  from  us,  alarmed  at  the  existence  of  one 
raised  for  a  known  specified  object — ^the  attack 
of  the  adjoining  provinces  of  the  enemy  ?  The 
gentleman  from  Massachusetts,  who  assisted  by 
his  vote  to  raise  the  army  of  twenty-five  thou- 
sand, alarmed  at  the  danger  of  our  liberties 
from  this  very  army ! 

I  mean  to  speak  of  another  subject,  which  I 
never  think  of  but  with  the  most  awful  consid- 
erations.   The  gentleman  from  Massachusetts, 
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in  imitation  of  his  predecessors  of  1799,  has  en- 
tertained us  with  Cabinet  plots,  Presidential 
plots,  which  are  conjured  up  in  the  gentleman's 
own  perturbed  imagination.  I  wish,  sir,  that 
another  plot  of  a  much  more  serious  kind — a 
plot  that  aims  at  the  dismemberment  of  onr 
Union — had  only  the  same  imaginary  existence. 
But  no  man,  who  had  paid  any  attention  to 
the  tone  of  certain  prints,  and  to  transactions 
in  a  particular  quarter  of  the  Union  for  several 
years  past,  can  doubt  the  existence  of  such  a 
plot.  It  was  far,  very  far  from  my  intention  to 
charge  the  opposition  with  such  a  design.  No, 
he  believed  them  generally  incapable  of  it.  He 
could  not  say  as  much  for  some  who  were  nn- 
worthily  associated  with  them  in  that  quarter  of 
the  Union  to  which  he  referred.  The  gentle- 
man cannot  have  forgotten  his  own  sentiment, 
uttered  even  on  the  floor  of  this  House,  "  peace- 
ably if  we  can,  forcibly  if  we  must ;"  in  and 
about  the  same  time  Henry's  mission  to  Boston 
was  undertaken.  The  flagitiousness  of  that 
embassy  had-been  attempted  to  be  concealed  by 
directing  the  public  attention  to  the  price  which 
the  gentleman  says  was  given  for  the  disclosure. 
As  if  any  price  could  change  the  atrocionsness 
of  the  attempt  on  the  part  of  Great  Britain,  or 
could  extenuate  in  the  slightest  degree  the 
offence  of  those  citizens  who  entertained  and 
deliberated  upon  the  infamous  proposition! 
There  was  a  most  remarkable  coincidence  be- 
tween some  of  the  things  which  that  man  states, 
and  certain  events  in  the  quarter  alluded  to. 
In  the  contingency  of  war  with  Great  Britain, 
it  will  be  recollected  that  the  neutrality  and 
eventual  separation  of  that  section  of  the  Union 
was  to  be  brought  about.  How,  sir,  has  it  hap- 
pened, since  the  declaration  of  war,  that  British 
officers  in  Canada  have  asserted  to  American 
officers  that  this  very  neutrality  would  take 
place  ?  That  they  have  so  asserted  can  be  es- 
tablished beyond  controversy.  The  project  is 
not  brought  forward  openly,  with  a  direct 
avowal  of  the  intention.  No,  the  stock  of  good 
sense  and  patriotism  in  that  portion  of  the  conn- 
try  is  too  great  to  be  undisguisedly  encountered. 
It  is  assailed  from  the  masked  batteries  of  friend- 
ship to  peace  and  commerce  on  the  one  side, 
and  by  the  groundless  imputation  of  opposite 
propensities  on  the  other.  The  affections  of 
the  people  are  to  be  gradually  undermined. 
The  project  is  suggested  or  withdrawn;  the 
diabolical  parties,  in  this  criminal  tragedy, 
make  their  appearance  or  exit,  as  the  audience 
to  whom  they  address  themselves  are  silent, 
applaud  or  hiss.  I  was  astonished,  sir,  to  have 
lately  read  a  letter,  or  pretended  letter,  publish- 
ed in  a  prominent  print  in  that  quarter,  written 
not  in  the  fervor  of  party  zeal,  but  coolly  and 
deliberately,  in  which  the  writer  affects  to 
reason  about  a  separation,  and  attempts  to  de- 
monstrate its  advantages  to  different  sections  of 
the  Union,  deploring  the  existence  now  of  what 
he  terms  prejudices  against  it,  but  hoping  for 
the  arrival  of  the  period  when  they  shall  be 
eradicated. 


The  war  was  declared  because  Great  Britain 
arrogated  to  herself  the  pretension  of  regnlatipg 
foreign  trade,  under  the  delusive  name  of  re- 
taliatory Orders  in  Council — a  pretension  by 
which  she  undertook  to  proclaim  to  American 
enterprise,  "Thus  far  shalt  thon  go,  and  no 
farther."  Orders  which  she  refused  to  revoke 
after  the  alleged  cause  of  their  enactment  had 
ceased ;  because  she  persisted  in  the  act  of  im- 
pressing American  seamen;  because  she  had 
instigated  the  Indians  to  commit  hostilities 
against  us ;  and  because  she  refused  indemnity 
for  her  past  injuries  upon  our  commerce.  I 
throw  out  of  the  question  other  wrongs.  The 
war  in  fact  was  announced,  on  our  part,  to 
meet  the  war  which  she  was  waging  on  her 
part.  So  undeniable  were  the  causes  of  the 
war ;  so  powerfully  did  they  address  themselves 
to  the  feelings  of  the  whole  American  people, 
that  when  the  bUl  was  pending  before  this 
House,  gentlemen  in  th^  opposition,  although 
provoked  to  debate,  would  not,  or  could  not, 
utter  one  syllable  against  it.  It  is  true  they 
wrapped  themselves  up  in  sullen  silence,  pre- 
tentog  that  they  did  not  choose  to  debate  such 
a  question  in  secret  session.  Whilst  speaking 
of  the  proceedings  on  that  occasion,  I  beg  to  be 
permitted  to  advert  to  another  fact  that  trans- 
pired— an  important  fact  material  for  the  na- 
tion to  know,  and  which  I  have  often  regretted 
had  not  been  spread  npon  our  journals.  My 
fionorable  colleague  (Mr.  MoKeb)  moved,  in 
Committee  of  the  Whole,  to  comprehend  France 
in  the  war ;  and  when  the  question  was  taken 
upon  the  proposition,  there  appeared  but  ten 
votes  in  support  of  it,  of  whom  seven  belonged 
to  this  side  of  the  House,  and  three  only  to  the 
other. 

It  is  said  that  we  were  inveigled  into  the  war 
by  the  perfidy  of  Prance ;  and  that  had  she  fur- 
nished the  document  in  time,  which  was  first 
published  in  England,  in  May  last,  it  would 
have  been  prevented.  I  will  concede  to  gentle- 
men every  thing  they  ask  about  the  injustice  of 
France  towards  this  country.  I  wish  to  Go^ 
that  our  ability  was  equal  to  our  disposition  to 
make  her  feel  the  sense  of  that  injustice.  The 
manner  of  the  publication  of  the  paper  in  ques- 
tion, was  undoubtedly  extremely  exceptionable. 
But  I  maintain  that,  had  it  made  its  appearance 
earlier,  it  would  not  have  had  the  effect  sup- 
posed ;  and  the  proof  lies  in  the  unequivocal 
declarations  of  the  British  Government.  I  will 
trouble  you,  sir,  with  going  no  further  back 
than  to  the  letters  of  the  British  Minister,  ad- 
dressed to  the  Secretary  of  State,  just  before 
the  expiration  of  his  diplomatic  functions.  It 
will  be  recollected  by  the  committee  that  he 
exhibited  to  this  Government  a  despatch  from 
Lord  Oastlereagh,  in  which  the  principle  was 
distinctly  avowed,  that  to  produce  the  effect  of 
the  repeal  of  the  Orders  in  Council,  the  French 
decrees  must  be  absolutely  and  entirely  revoked 
as  to  all  the  world,  and  not  as  to  America  alone. 
A  copy  of  that  despatch  was  demanded  of  him, 
and  he  very  awkwardly  evaded  it.    But,  on  the 


DEBATES  OF  CONGKESS. 


657 


Jandaet,  1813.] 


Additional  Military  Force. 


[H.  OP  E. 


lOtli  of  June,  alter  the  bill  declaring  war  had 
actually  passed  this  House,  and  was  pending 
before  th^  Senate,  (and  which,  I  have  no  doubt, 
was  known  to  him,)  in  a  letter  to  Mr.  Monroe, 
he  says:  "I  have  no  hesitation,  sir,  in  stating 
that  Great  Britain,  as  the  case  has  hitherto 
stood,  never  did,  nor  ever  could  engage,  with- 
out the  greatest  injustice  to  herself  and  her 
allies,  as  well  as  to  other  neutral  nations,  to  re- 
peal her  orders  as  affecting  America  alone,  leav- 
ing them  in  force  against  other  States,  upon 
condition  that  France  would  except  singly  and 
specially  America  from  the  operation  of  her  de- 
crees." On  the  lith  of  the  same  month,  the 
bill  still  pending  before  the  Senate,  he  repeats : 
"I  win  now  say,  that  I  feel  entirely  authorized 
to  assure  you,  that  if  yon  can  at  any  time  pro- 
duce a  ftdl  and  unconditional  repeal  of  the 
French  decrees,  as  you  have  a  right  to  demand 
it  in  your  character  of  a  neutral  nation,  and 
that  it  be  disengaged  from  any  question  con- 
cerning our  maritime  rights,  we  shall  be  ready 
to  meet  you  with  a  revocation  of  the  Orders  in 
Council;  Previously  to  your  producing  such 
an  instrument,  which  I  am  sorry  to  see  you  re- 
gard as  nnnecessaiy,  you  cannot  expect  of  us  to 
give  up  our  Orders  in  OouncU."  Thus,  sir,  you 
see  that  the  British  Government  would  not  be 
content  with  a  repeal  of  the  French  decrees  as 
to  us  only.  But  the  French  paper  in  question 
was  such  a  repeal.  It  could  not,  therefore,  sat- 
isfy the  British  Government.  It  could  not, 
therefore,  have  induced  that  Government,  had 
it  been  earlier  promulgated,  to  repeal  the  Or- 
ders in  Council.  It  could  not,  therefore,  have 
averted  the  war.  The  withholding  of  it  did  not 
occasion  the  war,  and  the  promulgation  of  it 
would  not  have  prevented  the  war.  But  gen- 
tlemen have  contended  that,  in  point  of  fact,  it 
did  produce  a  repeal  of  the  Orders  in  Council. 
This  1  deny.  After  it  made  its  appearance  in 
England,  it  was  declared  by  one  of  the  British 
Ministry,  in  Parliament,  not  to  be  satisfactory. 
And  all  the  world  knows,  that  the  repeal  of 
the  Orders  in  Council  resulted  from  the  inquiry, 
reluctantly  acceded  to  by  the  Ministry,  into  the 
effect  upon  their  manufacturing  establishments, 
of  our  non-importation  law,  or  to  the  warlike 
attitude  assumed  by  this  Government,  or  to 
both.  But  it  is  said  that  the  Orders  in  Coun- 
cil are  done  away,  no  matter  from  what  cause ; 
and  that  having  been  the  sole  motive  for  de- 
claring the  war,  the  relations  of  peace  ought  to 
be  restored.  This  brings  me  into  an  examina- 
tion of  the  grounds  for  continuing  the  war. 

I  am  far  from  acknowledging  that  had  the 
Orders  in  CoimcU  been  repealed,  as  they  have 
been,  before  the  war  was  declared,  the  declara- 
tion would  have  been  prevented.  In  a  body 
so  numerous  as  this,  from  which  the  declaration 
emanated,  it  is  impossible  to  say  with  any  de- 
gree of  certainty  what  would  have  been  the 
effect  of  such  a  repeal.  Each  member  must  an- 
swer for  himself.  I  have  no  hesitation  then, 
in  saying,  that  I  have  always  considered  the 
impressment  of  American  seamen  as  much  the 
You  IV— 42 


most  serious  aggression.  But,  sir,  how  have 
those  orders  at  last  been  repealed?  Great  Brit- 
ain, it  is  true,  has  intimated  a  willingness  to 
suspend  their  practical  operation,  but  she  stiU 
arrogates  to  herself  the  right  to  revive  them 
upon  certain  contingencies,  of  which  she  con- 
stitutes herself  the  sole  judge.  She  waives  the 
temporary  use  of  the  rod,  but  she  suspends  it 
in  terrorem  over  our  heads.  Supposing  it  was 
conceded  to  gentlemen  that  such  a  repeal  of  the 
Orders  in  Council,  as  took  place  on  the  23d  of 
June  last,  escejftionable  as  it  is,  being  known 
before  the  war,  would  have  prevented  the  war, 
does  it  follow  that  it  ought  to  induce  us  to  lay 
down  our  arms  without  the  redress  of  any  otlier 
injury  ?  Does  it  follow,  in  all  eases,  that  that 
which  would  have  prevented  the  war  in  the 
first  instance  should  terminate  the  war?  By 
no  means.  It  requires  a  great  struggle  for  a 
nation  prone  to  peace  as  this  is,  to  burst  through 
its  habits  and  encounter  the  difficulties  of  war. 
Such  a  nation  ought  but  seldom  to  go  to  war. 
"When  it  does,  it  should  be  for  clear  and  essen- 
tial rights  alone,  and  it  should  firmly  resolve  to 
extort,  at  all  hazards,  their  recognition.  The 
war  of  the  Kevolution  is  an  example  of  a  war 
began  for  one  object  and  prosecuted  for  another. 
It  was  waged  ia  its  commencement  against  the 
right  asserted  by  the  parent  country  to  tax  the 
colonies.  Then  no  one  thought  of  absolute  in- 
dependence. The  idea  of  independence  was 
repelled.  But  the  British  Government  would 
have  relinquished  the  principle  of  taxation. 
The  founders  of  our  liberties  saw,  however,  that 
there  was  no  security  short  of  independence, 
and  they  achieved  our  independence.  When 
nations  are  engaged  in  war,  those  rights  in  con- 
troversy, which  are  acknowledged  by  the  Treaty 
of  Peace,  are  abandoned.  And  who  is  prepared 
to  say  that  American  seamen  shall  be  surrender-  " 
ed  the  victims  to  the  Bi-itish  principle  of  impress- 
ment? And,  sir,  what  is  this  principle?  She 
contends  that  she  has  a  right  to  the  services  of 
her  own  subjects :  that,  in  the  exercise  of  this 
right,  she  may  lawfully  impress  them,  even 
although  she  finds  them  in  our  vessels,  upon  the 
high,  seas,  without  her  jurisdiction.  Kow,  I 
deny  that  she  has  any  right,  without  her  juris- 
diction, to  come  on  board  our  vessels  on  the 
high  seas,  for  any  other  purpose  hut  in  pursuit 
of  enemies,  or  their  goods,  or  goods  contraband 
of  war.  But  she  further  contends  that  her  sub- 
jects cannot  renounce  theii"  allegiance  to  her 
and  contract  a  new  obligation  to  other  Sover- 
eigns. I  do  not  mean  to  go  into  the  general 
question  of  the  right  of  expatriation.  If,  as  is. 
contended,  all  nations  deny  it,  all  nations  at  the 
same  time  admit  and  practice  the  right  of  natu- 
ralization. Great  Britain,  in  the  very  case  of  for- 
eign seamen,  imposes  perhaps  fewer  restraints 
upon  naturalization  than  any  other  nation.  Then, 
if  subjects  cannot  break  their  original  allegiance, 
they  may,  according  to  universal  usage,  con- 
tract a  new  allegiance.  What  is  the  effect  of  this 
double  obligation  ?  Undoubtedly,  that  the  Sov- 
ereign having  possession  of  the  subject  would: 
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have  a  right  to  the  services  of  the  subject.    If 
he  return  within  the  jurisdiction  of  his  primi- 
tive Sovereign,  he  may  resume  his  right  to  his 
services,  of  which  the  subject  by  his  own  act 
could  not  divest  himself.     But  his  primitive 
Sovereign  can  have  no  right  to  go  in  quest  of 
him,  out  of  his  own  jurisdiction  into  the  juris- 
diction of  another  Sovereign,  or  upon  the  high 
seas,  where  there  exists  either  no  jurisdiction, 
or  it  belongs  to  the  nation  owning  the  ship 
navigating  them.     But,  sir,  this  discussion  is 
altogether  useless.    It  is  not  to  the  British  prin- 
ciple, objectionable  as  it  Is,  that  we  are  alone  to 
look;  it  is  to  her  practice — no  matter  what 
guise  she  puts  on.    It  is  in  vain  to  assert  the 
inviolability  of  the  obligation  of  allegiance.    It 
is  in  vain  to  set  up  the  plea  of  necessity,  and  to 
allege  that  she  cannot  exist  without  the  im- 
pressment of  her  seamen.     The  truth  is,   she 
comes,  by  her  press  gangs,  on  board  of  our  ves- 
sels, seizes  our  native  seamen,  as  well  as  natur- 
alized, and  drags  them  into  her  service.     It  is 
the  case,  then,  of  the  assertion  of  an  erroneous 
piinciple,  and  a  practice  not  conformable  to  the 
principle — a  principle  which,  if  it  were  theoreti- 
cally right,  must  be  forever  practically  wrong. 
We  are  told  by  gentlemen  in  the  opposition  that 
Government  has  not  done  all  that  was  incum- 
bent on  it  to  do  to  avoid  just  cause  of  complaint 
on  the  part  of  Great  Britain ;  that,  in  particular, 
the  certificates  of  protection,  authorized  by  the 
act  of  1796,  are  fraudulently  used.    Sir,  Govern- 
ment has  done  too  much  in  granting  those  pa- 
per protections.     I  can  never  think  of  them 
without  being  shocked.     They  resemble  the 
passes  which  the  master  grants  to  his  negro 
slave:  "Let  the  bearer,  Mungo,  pass  and  re- 
pass without  molestation."    What  do  they  im- 
ply ?     That  Great  Britain  has  a  right  to  take  all 
who  are  not  provided  with  them.    From  their 
very  nature  they  must  be  liable  to  abuse  on  both 
sides.    If  Great  Britain  desires  a  mark  by  which 
she  can  know  her  own  subjects,  let  her  give 
them  an  ear  mark.     The  colors  that  float  from 
thfe  mast  head  should  be  the  credentials  of  our 
seamen.     There  is  no  safety  to  us,  and  the  gen- 
tlemen have  shown  it,  but  in  the  rule  that  all 
who  sail  under  the  flag  (not  being  enemies)  are 
protected  by  the  flag.    It  is  impossible  that  this 
country  should  ever  abandon  the  gallant  tars 
who  have  won  for  us  such  splendid  trophies. 
Let  me  suppose  that  the  Genius  of  Columbia 
should  visit  one  of  them  in  his  oppressor's  pris- 
on and  attempt  to  reconcile  him  to  his  wretched 
condition.    She  would  say  to  him,  in  the  lan- 
guage of  the  gentlemen  on  the  other  side, 
" Great  Britain  intends  you  no  harm;  she  did 
not  mean  to  impress  you,  but  one  of  her  own 
subjects ;  having  taken  you  by  mistake,  I  wiU 
remonstrate,  and  try  to  prevail  upon  her  by 
peaceable  means  to  release  you,  but  I  cannot, 
my  son,  fight  for  you."    If  he  did  not  consider 
this  mookeiy,  he  would  address  her  judgment, 
and  say,  "  You  owe  me,  my  country,  protec- 
tion ;  I  owe  you  in  return  obedience.    I  am  no 
British  subject,  I  am  a  native  of  old  Massaohu-  1 


setts,  where  live  my  aged  father,  my  wife  and 
my  children.  I  have  faithfully  discharged  my 
duty.  Will  you  refuse  to  do  yours  2"  Appeal- 
ing to  her  passions,  he  would  continue,  "I  lost 
this  eye  in  fighting  under  Trnxton  with  the  In- 
surgent; I  got  this  scar  before  Tripoli;  I  broke 
this  leg  on  board  the  Constitution  when  the 
Guen-iere  struck."  If  she  remained  still  un- 
moved, he  would  break  out,  in  the  accents  of 
mingled  distress  and  despair, 

"  Hard,  hard,  is  my  fate  I  once  I  freedom  enjoyed. 

Was  as  happy  as  happy  could  be  I 
Oh  I  how  hard  is  my  fate,  how  galling  these  chains !" 

I  will  not  imagine  the  dreadful  catastrophe 
to  which  he  would  be  driven  by  an  abandon- 
ment of  him  to  his  oppressor.  It  will  not  be,  it 
cannot  be,  that  his  country  will  refuse  him  pro- 
tection ! 

It  is  said  that  Great  Britain  has  been  always 
willing  to  make  a  satisfactory  arrangement  of 
the  subject  of  impressment ;  and  that  Mi*.  King 
had  nearly  concluded  one  prior  to  his  departure, 
from  that  country.  Let  us  hear  what  that  Min- 
ister says  upon  his  return  to  America.  In  his 
letter  dated  at  New  York,  in  July,  1803,  after 
giving  an  account  of  his  attempt  to  form  an  ar- 
rangement for  the  protection  of  our  seamen, 
and  his  interviews  to  this  end  with  Lords 
Hawkesbury  and  St.  Vincent ;  and  stating  that, 
when  he  had  supposed  the  terms  of  a  conven- 
tion were  agreed  upon,  a  new  pretension  was  set 
up  (the  mare  elausum,)  he  concludes :  "  I  regrej; 
not  to  have  been  able  to  put  this  business  on  a 
satisfactory  footing,  knowing  as  I  do  its  very 
great  importance  to  both  parties;  but  I  flatter 
myself  that  I  have  not  misjudged  the  interests 
of  our  own  country,  in  refusing  to  sanction  a 
principle  that  might  be  productive  of  more  ex- 
tensive evils  than  those  it  was  our  aim  to  pre- 
vent." The  sequel  of  his  negotiation,  on  this 
affair,  is  more  fully  given  in  the  recent  conver- 
sation' between  Mr.  Eussell  and  Lord  Castle- 
reagh,  communicated  to  Congress  during  its 
present  session.  Lord  Castlereagh  says  to  Mr. 
Russell : 

"  Indeed  there  has  evidently  been  mnch  misap- 
prehension on  tlus  subject,  and  an  erroneous  belief 
entertained  that  an  airanfgement  in  regard  to  it  has 
been  nearer  an  accomplishment  than  the  facts  will 
warrant.  Even  our  friends  in  Congress — ^I  mean 
those  who  were  opposed  to  going  to  war  with  ns — 
have  been  so  confident  in  this  mistake,  that  they 
have  ascribed  the  failure  of  such  an  arrangement 
solely  to  the  misconduct  of  the  American  Govern- 
ment. This  error  probably  originated  with  Mr.  King  j 
for,  being  much  esteemed  here,  and  always  well  re- 
ceived by  the  persons  in  power,  he  seems  to  have 
misconstrued  their  readiness  to  hsten  to  his  represen- 
tations, and  their  warm  professions  of  a  disposition 
to  remove  the  complaints  of  America  in  relation  to 
impressment,  into  a  supposed  conviction  on  their  part 
of  the  propriety  of  adopting  the  plan  which  he  had 
proposed.  But  Lord  St.  Vincent,  whom  he  might 
have  thought  he  had  brought  oyer  to  his  opinions, 
appears  never  for  a  moment  to  have  ceased  to  regard 
all  arrangement  on  the  subject  to  be  attended  with 
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formidable,  if  not  insarmountable  obstacles.  This  is 
obvions-  from  a  letter  which  his  Lordship  addressed 
to  Sir  William  Scott  at  the  time." 

Here  Lord  Castlereagli  read  a  letter,  contain- 
ed in  the  records  before  him,  in  which  Lord  St. 
Vincent  states  to  Sir  Williaipi  Scott  the  zeal  with 
which  Mr.  King  had  assailed  Mm  on  the  sub- 
ject of  impressment,  Confesses  his  own  perplex- 
ity, and  total  incompetency  to  discover  any 
practical  project  for  the  safe  discontinuance  of 
that  practice,  and  asks  for  counsel  and  advice. 
"  Thus  you  see,"  proceeded  Lord  Oastlereagh, 
"  that  the  confidence  of  Mr.  King  on  this  subject 
was  entirely  unfounded." 

Thus,  continued  Mr.  Olat,  it  is  apparent, 
that,  at  no  time,  tas  the  enemy  been  willing  to 
place  this  subject  on,  a,  satisfactory  footing.  I 
will  speak  hereafter  of  the  overtures  made  by 
the  Administration  since  the  wax. 

The  disasters  of  the  war  admonish  us,  we  are 
told,  of  the  necessity  of  terminating  the  contest. 
If  our  achievements  upon  .the  land  have  been 
less  splendid  than  t}iose  of  our  intrepid  seamen, 
it  is  not  because  the  American  soldier  is  less 
brave.  On  the  one  element,  organization,  dis- 
cipline, and  a  thorough  knowledge  of  their  du- 
ties, ,exist  on  the  part  of  the  officers  and  their 
ijaen.  On  the  other,  almost  every  thing  is  yet  to 
be  acquired.  We  have,  how.ever,  the  consola- 
tion that  our  country  abounds  with  the  richest 
materials,  and  that,  in  no  instance,  when  en- 
gaged in  action,  have  our  arms  been  tarnished. 
At  Brownstown,  and  at  Queenstown,  the  valor 
of  veterans  was  displayed,  and  acts  of  the  noblest 
heroisni  were  performed.  \t  is  true,  that  the 
disgrace  of  Detroit  remains  to  be  wiped  off. 
That  is  a  subject  on  which  I  cannot  trust  my 
feelings,  it  is  not  fitting  I  should  speak.  But 
this  much  I  will  say,  it  was  an  event  which  no 
human  foresight  pould  have  anticipated,  and  for 
which  the  Administration  cannot  be  justly  cen- 
sured. It  was  the  parent  of  all  the  misfortunes 
we  have  experienced  on  land.  But  for  it  the 
Indian  war  would  have  been  in  a  great  measure 
prevented  or  terminated,  the  ascendency  on 
Lake  Erie  acquired,  and  the  war  pushed  per- 
haps to  Montreal.  With  the  exception  of  that 
event,  the  war,  even  upon  the  land,  had  been 
attended  by  a  series  of  the  most  brilliant  ex- 
ploits, which,  whatever  interest  they  may  in- 
spire on  this  side  of  the  mountains,  have  given 
the  greatest  pleasure  on  the  other.  The  expedi- 
tion under  the  command  of  Governor  Edwards 
and  Colonel  EusseU,  to  Lake  Peoria,  on  the  Illi- 
nois, was  completely  successful.  So  was  that 
of  Captain  Craig,  who,  it  is  said,  ascended  that 
river  still  higher.  General  Hopkins  destroyed 
the  Prophet's  town.  We  have  just  received  in- 
telligence of  the  gallant  enterprise  of  Colonel 
Campbell.  In  short,  sir,  the  Indian  towns.have 
been  swept  from  the  mouth  to  the  source  of  the 
Wabash,  and  a  hostile  country  has  been  pene- 
trated far  beyond  the  most  daring  incursions  of 
any  campaign  during  the  former  Indian  war. 
Never  was  more  cool,  deliberate  bravery  dis- 
played than  that  by  Newnan's  party  from  Geor- 


gia. "And  the  capture  of  the  Detroit,  and  the 
destruction  of  the  Caledonia,  (whether  placed  to 
our  maritime  or  land  account,)  for  judgment, 
skill,  and  courage,  on  the  part  of  Lieutenant 
Elliott,  has  never  been  surpassed. 

What  cause,  Mr.  Chairman,  which  existed  for 
declaring  the  war  has  been  removed?  We 
sOught  indemnity  for  the  past  and  security  for 
the  fature.  The  Orders  in  Council  are  suspend- 
ed, not  revoked;  no  compensation  for  spolia- 
tions; Indian  hostilities,  which  were  before 
secretly  instigate,  now  openly  encouraged; 
and  the  practice  of  impressment  unremittingly 
persevered  in  and  insisted  upon.  Yet  Adminis- 
tration has  given  the  strongest  demonstrations 
of  its  love  of  peace.  On  the  29th  June,  less  than 
ten  days  after  the  declaration  of  war,  the  Sec- 
retary of  State  writes  to  Mr.  Enssell,  author- 
izing him  to  agree  to  an  armistice,  upon  two  con- 
ditions only;  and  what  are  they?  That  the 
Orders  in  Council  should  be  repealed,  and  the 
practice  of  impressing  American  seamen  cease, 
those  already  impressed  being  released.  The 
proposition  was  for  nothing  more  than  a  real 
truce ;  that  the  war  should  in  fact  cease  on 
both  sides.  Again,  on  the  27th  July,  one  month 
later,  anticipating  a  possible  objection  to  these 
terms,  reasonable  as  they  are,  Mr.  Monroe  em- 
powers Mr.  Russell  to  stipulate  in  general  terms 
tor  an  armistice,  having  oidy  an  informal  un- 
derstanding on  these  points.  In  return,  the 
enemy  is  offered  a  prohibition  of  the  employ- 
ment of  his  seamen  in  our  service,  thus  remov- 
ing entirely  all  pretext  for  the  practice  of  im- 
pressment. The  very  proposition  which  the 
gentleman  from  Connecticut  (Mr.  Pitkest)  con- 
tends ought  to  be  made,  has  been  made.  How 
are  these  pacific  advances  met  by  the  other 
party?  Eejected  as  absolutely  inadmissible; 
cavils  are  indulged  about  the  inadequacy  of  Mr. 
Eussell's  powers,  and  the  want  of  an  act  of  Con- 
gress is  intimated.  And  yet  the  constant  usage 
of  nations  I  believe  is,  where  the  legislation  of 
one  party  is  necessary  to  carry  into  effect  a  given 
stipulation,  to  leave  it  to  the  contracting  party 
to  provide  the  requisite  laws.  If  he  fails  to  do 
so,  it  is  a  breach  of  good  faith,  and  a  subject  of 
subsequent  remonstrance  by  the  injured  party. 
When  Mr.  EusseU  renews  the  overture,  in  what 
was  intended  as  a  more  agreeable  form  to  the 
British  Government,  Lord  Castlereagh  is  not 
content  with  a  simple  rejection,  but  clothes  it. 
in  the  language  of  insult.  Afterwards,  in  con- 
versation with  Mr.  EusseU,  the  moderation  of 
our  Government  is  misinterpreted  and  made  the 
occasion  of  a  sneer,  that  we  are  tired  of  the  w.ar. 
The  proposition  of  Admiral  Warren  is  submitted 
in  a  spirit  not  more  pacific.  He  is  instructed, 
he  tells  us,  to  propose  that  the  Government  of 
the  United  States  shall  instantly  recaU  their  let- 
ters of  marque  and  reprisal  against  British  ships, 
together  with  aU  orders  and  instructions  for  any 
acts  of  hostUity  whatever  against  the  territories 
of  His  Majesty  or  the  persons  or  property  of  his 
subjects.  That  smaU  affair  being  settled,  he  ia 
fiirther  authorized  to  arrange  as  to  the  revocsr 
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tion  of  the  laws  which  interdict  the  commerce 
and  ships  of  war  of  His  Majesty  from  the  har- 
bors and  waters  of  the  United  States.     This 
messenger  of  peace  coirieB  with  one  qualified 
concession  in  his  pocket,  not  made  to  the  jus- 
tice of  our  demands,  and  is  fully  empowered  to 
receive  our  homage,  the  contrite  retraction  bi 
all  our  measures  adopted  against  his  master  1 
And  in  default,  he  does  not  fail  to  assure  us,  the 
Orders  in  Council  are  to  be  forthwith  revived- 
Administration,  still  anxious  to  terminate  the 
war,  suppresses  the  indignation  which  Bucb  a 
proposal  ought  to  have  created,  and  in  its  answer 
concludes  by  infoi'ming  Admiral  Warren,  "  that 
if  there  be  no  objection  to  an  accommodation  of 
the  diflFerence  relating  to  impressment,  in  the 
mode  proposed,  other  than  the  suspension  of  the 
British  claim  to  impressment  during  the  armis- 
tice, there  can  be  none  to  proceeding,  without 
the  armistice,  to  an  immediate  discussion  and 
arrangement  of  an  article   on  that  subject." 
Thus  it  has  left  the  door  of  negotiation  un- 
closed, and  it  remains  to  be  seen  if  i  the  enemy 
will  accept  the  invitation  tendered  to  him.  The 
honorable  gentleman  from  North  Carolina  (Mr. 
PbabsON)  supposes,  that  if  Congress  would  pass 
a  law,  prohibiting  the  employment  of  British 
seamen  in  our  service,  upon,  condition  of  a  like 
prohibition  on  their  part,  and  repeal  the  act  of 
non-importation,  peace  would  immediately  fol- 
low.    Sir,  I  have  no  doubt  if  such  a  law  were 
passed,  with  all  the  requisite  solemnities,  and 
the  repeal  to  take  place.  Lord  Oastlereagh  would 
laugh  at  our  simplicity.    No,  sir.  Administra- 
tion has  erred  in  the  steps  which  it  has  taken  to 
restore  peace,  but  its  error  has  been  not  in  doing 
too  little,  but  in  betraying  too  great  a  solicitude 
for  that  event.    An  honorable  peace  is  attaina- 
ble only  by  an  i  efficient  war.    My  plan  would 
be  to  call  out  the  ample  resources  of  the  coun- 
try, give  them  a  judicious  dii'ection,  prosecute 
the  war  with  the  utmost  vigor,  strike  wherever 
we  can  reach  the  enemy,  at  sea  or  on  land,  and 
negotiate  the  terms  of  a  peace  at  Quebec  or  Hal- 
ifax.    We  are  told  that  England  is  a  proud  and 
lofty  nation  that,  disdaining  to  wait  for  danger, 
meets  it  half  wayj    Haughty  as  she  is,  we  once 
triumphed  over  her,  and  if  we  do  not  listen  to  the 
counsels  of  timidity  and  despair  we  shall  again 
prevails     In  such  a  cause,  with  the  aid  of  Prov- 
idence, we  must  come  out  crowned  with  suc- 
cess;  but  if  we  fail,  let  us  fail  like  men — ^lash 
ourselves  to  our  gallant  tars,  and  expire  together 
in  one  common  struggle,  fighting  for  "seamen's 
rights  and  free  trade." 

Mr,  MoEes  moved  an  amendment  to  tbe  bill, 
going  to  place  the  appointment  of  the  other 
field  officers  of  each  regiment,  as  well  as  the 
Colonels,  in  the  President  and  Senate.  The 
motion  was  agreed  to. 


MoOTjAY,  January  11. 
Additiotial  Military  Force. 
The  House  again  resolved:  itself  into  a  Com- 
mittee of  the  Whole,  on  the  biH  for  raising  an 


additional  military  force  of  tWepty  thdtl^ara 
men  ibrone, year.'   ■''''''       ''  ''•''  •  '   •'<:  !•<.'> 

Mr.  Sheffbt  said  he  felt  grateful  for  the  op- 
portunity which  had  beeii  afforded' him,  to  dei- 
liver  his  sentiments  on  the  subject  before  the 
committee.    It  was  now  about  a  year  ago,  when 
he  had  stated  his  reasons  at  length  on  the  ques- 
tion of  the  war  then  meditated  against  Great 
Britain.    Since  that  time,  he  had  been  generally 
a  silent,  though  not  an  inattentive  spectator. 
Conscious  that  there  had  fallen  to  his  share  a 
full  portion  of  the  frailty  commbii  to  man,  he 
felt  disposed  to  distrust  Bis  own  opinion.    He 
had  even  hoped  he  might  be  mistaken,-he  had 
hoped  that  experience  would  prov^  the  fallacy 
of  his  apprehensions ;   that  the  predictions  of 
gentlemen,  who  differed  froih  him  in  sentiment, 
would  be  realized ;  that  the  rights  of  the  coto- 
try  would  be  secured  by  arms,  to  which  the 
majority  had  resorted;  and  that  the  evils  anti- 
cipated would  vanish  before  us.     On  a  review, 
however,  of  the  reasons  which  had  then  influ- 
enced him,  aided  by  the  experience  of  the  last 
year,  he  found  his  opinions,  not  only  unshaken, 
but  strongly  confirmed. 

The  bill  before  us,  said  Mr.  S.,  contemplates 
an  addition  of  twenty  thousand  men  to  the  ar- 
my heretofore  authorized  to  be  raised.  By  the 
measures  preparatory  to  the  war,  upwards  of 
thirty-six  thousand  men  were  directed  to  be  en- 
listed; with  the  addition  now  contemplated, 
our  regular  army  wiU  amount  to  more  than 
fifty-six  thousand  men.  The  question  which  at 
once  presents  itself  to  every  mind  disposed  to  in- 
quire, is,  what  is  the  object  of  this  vast  military 
force  ?  We  are  here  not  left  to  conjecture ;  this 
inquiry  has  been  anticipated,  and  we  have  been 
directly  told  by  the  chairman  of  the  Mihtary 
Committee,  (Mr.  Williams,)  that  it  is  intended 
for  offensive  purposes;  that  the  conquest  of 
Canada,  Nova  Scotia,  and  New  Brunswick,  is 
to  be  achieved.  If  I  have  any  right  to  deliber- 
ate on  'this  subject,  and  to  express  the  opinion 
wliich  my  view  of  the  real  interests  of  the  conn- 
try  dictates,  I  at  once  say,  that  I  cannot  give 
my  assent  to  raise  suchra  force  for  such  a  pur- 
pose. Was  an  augmentation  of  the  army  re- 
quired to  defend  us  against  any  enemy,  either 
on  the  maritime  or  inland  frontier,  no  member 
of  this  House  would  more  readily  accord  the 
means  of  defence  and  protection  than  myself. 
In  such  event,  I  shall  not  inquire  how  we  got 
into  the  situation,  or  by  whose  temerity  the 
enemy  has  been  brought  on  our  borders;  2  I 
shall  consider  defence  as  a  matter  of  imperious 
necessity,  forbidding  all  calculation  as  to  means 
and  consequences.  But,  as  it  is  admitted '  by 
all,  that  the  force  already  authorized  is  more 
than  sufficient  for  every  defensive  purpose ;  as 
it  is  expressly  avowed  that  it  is  required;  *)r 
offensive  operations  in  the  territories  of  the 'en- 
emy, the  question  assumes  a  different  shapes  it 
^s  stripped  of  the  overraling  influence  which-at- 
tends  necessity ;  it  becomes  a' mere  question  of 
expediency,  controlled  by  the  various  consider- 
ations which  reason  and  policy  may  dictata 
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So  far  as  my  conduct  isTconcefned;  before  I  can 
consent  to"  tlie  prosecttion  of  the  war,  in  the 
manner  contemplated,  I  must  he  convinced  that 
the,  objects  in  controversy  are  not  only  just, 
but  of  sufflcient  importance  in  their  practical 
effect  on  the  coraniunity  to  justify  sucli  an  ex- 
periment, and  not  attainable  in  any  other  way ; 
that  there  is  a  reasonable  probability  that  such 
a  war,  will  secure  to  us  those  objects;  and  that 
we  are  not  endangering  the  gi-eater  good,  to 
.obtain  an  exemption  from  the  lesser  evU;  haz- 
arding certain  great  rights,  to  secure'  others  of 
far  inferior  importance. 

I  regret  that  I  cannot,  consistently  with  my 
sense  of  duty,  yield  the  unlimited' confidence  in 
their  measures,  which  the  majority  demand. 
My  reason  must  be  convinced,  before  my  con- 
fidence can  be  bestowed.  There  are,,  indeed, 
cases  where  superior  virtue  and  wisdom,  tested 
by  long  and  successful  experience,  have  a  strong 
claim  to  our  confidence.  But  this,  in  my  opin- 
ion, is  not  the  caae  here.  A  retrospect  of  the 
transactions  of  the  last  eight  years,  will  show 
how  much  gentlemen  have  been  mistaken  and 
disappointed  in  their  views  of  our  foreign  pol- 
icy; particularly  that  part  which  is  connected 
witii  the  diflSculties  in  which  we  now  find  our- 
selves, and  which  may  he  said  to  be  the  ground- 
work of  them.  In  making  this  deckration,  and 
in  leading  your  attention  to  the  facts,  it  is  not 
my  object  to  give  offence  to  any  one.  I  believe 
gentlemen  are  actuated  by  the  purest  motives, 
and  sincerely  disposed  to  render  essential  ser- 
vice to  the  country.  I  speak  of  facts  only,  in- 
tending to  show  a  mistaken,  not  a  corrupt  or 
vicious  course. 

Our  difliculties  with  Great  Britain  commenc- 
ed soon  after  the  treaty  of  1794  (generally  called 
"  Jay's  Treaty  ")  expired  by  its  own  liniitation, 
in  consequence  of  the  peace  of  Amiens.  About 
that  time  the  British  Government  offered  to 
our  Minister,  then  resident  in  London,  a  renew- 
al of  the  treaty.  That  instrument  had  been 
negotiated  under  the  auspices,  and  received  the 
sanction  of  Washington,  the  father  and  bene- 
factor of  his  conntfy.  It  is  true,  that  its  stipu- 
lations did  not  embrace  every  subject  which  we 
could  have  wished ;  and  those  that  were  em- 
braced, were  not  so  advantageously  settled  as 
might  have  been  done,  had  we  haid  it  in  our 
power  to  have  dictated  the  terms.  But  it  is 
equally  true,  that  experience  refuted  all  the 
speculations,  and  dissipated  all  the  apprehen- 
sions, with  which  the  country  was  flUed  at  the 
time  of  its  ratification.  During  its  operation 
we  enjoyed  a  degree  of  prosperity  unexampled 
in  this  or  any  other  country.  Our  leading  in- 
terests flourished  in  a  manner  unknown  before, 
and  unexperienced  since;  our  agriculture  was 
encouraged  by  high  prices  and  ready  markets 
for  its  products ;  the  freedom  of  navigation, 
and  the  enterprise  of  our  people,  carried  our 
commerce  to  every  part  of  the  globe.  I  ask 
this  House  and  this  nation,  whether  their  hopes 
or  wishes  extend  beyond  what  we  then  enjoyed  ? 
If  they  do,  they  hope  for  that  which  is  opposed 


by  aU  human  probability,  and  they  wish  for 
that  w;hich  has  scarcely  ever  fallen  to  the  lot  qf 
man.  We  were,  indeed,  not  exempt  from  every 
evil,  or  gratified  by  every  possible  good..  What 
nation  or  individual  ever  reached  that  state? 
But  the  great  essentials  of  national  prosperity 
were  in  our  possession.  Our  Government,  how- 
ever, was  not  satisfied.  The  overture  of  the 
British  Government  was  rejected,  under  the  im- 
pression, no  doubt,  that  better  terms  could ,  be 
obtained;  that  the  situation  of  Great  Britain 
would  compel  heP  to  yield  to  our  demands, 
however  extensive. 

Soon  after  the  rejection  of  this  overture.  Great 
Britain  assumed  the  right  to  interdict  the  trade 
in  the  products  of  her  enemies'  colonies,  when 
taken  directly  from  those  colonies  to  the  mother 
country,  conformably,  as  she  asserted,  to  the 
principles  adopted  in  the  war  of  1756.  In  conse- 
quence of  which,  our  Government,  with  a  view 
to  coerce  her  into  a  relinquishment  of  her  pre- 
tensions, passed  the  partial  non-importation  act 
of  1806.  It  had  not  the  intended  and  promised 
effect.  They  again  resorted  to  negotiation,  and 
repealed  the  restriction.  About  this  time,  a 
change  happened  in  the  British  Cabinet,  highly 
auspicious  to  our  interests.  "Our  friends, "  yes, 
our  old  friends,  who  had  espoused  our  cause 
in  time  of  peril  and  danger,  who  had  defended 
our  rights  dming  aU  the  vicissitudes  of  the  Kev- 
olution,  and  who  had  manifested  their  friend- 
ship for  us  on  every  occasion  since,  got  into 
power.  With  these  men,  a  negotiation  was 
opened  by  our  Government  through  the  instru- 
mentality of  our  Ministers,  Messrs,  Monroe  and 
Pinkney,  which  resulted  in  a  treaty,  as  our  own 
Ministers  declared,  "  both  honorable  and  advan- 
tageous to  the  United  States,"  and  the  best  that 
could  be  obtained.  It  was  not  only  "advanta^ 
geous  "  as  it  respected  our  commerce,  but  the 
informal  understanding  which  accompanied,  it, 
would  have  secured  us  against  the  abuses  of  im- 
pressments ;  so  our  own  Ministers  believed.  But 
it  was  rejected  without  being  even  submitted,  to 
the  Senate.  The  reasons  have  never  been  dis- 
closed to  the  nation.  I  presume,  however,  that 
it  was  confidently  expected  that  such  was  the 
situation  of  Great  Britain,  that  any  terms  that 
we  should  dictate  would  be  grantei 

The  terms  which  our  Government  demanded 
not  being  accorded  on  the  part  of  Great  Britain, 
a  new  policy  was  resorted  to  by  our  Govern- 
ment, which  was  held  up  to  the  nation  as  a 
sovereign  remedy  for  aU  our  difiSculties,  which 
were  daily  increasing.  An  embargo,  not  limit- 
ed in  its  duration,  was  laid  on  our  shipping. 
The  prominent  virtues  of  this  remedy  were  sup- 
posed to  be — that  it  would  coerce  the  belliger- 
ents, but  particularly  Great  Britain^  into  an 
abandonment  of  their  injurious  measures ;  and 
above  all,  that  it  would  save  us  from  being  in- 
volved in  war.  The  experience  of  one  year, 
however,  manifested  how  little  its  supporters 
understood  of  the  means  and  resources  of  other 
nations,  and  of  the  character  of  our  own.  The 
privations  to  which  a  great  portion  of  our  peo- 
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pie  were  subjected  in  consequence  of  this  meas- 
ure coerced  our  Goyerninent  Into  a  repeal,  long 
before  any  sensible  impression  could  be  made  on 
Great  Britain,  The  embargo  was  abandoned, 
because  tbe  people  would  bear  it  no  longer,  and 
the  non-intercourse  system  was  adopted  in  its 
stead.  This  also^ad  its  day — but  this,  like  the 
embargo,  expeiience  condemned  as  injurious 
and  ruinous  policy ;  and  the  public  voice  called 
for  its  repeal.  It  was  succeeded  by  the  act  of 
the  first  of  May,  1810,  the  source  of  our  present 
difiBculties. 

When  this  act  passed  this  House,  we  were 
told  that  its  provisions  held  out  the  strongest 
inducement  to  each  of  the  great  belligerents, 
to  precede  its  rival  in  the  abrogation  of  the 
injurious  edicts  affecting  the  commerce  of  this 
country,  and  that  whoever  might  lead  the  other 
would  unquestionably  follow.  It  required  very 
little  sagacity  to  penetrate  this  subject.  It  was 
easily  foreseen  that  this  measure  would  be  em- 
ployed to  detach  us  from  our  neutral  situation, 
which  it  was  so  much  our  interest,  and  had 
been  so  much  our  desire,  to  maintain.  This 
apprehension  experience  has  realized.  "We  now 
feel  the  consequences  in  their  fullest  extent. 

After  we  had  become  the  dupes  of  French 
perlidy,  by  putting  in  force  the  non-importation 
system  against  Great  Sritain,  under  the  belief, 
that  on  the  first  day  of  November,  1810,  the  de- 
■  crees  of  Berlin  and  Milan  were  repealed,  the 
falsehood  of  which  has  since  been  placed  be- 
yond all  rational  doubt,  it  happened  as  had  been 
anticipated,  that,  finding  the  inefiBciency  of  the 
restrictive  system  against  Great  Britain,  the 
nation  was  called  on,  about  the  commencement 
of  last  session,  to  assume  a  threatening  attitude 
towards  that  power.  "We  were  then  told  by 
the  supporters  of  our  foreign  policy,  that  war 
would  not  be  necessary.  That  justice  was  with- 
held fi-om  us  "by  the  Government  of  that  nation 
under  the  impression  that  force  would  not  be 
used  to  maintain  our  rights,  which  impression 
it  was  only  necessary  to  remove  by  manifesting 
a  determined  spirit  in  making  warlike  prepara- 
tions. This  prevailed  with  many,  and  lie  army 
was  vpted.  But  it  did  not  intimidate  our  ene- 
my. We  were  then  told,  thaj;  it  was  necessary 
to  declare  war,  as  affording  conclusive  evidence 
joi  our  sincerity :  but  that  it  would  not  be  ne- 
cessary to  continue  it  beyond  a  few  weeks, 
when  our  objects  would  he  attained  by  a  just 
an4  honorable  peace.  We  were  also  told,  at 
the  same  time,,  that  in  six  weeks  after  the 
declaration  of  war,  we  should  be  in  possession 
of  a  great  portion  of  the  enemy's  colonies.  All 
these  promises  have  been  disappointed.  We 
have  effected  nothing  by  commercial  restric- 
tions, nothing  by  arms,  and'  nothing  by  nego- 
tiation; and,  if  there  is  riot  a  change  in  our 
policy,  the  war  proriiises  to  be  perpetual'. 

Having  detained  you  thus  long  witli  these 
,  preliminary  topics,  permit  me  to  draw  your  at- 
tention to  those  that  grow  directly  out  of  the 
bill  before  the  committee.  I  have  said,  that 
the  causes  ought  not  only  to  be  just,  but  impor- 


tant in  their  effect  on  the  community,  to  justify 
a  resort  to  arms.  I  will  say  more.  A  nation 
situated  as  this  is,  who  has  so  much  to  lose,  and 
so  little  to  gain,  ought  not  to  relinqaifih  its 
peaceful  statis  but  in  the  last  extremity.  Are 
the  causes  which  existed  at  the  time  when  this 
war  was  declared,  of  that  character  which,  ac- 
cording to  this  idea,  justified  its  commencement ; 
4nd  are  those  now  remaining  sufficient  to  sanc- 
tion its  continuance? 

I  exclude  all  consideration  of  the  abstract 
justice  of  onr  complaints  against  Great  BriMn. 
Upon  that  subject  I  never  had  but  one  opinion. 
I  always  did  believe  that  her  conduct  towards 
this  country  was  not  only  unjust  as  it  affected 
us,  but  impolitic  as  it  affected  herself. 

Before  the  war  commenced  last  Snmmerj  the 
Orders  in  Council  formed  the  principal  ground 
of  complaint  against  Great  Britain.  I  venture 
to  assert,  without  the  dread  of  contradiction, 
that  if  the  repeal  which  has  since  taken  place 
had  happened  and  been  known  here  before  we 
resorted  to  the  sword,  we  should  have  remained 
at  peace.  I  make  this  declaration  on  (what  I 
deem)  the  most  unquestionable  authority.  The 
proof  is  on  record.  In  1808,  Mr.  Jefferson, 
then  President  of  the  IJnited  States,  through 
our  Minister  in  London,  proposed  to  the  British 
Government  to  relinquish  the  embargo  as  to 
her,  on  condition  the  Orders  in  Council  were 
revoked.  In  1809,  Mr.  Madison  entered  into 
the  arrangement  with  Mr.  Erskine,  which  made 
the  same  condition  the  sole  foundation  for  re- 
storing amicable  intercourse  between  the  two 
nations.  In  1810  and  1811,  the  discussions  be- 
tween our  Government  and  that  of  Great  Brit- 
ain were  confined  almost  exclusively  to  that 
subject.  And  in  1812,  preceding  the  declara- 
tion of  war,  the  Secretary  of  State  informed 
the  British  Envoy,  that  if  the  Orders  in  Council 
were  revoked,  the  non-importation  act  would 
cease  immediately.  Dm-ing  the  whole  of  this 
period,  our  complaints  were  directed  to  the 
Orders  in  Council,  and  our  measures,  (I  speak 
of  our  restrictive  system,)  so  far  as  they  affected 
Great  Britain,  were  adopted  with  a  single  eye 
to  their  repeal.  Until  the  war  was  declared,  I 
did  not  suppose  that  it  would  be  waged  for  any 
other  object. 

The  Orders  in  Council,  though  a  violation  of 
onr  maritime  rights  in  point  of  principle,  were 
practically  of  very  little  injury  to  our  com- 
merce at  the  commencement  of  the  wat  in 
which  we  are  now  engaged.  The  reasons  are 
obvious.  Our  commerce  to  Prance,  Hol- 
land, Italy,  &o.,  never  was  of  greiat  importance. 
Arid  the  eflisct  of  the  French  "  municipal  Regu- 
lations" had  caused  it  to  dwindle  into  insig- 
nificance. The  exclusions,  restrictions,  imposi- 
tions, and  confiscations,  so  permanent  in  the 
commercial  code  (and  practice)  of  Napoleon, 
had  inspired  our  merchants  With  a  due  portion 
of  caution,  how  they  ventured  their  propei-ty 
into  the  power  of  a  Government  actuated  by  no 
liberal  principle,  and  bound  by  no  faith.  From 
this  state  'of  things,  it  was  not  difficult  to  con- 
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jectnre  that  the  period  was  not  distant  when 
Great  Britain  must  become  convinced  of  the  in- 
efficiency of  the  Orders  in  Council,  so  far  as 
respected  their  retaliatory  object  on  her  enemy. 
How  could  France  be  distressed  by  the  British 
interdiction  of  her  foreign  commerce,  when 
France  herself  was  hostile  to  that  commerce — 
when  she  adopted  every  measure  to  narrow,  to 
shackle,  and  ultimately  to  exclude  it?  We 
had  even  strong  evidence  that  British  statesmen 
began  to  waver  on  the  subject.  The  vote  in  the 
House  of  Commons,  during  the  last  Winter, 
showed  a  minority  unusually  strong,  and  indi- 
cated most  clearly  that  before  long  the  Orders 
in  Council  were  doomed  to  perish.  But,  with 
this  information  before  our  eyes,  we  hurried  on 
to  war  without  waiting  for  the  event,  or  even 
without  waiting  for  preparation. 

The  Orders  in  Council  have  since  been  re- 
pealed. The  manner  has  indeed  been  objected 
to  by  the  honorable  Speaker,  (Mr.  Clay,)  be- 
cause the  right  to  secure  them  in  certain  events 
is  reserved.  But  surely  this  cannot  be  and  has 
not  been  considered  by  our  Government  a  seri- 
ous objection;  for  without  such  reservation  the 
power  to  revive  them  existed  to  every  possible 
extent.  The  only  question  is,  do  they  cease  to 
violate  our  neutral  commerce?  This  is  not 
doubted.  The  remaining  obstacle,  therefore, 
to  a  good  understanding  between  the  two  na- 
tions, and  the  sole  ostensible  cause  for  persever- 
ing in  the  war,  is  the  subject  of  impressments. 

This  is,  indeed,  a  difficult  and  unquestionably 
an  interesting  snljject.  Not  that  I  place  entire 
confidence  in  the  sympathetic  descriptions  of 
the  magnitude  of  the  evU,  which  we  have  so 
often  heard  and  daUy  heard  in  this  House.  I 
am  inclined  to  believe  fancy  has  colored  the 
picture  too  highly.  There  is  one  reason,  above 
all  others,  which  leads  me  to  that  bonclnsion. 
It  is  this:  In  that  section  of  the  United  States 
of  which  two-thirds  of  our  seamen  are  natives, 
there  is  a  strong,  overwhelming  current  of  opin- 
ion against  this  war.  Can  it  be  possible  that 
the  country  where  dwells  the  kindred  of  those 
who  are  said  to  be  incarcerated  in  great  num- 
bers in  the  "  floating  dungeons"  of  Great  Brit- 
ain is  not  only  indifferent  about  the  fate  of  its 
children,  but  opposes,  as  ruinous,  the  war 
waged  for  their  protection  ?  It  is  certainly  a 
curious  spectacle  to  see  the  defenders  of  sea- 
men's rights  come  from  those  portions  of  the 
Union  that  have  little  commerce,  and  few,  if 
any,  seamen.  I  do  not  mean  to  insinuate  that 
those  gentlemen  do  wrong  in  espousing  the 
cause  of  the  oppressed,  to  whatever  quarter 
they  may  beloiig ;  but  I  state  the  fact  to  show 
that  their  sympathies  may  possibly  have  mag- 
nified the  evil — and  to  infer  from  it,  that  the 
opposition  of  those  most  immediately  interested 
is  to  be  ascribed,  not  to  their  insensibility,  but 
to  their  apprehensions  that  this  war,  instead  of 
securing  seamen's  rights,  will  banish  their  sea- 
men into  foreign  service- 

The  controversy  between  this  oonntry  and 
Great  Britain  seems  to  have  been  brought  to  a  I 


angle  point.  She  claims  the  service  of  her 
seafaring  subjects  in  time  of  danger.  Our  Gov- 
ernment admits  this  right.  To  give  effect  to 
the  right  thus  claimed  and  admitted,  she  insists 
that  her  officers  may  go  on  board  our  merchant 
ships  on  the  high  seas,  or  in  her  ports — search 
for  and  take  her  subjects.  This  our  Govern- 
ment deny,  and  claim  the  immunity  of  the  flag 
so  far  as  persons  are  concerned ;  because,  un- 
der the  pretext  of  taking  British  subjects,  Amer- 
ican citizens  are  frequently  taken.  It  does,  in- 
deed, not  distinctly  appear  in  the  late  commu- 
nication from  our  Executive  to  the  British 
Government,  that  they  mean  by  the  terms 
American  citizens,  whether  it  includes  natural- 
ized persons  as  wejl  as  natives.  With  respect 
to  those  of  the  flrst  description,  I  confess  I  feel 
no  great  interest  for  their  immunity  abroad  or 
on  the  high  seas ;  I  am  one  of  those  who  think 
that  we  act  sufficiently  liberal  when  we  offer 
them  any  asylum  from  the  oppression  or  pov- 
erty of  their  own  country,  receive  them  into 
our  bosom,  and  extend  to  them  all  the  advan- 
tages belonging  to  ns ;  and  so  long  as  they  re- 
main within  our  territorial  limits,  they  shall, 
with  my  consent,  have  the  full  benefit  of  the 
protection  which  our  laws  afford  to  all.  But^ 
cannot  consent  that  the  native  blood  of  this 
country  shall  l)e  profusely  wasted  to  protect 
aliens  born,  wherever  they  may  ramble.  We 
all  profess  a  deep  solicitude  for  the  interest  of 
seamen.  To  describe  their  distresses  and  to 
eulogize  their  valor  and  patriotism,  is  one  of 
the  topics  of  the  day.  And  yet  we  are  con- 
tending for  principles  which,  if  successful,  wfll 
bring  a  hpst  of  foreigners  in  competition  with 
them  to  elbow  them  out  of  employment.  But 
it  is  said  that  Great  Britain  does  the  same — 
that  by  the  act  passed  during  the  reign  of 
Gerorge  H.,  foreign  seamen  are  naturalized  who 
have  been  in  the  King's  service  for  two  years, 
and  that  she  has  no  right  to  object  if  we  imi- 
tate her  conduct.  It  is  true  she  has  adopted 
such  a  regulation.  But  I  have  never  heard  of 
any  instance  where  she  has  contended  that  such 
a  person  is  absolved  from  his  natural  allegi- 
ance, if  he  comes  within  the  power  of  his  origi- 
nal sovereign.  I  have  understood  that  act  to 
mean  that  such  persons  should  become  entitled 
to  certain  rights — not  absolved  from  any  duties 
towards  others,  should  they  leave  the  country. 
That  they  should  have  the  right  to  hold  lands 
— be  admitted  under  the  regulations  of  the  navi- 
gation act  as  British  seamen  on  board  merchant 
ships,  and  participate  in  the  pension  and  hos- 
pital provisions.  Should  I  be  mistaken,  how- 
ever, I  am  not  incUned  to  relinquish  my  opin- 
ion, merely  because  the  practice  of  Great  Britain 
is  opposed  to  it.  ' 

Sir,  I  do  not  find  fault  with  the  Administra- 
tion for  insisting  on  the  immunity  of  onr  flag, 
as  it  respects  the  seamen.  I  approve  of  the 
principle.  It  is  of  that  character  which  at  a 
proper  time  and  with  proper  means  is  (in  effect 
and  to  all  general  purposes)  attainable,  if  we  do 
not  by  iU-timed  and  imprudent  efforts 'frustrate 
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it.    It  is  suppoBed  that  the  present  is  the  nus- 
picious  moment  to  insist  on  our  rights.    That 
pressed  as  Great  Britain  is  by  the  most  power- 
ful enemy  the  world  ever  saw,  who  threatens 
her  very  existence ;  the  impression  whicli  we 
can  make  upon  her  by  our  arms,  will  be  greater 
than  at  any  other  time.     This  very  circumstance 
renders  the  attainment  of  our  object  more  diflS- 
cult,  and  makes  our  case  hopeless.     Her  danger 
forbids  a  compliance  with  our  demands.    In 
her  present  struggle,  her  naval  power  consti- 
tutes her  security.     Without  that  she  would 
long  since  have  become  a  French   province. 
This  every  man  in  England  knows  and  feels.    It 
is  well  known  that  four-fifths  of  her  seamen  on 
board  her  navy  render  not  voluntary  but  com- 
pulsory service.    Should  this  principle  be  es- 
tablished,  which  in  aU  cases  would  afford  a 
secure    asylum  in  our   merchant    ships,  it  is 
dreaded  by  British  statesmen  and  the  British 
people,  that  their  seamen,  allured  by  higher 
wages  and  easier  employment,  would  abandon 
their  service,  and  thus  render  their  country  ac- 
cessible to  their  enemy.     Hence  you  see  every 
Ministry,  of  whatever  political  party  or  distinc- 
tion, tremblingly  alive  to  this  subject.    They 
dare  not  touch  it  in  the  present  state  of  that 
country.    No  man  could  maintain  -his  power  a 
moment  after  having  hazarded  the  public  safety 
by  making  an  experiment,  the  effect  of  which 
could  not  be  foreseen,  and  may  be  productive 
of  such  disastrous  consequences.     This  spirit  is 
manifest  in  all  the  communications  from  the  Brit- 
ish Cabinet  to  our  Grovernment.  "We  have  seen 
the  sentiments  of  Lord  Grenville,  Lord  Auck- 
land, Lord  Holland,  and  Mr.  Fox,  men  whose  pre- 
possessions were  in  our  favor,  and  who  on  almost 
every  other  subject  supported  our  pretensions. 
On  this  subject  they  resisted  our  demands,  be- 
cause they  dared  not  grant  them.     While  I  oon- 
■  ceive  the  claims  of  our  Government  as  not  go- 
ing too  far,  I  doubt  their  prudence  as  to  the 
time  and  manner  of  giving  them  effect.    I  fear 
that  instead  of  realizing  our  wishes  the  meas- 
ures pursued  are  calculated  to  deprive  us  of 
every  hope  hereafter.    In  the  present  unexam- 
pled state  of  the  world,  according  to  my  limited 
conception  of  our  true  interest,  we  ought  to 
have  seriously  avoided  all  hostile  collision  with 
foreign  powers.    We  ought  to  have  cherished 
the  resources  within  our  grasp.    Nothing  is 
more  obvious  than  the  remark  made  by  the 
honorable   gentleman  from  New  York,    (Mr. 
Blebckee,)  that,  with  all  the  injuries  which  we 
received  from  the  belligerents,  our  commerce 
was  more  extensive  and  more  profitable  in  the 
aggregate  than  if  Europe  had  been  at  peace. 
We  might  have  obtained  (and  we  ought  not  to 
have  rejected)  such  temporary  arrangements 
with"  England,  (with  whom  our  commerce  was 
chiefly  carried  on,)  which,  though  they  did  not 
embrace  all  our  interests,  would  have  secured 
those  of  first  importance  and  kept  us  at  peace. 
The  benefits  of  such  a  policy  are  to  my  mind 
self-evident.     Should  Europe  be  restored  to 
tranquillity  and  assume  something  like  its  for- 


mer appearance,  (and  I  do  not  believe  the  pres- 
ent state  of  things  durable,)  we  should  have 
been  able  to  have  effected  every  valuable  object, 
because  such  a  change  will  probably  bring  with 
it  a  respect  for  the^  rights  of  nations,  which 
have  now  no  existence  but  in  name.  And 
should  an  imposing  attitude  have  been  wanting 
to  give  effect  to  our  claims,  we  should  have  ex- 
hibited an  unbroken  spuit  and  unexhausted  re- 
sources. 

An  honorable  member  from  Tennessee,  (Mr. 
Gbundy,)  the  other  day,  read  some  extracts 
from  the  instructions  transmitted  to  our  Minis- 
ter in  London,  in  1792.  His  object  was  to 
show  the  deep  interest  which  the  great  man 
who  then  presided  over  this  nation  felt  on  the 
subject  of  impressments.  I  sincerely  wish  that 
while  gentlemen  resort  to  his  opinion^  to  sup-  - 
port  theirs,  they  would  consent  to  imitate  his 
conduct.  Nothing  can  be  more  strikingly  dif- 
ferent than  his  poUcy  and  that  which  is  now 
pursued. 

In  1798  the  subject  of  impressments  did  not 
form  the  only  complaint  against  Great  Britain. 
The  Treaty  of  Peace  remained  unexecuted  on 
her  part.  To  that  was  added  the  great  injuiy  : 
which  our  commerce  sustained  by  the  extensive 
captures  made  by  her  cruisers  during  that  year. 
The  interest  which  was  felt  for  the  success  of 
the  French  Eevolution,  against  which  Great 
Britain  had  arrayed  herself,  tended  to  excite  the 
nation,  even  beyond  the  measure  of  its  wrongs, 
and  ripen  it  for  war.  But  the  wisdom  of  Wash- 
EsrGTOiT  saved  us  from  being  drawn  into  the 
vortex,  which  has  since  devoured  all  who  ap- 
proached it.  His  genius  considered  the  true 
interests  of  his  country  to  consist  in  the  pre- 
servation of  its  peace ;  and  he  had  firmness 
enough  to  preserve  it,  though  opposed  by  the 
strong  feelings  of  the  people.  Notwithstanding 
the  accumtdated  wrongs  which  we  had  re- 
ceived, he  sent  a  messenger  of  peace,  and  ulti-  ■ 
mately  gave  his  assent  to  a  treaty  in.  which 
there  was  not  one  stipulation  even  to  restrain 
the  abuses  of  impressments,  which  the  year 
before  he  had  declared  could  not  be  longer  toler- 
ated. Why  was  this  done  by  him,  who,  to  say 
the  least,  had  as  much  affection  for  his  country's  i 
rights,  as  the  politicians  of  the  present  day — -. 
whom  fear  never  influenced — and  who  could 
safely  calculate  on  the  support  of  the  people, 
should  he  resort  to  arms  ?  The  answer  is  / 
obvious.  Peace  upon  almost  any  terms  was 
better  than  a  hopeless,  endless  contest.  What 
a  contrast  does  his  example  present  to  the 
conduct  of  those  who  now  direct- the  des-- 
tinies  of  this  nation,  and  who,  while  they  reject 
his  policy,  resort  to  his  opinions  to  support  their 
own? 

Upon  the  subject  of  foreign  war,  and  the  ob- 
jects connected  with  it,  the  opinions  of  gentle- 
men of  the  majority  have  certainly  undergone 
a  strange  revolution  since  they  came  into  power. 
Little  more  than  twelve  years  ago,  they  depre- 
cated foreign  war  as  inconsistent  with  the  spirit 
of  our  institutions,  and  the  genius  of  our  Gov- 
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ernment.^  Nothing  short  of  self-defence,  when 
attacked  m  our  own  country,  was  considered 
as  a  justification  foi-  abandoning  our  peaceful 
pursnitsj  and  mingling  in  hostility  with  Eu- 
ropeaufpowers.  Every  Other  object  was  deemed 
subordinate  to  the  preservation  of  peace,  be- 
cause with  it  was  connected  every  benefit  wliioh 
it  had  pleased  Providence  to  bestow  upon  us, 
and  which  our  detached  situation  rendered  se- 
cure. We  now  hear  those  very  gentlemen  talk 
of  Rome  and  Greece  in  their  proudest  days, 
when  they  inspired  terror  into  the  inhabitants 
of  distant  climes  a«id  carried  their  arms  to  every 
quarter  of  thQ'^lobe;  and  their  example  is  held 
up'  for  our  imitation.  The  almost  boundless 
extent  of  our  territory  is  become  too  limited, 
and  we  hear  of  conquests  in  the  North  and 
South,  as  essential  to  our  security  and  happi- 
ness. In  taking  a  retrospect,  and  contrasting 
former  opinions  with  present  conduct,  a  per- 
son Would  almost  be  inclined  to  distrust  his  ob- 
servation, was  there  not  left  on  record  monu- 
ments with  sentiments  of  former  times  enter- 
tained by  gentlemen  in  the  days  of  humility, 
when  they  were  struggling  slgainst  power. 
Permit  me  to  call  your  attention  to  a  resolution 
of  the  Virginia  Assembly,  adopted  in  1798, 
said  to  be  draughted  by  Mr.  Madison,  now 
President  of  the  United  States,  upon  this  sub- 
ject. It  was  then  considered  the  standard  of 
Eepublioan  opinion,  by  all  who  professed  to  be 
of  that  party.  It  in  substance  declares,  that 
though  the  General  Assembly  view  with  indig- 
nation the  violations  of  our  commerce,  the  im-" 
pressment  of  our  seamen,  and  other  wrongs 
committed  by  foreign  nations,  yet  detached  as 
the  XJnited  States  are  from  European  concerns, 
they  should  deprecate  a  war  waged  for  any 
other  object  except  self-defence,  in  cases  of  ac- 
tual invasion.  This  resolution  had  an  eye  to 
our  relations  with  France,  from  whom  we  had 
then  received  every  injury  and  indignity  she 
could  inflict,  and  with  whom  we  were  in  a  state 
of  partial  hostility ;  but  it  explicitly  declares, 
that  we  ought  to  engage  in  oifensive  war,  for 
no  object  whatever.  Let  the  sentiment  be 
compared  with  the  conduct  of  the  same  men 
now  they  are  in  power. 

Sir,  I  am  one  of  those  who  doubt  our  capa- 
city to  obtain  the  conquest  of  the  British  prov- 
inces. I  believe  that  the  opinion,  that  we  are 
a  very  powerful  nation  abroad,  is  a  fanciful 
delusion.  To  be  powerful  abroad,  requires  a 
Government  of  suflicient  energy,  not  only  to 
bring  into  action  aU  the  physical  and  pecuniary 
resources  of  the  country,  but  to  command  them 
promptly.  The  very  nature  of  our  Govern- 
ment, where  every  thing  depends  immediately 
upon  the  people,  forbids  the  idea  that  you  can 
effect  one  or  the  other.  The  inconveniences 
and  privations  to  which  they  must  be  subject- 
ed, ai-e  saiEcient  causes  with  the  great  body  of 
the  community,  who  do  not  perceive  very  dis- 
tinctly how  they  are  to  bo  benefited/by  an  of- 
fensive war,  to  turn  their  faces  against  it. 
Their  Representatives,  knowing  their  feelings, 


dare  not  press  them  with  a  heavy  hand,  which'; 
at  once  destroys  every  thing  like  energy.  Be- 
sides, the  want  of  promptitude,  the  characteris- 
tic defect  of  such  a  Government,  whose  powers  - 
are  divided  into  many  hands,  prevents  the  re-- 
sources  even  within  their  reach  to  be  obtained 
and  applied  in  time  to  insure  success.  The 
consequence  of  all  this  is — ^imbecility  .  in  ob- 
taining, and  want  of  celerity  in  applying  the 
necessary  means.  This  may  be  considered  as 
a  very  great  e#[,  particularly  to  those  who  have 
presented' to  us  the  example  of  Rome  in  her 
proudest  days,  when  she  was  mistress  of  the 
world,  for  our  imitation.  Sir,  I,  rejoice  that 
such  is  the  state  of  my  country.  It  is  the  le- 
gitimate offspring  of  our  free  institutions.  The 
people  are  strong  and  the  Government  is  weak ; 
whenever  this  state  of  things  shall  be  reversed, 
then  shall  we  be  able  to  inspire  terror  into' other 
nations.  But  until  that  period  shall  arrive,  we 
shall  exhibit  weakness  and  slowness  of  action, 
as  to  aU  offensive  and  external  purposes. 

To  retain  the  British  provinces  as  an  indem-  . 
nity  for  our  losses,  is  an  event  which  I  cannot 
wish,  because  I  can  see  no  possible  benefit  re- ' 
suiting  from  it.  Have  we  not  already  territory 
enough  ?  Is  it  desirable  to  incorporate  with  us 
a  people  composed  of  heterogeneous  materials, 
who  are  not  only  unaccustomed  to  our  institu- 
tions, but  ■  many  of  whom  entertain  an  uncon- 
querable hatred  for  them  ?  I  beheve  it  would 
have  been  better  had  we  never  acquired  any 
foreign  territory  at  all.  If  we  had  been  con-  ■ 
tented  with  the  limits  embraced  by  the  old  thir- 
teen United  States,  the  prospects  of  remaining 
a  united  people,  and  preserving  our  free  insti- 
tutions, would,  in  my  conception,  be  much  more 
flattering.  I  am,  therefore,  opposed  to  new  ac- 
quisitions. But  it  is  repeatedly  urged  that  the  . 
possession  of  Canada  is  necessary  to  secure  us 
from  the  hostilities  of  the  savage  tribes  on  our 
northwestern  borders;  was  this  the  fact,  I 
might  yield  my  assent  to  prosecute  the  war  to 
attain  that  object.  But  experience  has  shown 
that  we  can  have  peace  with  them,  though . 
Canada  is  in  the  possession  of  a  foreign  power. 
For  seventeen  years  after  the  Treaty  of  Green- 
ville we  were  entirely  exempt  from  Indian  hos- 
tilities ;  and  not  until  we  waged  war  ourselves, 
did  they  become  troublesome  upon  our  fron- 
tiers. 

My  apprehensions  are  not  solely  confined  to 
the  danger  resulting  from  military  power ;  there 
are  other  consequences  equally  to  be  dreaded, 
which  I  fear  may  overwhelm  us,  should  we 
continue  in  this  course.  There  is  one  peculiarly 
delicate,  but  equally  important — so  delicate, 
that  gentlemen  have  supposed  it  ought  not  even 
to  be  mentioned.  Sir,  shall  I  not  ha  permitted 
to  point  to  the  yawning  gulf  beneath  ?  Shall 
I  not  attempt  to  arrest  your  progress  in  the  path 
where  lies  a  serpent  that  wiU  sting  you  to  death  ?, 
I  deprecate  disunion  as  an  event,  pregnant  with 
every  evil.  The  moment  it  happens,  civil,  lib- 
erty is  banished  from  this  country.  I  feel  deeplyv 
interested  that  it  should  not  happen.    Pej'miti,; 
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me,  however,  to  observe,  that  a  union  is  con- 
nected by  a  consciousness  which  is  felt  that  the 
various  interests  of  the  different  sections  are 
consulted  and  protected,  and  not  by  force.  If 
you  V7ish  to  perpetuate  the  Union,  you  must 
preserve  that  opinion.  The  moment  that  it 
shall  no  longer  exist,  the  ties  that  bind  us  to- 
gether become  feeble  indeed.  The  present 
war,  though  ostensibly  waged  for  principles  in 
which  the  Northern  and  Eastern  people  have  a 
deep  interest,  is  considered  by  them — and  they 
certainly  understand  their  interest  best — as  cal- 
culated to  prostrate  it.  They  feel  the  evils  of 
your  measures  daily,  and  they  see  no  prospect 
that  they,  ever  will  be  benefited  by  them.  The 
physical  power  of  the  country  is  in  their  hands, 
and  it  requires  nothing  bat  public  sentiment, 
which  quickly  follows  public  interest,  and  you 
ripen  them  for  a  state  of  things  most  of  all  to 
be  deprecated.  I  hope  we  shall  avert  the  evil 
by  banishing  the  cause  of  discontent. 

Besides  the  immediate  physical  evils  which 
present  themselves  as  probably  resulting  from 
our  measures,  there  are  other  moral  evils  which 
I  must  dread.  Our  Government  was  made  to 
secure  the  happiness  of  the  people,  and  every 
thing  which  even  remotely  is  calculated  to  im- 
pair their  moral  sense,  wiU  have  an  effect  upon 
their  situation.  When  the  people  shall  become 
attached  to  principles  inconsistent  with  mo- 
rality, or  with  their  tranquil,  civil  pursuits, 
their  prosperity  and  their  freedom  are  at  haz- 
ard. The  spirit  of  conquest  and  of  military 
glory,  however  fascinating,  is  baneful  to  the 
pirosperity  and  liberty  of  every  country.  This 
spirit  has  shown  itself  in  our  country,  of  late, 
in  an  unusual  degree.  We  have  become  tired 
of  the  peaceful  character  of  our  pursuits; 
and  we  want  nothing  but  success  on  this  first 
attempt  to  encourage  us  to  become  a  great  mili- 
tary nation,  attempting  conquest  in  every  quar- 
ter. Whenever  that  happens,  we  shall  share 
the  destiny  of  other  nations.  When  the  same 
spirit  and  the  same  councils  prevail,  the  misery 
of  the  mass  of  the  people  is  the  support  of  the 
national  glory. 

One  of  the  evils  which  I  dread,  as  attending 
the  war,  and  in  my  opinion  not  the  least,  Mr. 
Chairman,  is,  that  we  have  united  our  exertions 
with  the  efforts  of  the  great  destroyer  of  man- 
kind, who,  having  prostrated  the  independence 
of  almost  every  nation  on  the  continent  of  Eu- 
rope, has  drawn  us  into  our  present  situation, 
to  assist  him  in  humbling  his  remaining  enemy, 
whose  destruction  is,  above  all  others,  nearest 
his  heart.  I  do  not  believe  that  gentlemen  are 
so  far  lost  to  all  sense  of  their  country's  interest, 
as_  designedly  to  unite  the  destiny  of  this  nation 
with  him,  who  lives  only  to  destroy.  I  believe 
them,  when  they  declare  that  such  is  not  their 
intention.  But  we  are  united  in  fact.  His  os- 
tensible object  is  the  liberty  of  the  seas :  so  is 
ours  His  successes  are  our  successes,  and  his 
defeats  are  our  defeats.  Being  thus  associated  in 
fact — having  one  common  ohjecfc— if  the  war 
continues  any  time,  we  shall  be  associated  in 


name  also.  When  pressed  beyond  our  present 
expectation  by  our  enemy,  we  shall  not  make 
any  diflBculty  in  submitting  to  arrangements 
which  may  appear  to  us  advantageous,  but 
which  are  calculated  to  fasten  us  to  tlie  car  of 
the  conqueror.  We  may  want  men  to  eriaible 
us  to  obtain  the  object  of  pur  offensive  opera- 
tions in  the  North ;  France  can  furnish  them. 
We  may  want  ships  to  defend  our  coast ;  we 
can  obtain  them  from  the  same  quarter.  But, 
for  these  things,  we  must  stipulate  an  equiva- 
lent; and  what  can  that  be,  but  to  unite  in 
striking  England  from  the  list  of  independent 
nations? 

Mr.  EoBEETBON. — Mr.  Chairman,  I  am  well 
aware  that  the  House  will  listen  (if  it  listens  at 
all)  with  much  reluctance  to  a  further  discus- 
sion ofthe  subject  under  consideration.  Never- 
theless, it  is  my  intention  explicitly,  but  con- 
cisely to  ttate  some  of  the  reasons,  which  influ- 
ence me  to  support  the  measure  proposed ;  some 
of  the  views  connected  with  them,  which  com- 
mand my  approbation,  and  induce  my  aid.  Sir, 
I  propose  to  make  a  few  remarks  on  ,the  bill  it- 
self, and  subsequently,  without  following  gen- 
tlemen in  the  wide  and  expansive  range  of  ar- 
gumentative, declamatory,  and  defamatory  elo- 
quence, in  which  they  have  thought  fit  to  in- 
dulge, to  reply  to  some  of  the  observations  which 
struck  me  with  most  force,  and  which  my 
memory  still  retains. 

The  honorable  Chairman  ofthe  Committee  on 
Military  Affairs  is  entitled  to  the  thanks  of  this 
House,  and  of  the  nation,  for  the  able  and  luCid 
exposition  he  has  given,  of  the  plan  intended  to 
be  pursued  by  the  Government  in  the  prosBfiu- 
tion  of  the  war  in  which  we  are  engaged,  and  of 
the  objects  for  the  attainment  of  which  an  In- 
crease of  the  Military  Establishment  is  deemed 
necessary.  What  is  that  plan,  and  what  are  the 
objects  in  contemplation  ?  The  power  of  the 
nation  is  to  be  called  out ;  a  portion  for  a  de- 
fence of  our  seacoast  and  extensive  frontier ;  the 
residue  to  be  sent  forth  to  battle  against  our  im- 
placable foe,  to  drive  him  from  the  American 
continent,  and  thus  to  insure  our  future  peace, 
if  not  our  Union  and  independence.  These  ob- 
jects are  avowed,  and  efforts  and  energy  are 
necessary  to  their  success. 

The  propriety  of  defending  our  country  can 
be  denied  by  none.  This  proposition  is  clear. 
Even  the  gentlemen  on  the  other  side  of  the 
House  (as  it  is  fashionable  to  speak)  do  not  op- 
pose it.  For  myself  I  do  not  hesitate  to  say,  it 
presses  itself  on  my  feelings  with  irresistible 
force.  When  I  take  into  consideration  the  ex- 
posed situation  of  the  people  whom  it  is  my 
pride  and  honor  to  represent,  whpn  I  view  them 
surrounded  by  numerous  and  warlike  tribes  of 
Indians,  skirted  by  strongholds  in  the  posses- 
sion of  a  nation  devoted  to  our  foe,  containing 
in  the  bosom  of  their  country  a  class  of  beings 
always  on  the  watch  to  overwhelm  them  in 
ruin,  I  lose  sight  of  other  considerations,  and 
am  compelled  to  urge,  as  I  do  most  earnestly, 
that  no  obstacles  may  be  throvm  in  the  way  of 
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our  complete  protection.  I  have  lived  for  some 
years  ia  the  country  to  which  I  have  called 
your  attention.  I  have  not  heen  altogether  an 
inattentive  ohserver,  nor  indifferent  to  its  in- 
terests. The  neglected  state  of  the  militia  un- 
der the  territorial  government,  its  present  unor- 
ganized and  unarmed  state,  have  not  escaped 
my  notice.  But  we  must  "  blame  the  culture, 
not  the  soiL"  The  inhabitants  are  brave,  ex- 
pert in  the  management  of  the  horse  and  in  the 
use  of  arms.  The  materials  are  good.  It  is  un- 
necessai-y  to  dwell  on  these,  or  to  mention  other 
circumstances  of  an  internal  nature.  Suffice  it 
to  be  observed,^  our  situation  is  insecure.  I  have 
stated,  sir,  that  we  are  surrounded  by  numerous 
and  warlike  tribes  of  Indians.  I  will  not  re- 
count their  numbers,  nor  blazon  their  powers 
of  doing  mischief.  Those  facts  are  too  notori- 
ous to  require  repetition.  I  have  stated  that 
strongholds  in  our  immediate  neighborhood  are 
in  the  possession  of  a  people  devoted  to  our 
enemy.  The  Spaniards  on  our  eastern  fi-ontier 
are  under  their  perfect  control.  They  consid- 
ered the  English  as  fighting  for  the  independ- 
ence of  Spain,  their  native  country,  their  reli- 
gion, and  their  King.  In  their  towns  an  exten- 
sive British  trade  is  carried  on,  and  from  their 
ports,  where  they  refit,  issue  forth  the  armed 
vessels  of  that  nation  to  the  annoyance  of  the 
commerce  of  our  country.  The  Indians  too  are 
excited  against  us.  On  my  journey  from  New 
Orleans  to  this  place,  passing  through  the  Creek 
confederacy,  I  received  certain  information  that 
the  Spanish  commandant  at  St.  Marks  had  as- 
sured them  that  then-  friends  tlie  British  were 
expected  soon  in  considerable  force  at  that 
place  and  at  Pensacola,  and  that  they  should  be 
fnrnished  with  arms  and  other  munitions  of 
war  to  be  used  against  the  Americans.  Sir, 
humanity  to  that  people,  as  well  as  the  irresisti- 
ble claims  we  have  to  protection,  require  that 
a  force  should  be  stationed  on  the  Mobile  and 
Mississippi  sufficient  to  prevent  the  effect  of 
British  and  Spanish  machination,  or  to  throw 
back  on  themselves  the  evils  of  hostility 

I  now  proceed  to  examine  some  of  the  ob- 
jections which  have  been  made,  not  to  the  bill, 
but  to  the  further  prosecution  of  the  war.  The 
war  is  denounced  as  unconstitutional,  cruel, 
the  effect  of  French  influence,  and  as  intended 
to  place  James  II.  on  the  throne  of  Amei^iea. 
In  making  the  first  objection,  gentlemen  could 
not  have  been  serious ;  they  could  not  have  ex- 
pected that  it  would  have  been  deemed  worthy 
of  an  answer.  The  power  to  make  war  belongs 
to  all  nations ;  is  of  the  essence  of  Government ; 
but  the  Constitution  of  the  United  States  gives 
it  expressly,  in  so  many  words :  "  The  Congress 
shall  have  power  to  declare  war,  to  raise  and 
support  armies."  Whether  the  war  be  defen- 
sive or  offensive,  depends  on. circumstance  and 
accident,  but  cannot  affect  the  right.  If  war  be 
defensive  and  offensive,  still  the  whole  is  equal 
to  its  parts.  But  to  what  does  this  doctrine 
lead?  Do  gentlemen  believe  it  to  be  true? 
Then  it  becomes  their  duty  to  move  for  the  ap- 1 


pointment  of  a  committee  to  inquire  into  the 
circumstances  of  the  capture  of  the  Macedonian, 
and  if  it  be  discovered  that  she  was  taken  at 
more  than  a  marine  league  from  the  shore,  to 
cashier  the  American  officer,  declare  the  attack 
and  capture  unconstitutional,  and  restore  the 
vessel  to  her  former  master.  Then  an  enter- 
prise, giving  rise  to  a  new  era  in  maritime  his- 
tory, and  entwining  round  the  brows  of  the 
United  States  a  wreath  of  imperishable  laurel, 
turns  out  te  be  a  violation  of  that  instrument 
on  the  sacredness  of  which  depends  the  Union 
and  happiness  of  America.  The  war  is  not  un- 
constitutional, nor  can  it,  by  any  possibility,  be 
so  considered. 

But  it  is  said  that,  as  the  Orders  in  Council 
are  repealed,  the  question  of  impressment  is  the 
only  one  in  controversy  between  the  United 
States  and-Great  Britain ;  and,  on  the  subject,  the 
honorable  gentleman  from  North  Carolina,  (Mr. 
PEAEspif,)  has,  without  difficulty,  settled  prin- 
ciples about  which  jurists  have  differed  in  opin- 
ion. He  contends  that  individuals  cannot  di- 
vest themselves  of  their  allegiance ;  that  the 
right  of  expatriation  does  not  exist ;  that  the 
practice  of  naturalization  is  wrong.  These 
opinions  are  as  erroneous  as  they  are  repugnant 
to  every  principle  of  human  liberty,  and  owe 
their  origin  to  feudal  times  and  feudal  States ; 
times  and  States,  the  prolific  sources  of  the 
vUest  principles  in  politics  and  morals. 

I  believe  that  every  civilized  nation  under 
the  sun  is  in  the  practice  of  naturalizing  for- 
eigners. The  omnipotent  Parliament  of  Great 
Britain  exercises  this  right.  The  rights  of  all 
independent  nations  are  equal.  Whatever 
course  Great  Britain  pursues  in  relation  to  the 
subjects  or  citizens  of  other  countries,  these 
countries  are  authorized  to  pursue  in  relation  to 
the  subjects  of  Great  Britain.  Whatever  her 
admirers  may  say  to  the  contrary,  if  she  does 
not  acknowledge,  she  is  compeUed  to  act  in 
conformity  to  this  principle.  Where  is  there  in 
her  history  an  example  of  her  punishing  as  a 
traitor,  a  Briton  naturalized  by  a  foreign  Gov- 
ernment, although  found  in  arms  against  her  ? 
If  a  subject  could  not  divest  himself  of  his  nat- 
ural allegiance ;  if  once  a  subject  always  a  sub- 
ject, were  true,  how  is  it  that  Napper  Tandy 
was  suffered  to  escape  punishment  ?  Why  was 
he  not  hanged  as  a  traitor  ?  He  was  born  in 
Ireland,  became  a  French  citizen,  served  in  war 
against -his  native  country,  was  taken,  tried,  and 
found  guilty  of  high  treason ;  hut  when  a  terri- 
ble retaliation  was  threatened  by  France,  in  the 
event  of  his  execution,  that  nation,  which  never 
yields  to  threats,  restored  him  to  his  thfen 
adopted  country. 

But  gentlemen  are  opposed  to  the  farther 
prosecution  of  the  war.  Do  they  contend  that 
the  causes  which  rendered  it  necessary  have 
been  removed  ?  Have  we  obtained  the  objects 
for  which  it  was  commenced  ?  Is  the  new  and 
before  unheard-of  system  of  blockade  abandon- 
ed? A  system  which,  under  the  pretence  of 
being  a  nulitary  measure,  was  converted  into  a 
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commercial  Bclieme  beneficial  'to  the  belliger- 
ents, and  destructive  alone  to  the  rights  of  the 
neutrals.  Have  our  citizens  been  restored  to 
their  country  ?  Is  any  disposition  evidenced  to 
omit  tearing  them  from  their  homes  and  fami- 
lies in  future  ?  What  will  be  the  consequence 
of  laying  down  our  arms,  of  shrinking  from  our 
present  attitude?  We  are  at  the  feet  of  Great 
Britain :  and  after  having  for  years  attempted 
in  vain  to  obtain  justice,  we  are  to  recommence 
fruitless  negotiation.  Admit  that  we  are  un- 
able to  enforce  our  demands,  to  support  our  in- 
dependence, that  we  cannot  carry  on  war,  that 
the  friends  of  the  British  Government  in  this 
country  (to  use  their  own  expression)  wiU  not 
permit  us ;  in  such  a  situation,  with  such  admis- 
sion, to  expect  justice  would  be  folly  in  the  ex- 
treme. England  would  return  to  her  habitual 
spoliations,  would  re-establish  that  state  pre- 
cisely the  most  beneficial  to  herself  the  most 
injurious  to  us:  infinitely  better  to  her  than 
peace  on  fair  terms,  for  then  the  opportunity 
would  be  lost  of  feeding  and  enriching  her  navy 
at  our  expense ;  better  than  war,  as  the  numer- 
ous prizes  brought  into  her  ports  of  late  very 
clearly  prove.  Formerly  the  losses  were  exclu- 
sively ours.  Yes,  sir,  willingly  would  she  return 
to,  and  forever  continue,  her  former  career  of 
depredation;  and  the  next  ten  years  would  add 
another  thousand  to  the  thousand  American 
vessels  already  carried  into  her  ports. 

Too  long  did  we  sufier  disgrace  and  degrada- 
tion. Peace,  with  aU  its  blessings,  may  be  en- 
joyed at  too  dear  a  price.  But  yet,  while  it 
was  possible  to  preserve  it,  we  shut  our  eyes 
against  the  most  flagrant  injuries;  we  affected 
not  to  hear  the  loudest  insults.  Peace  was  con- 
genial to  our  habits,  favorable  to  the  principles 
of  our  Government.  It  was  not  to  be  appre- 
hended it  would  be,  nor  cannot  be  now  believed 
that  it  was  wantonly  abandoned.  Whilst  tran- 
quillity prevailed  it  was  wise  to  dwell  on  its  ad- 
vantages. Now,  that  in  spite  of  all  our  efforts 
we  are  at  war,  it  is  well  to  inquire  whether  cir- 
cumstances may  not  grow  out  of  it  favorable  to 
our  future  happiness  and  prosperity. 

The  British  possessions  in  America  present 
themselves  to  our  view  and  invite  a  conquest. 
I  am  struck  with  the  contrariety  of  opinion- 
which  prevails  among  gentlemen.  Some  of 
them  speak  of  the  country  as  barren,  the  cli- 
mate as  inclement,  the  inhabitants  thereby  scat- 
tered over  the  face  of  the  territory.  If  this  be 
true,  it  wiU  not  be  considered  as  worth  defend- 
ing, and  as  by  its  loss  Britain  loses  nothing,  the 
synipathy  which  she  seems  to  have  excited,  and 
the  doleful  jeremiads  to  which  her  anticipated 
disasters  have  given  rise,  are  as  unnecessary  as 
they  are  misplaced.  But  others  say,  no  doubt 
from  its  importance  to  its  European  sovereign 
-It  wOl  be  defended  to  the  last  extremity;  that 
■  the  United  States  cannot  take  it ;  that  thearmy 
we  propose  to  send  into  the  field  will  prove  in- 
sufSpient.  When  gentlemen  differ  so  widely, 
no  satisfactory  conclusion  pan  be  drawn  from 
their  opinions.    Sir,  Canada  will  be  defended, 


and  it  is  from  a  belief  of  that  fact,  and  from  a 
knowledge  of  the  forcfe  which  Great  Britain 
may  bring  into  the  field,  that  the  troops  now 
demanded  become  necessary.^  We  have  heard 
an  estimate  of  that  force  too  often  to  be  again 
repeated.  It- has  lost  nothing  of  its  magnitude 
and  importance.  Its  valor  has  received  the 
highest  praise,  and  we  are  triumphantly  asked 
if  we  expect  to  intimidate  Great  Britain. 

Sir,  none  hut  cowards  calculate  on  the  cow- 
ardice of  their  foe.  We  do  not  expect  to  intim- 
idate her.  We  expect  to  meet  her  armies  in 
the  field  and  to  vanquish  them.  The  power  of 
Britain  must  be  extinguished  in  America.  She 
must  no  longer  be  permitted  to  corrupt  the 
principles  and  to  disturb  the  peace  and  tran- 
quillity of  our  citizens.  Our  frontier  inhabitants 
must  not  be  kept  in  dread  and  danger  from  her 
Indian  allies.  And  never  shaU  we  be  secure 
among  ourselves,  and  exempt  from  the  mis- 
chievous intrigues  of  Europeans,  until  European 
power  is  expelled  across  the  Atlantic.  The 
gentleman  from  Massachusetts  says,  that  Can- 
ada entered  into  the  scheme  of  the  war.  It 
certainly  does  now  enter  into  the  scheme  of  the 
war.  Sir,  no  citizen  of  the  United  States  would 
have  given  his  consent  to  an  unprovoked  attack 
on  that  country  merely  for  the  purpose  of  get- 
ting possession  of  it.  But  I  do,  for  one,  rejoice 
that,  under  present  circumstances,  we  tlius  have 
an  opportunity  afforded  us,  not  only  to  make 
our  enemy  feel  our  power,  but  to  drive  him 
from  this  continent,  and  to  remove  one  of  the 
most  frequent  causes  of  war  among  nations — 
neighborhood  and  contiguity.  The  evils  of 
peace,  on  the  terms  of  gentlemen  in  opposition, 
cannot  be  borne.  Let  us  then,  with  firmness, 
persevere  in  the  contest  in  which  we  are  en- 
gaged, until  it  can  be  terminated  on  principles 
compatible  with  the  rights  and  honor  of  the 
nation. 

The  committee  now  rose,  reported  progress, 
and  obtained  leave  to  sit  again. 


TuESDAT,  January  12. 
Additional  Military  Force. 
The  House  again  resolved  itself  into  Com- 
mittee of  the  Whole,  on  the  bill  to  raise  an  ad- 
ditional army  of  twenty  thousand  men,  for  one 
year. 
Mr.  Emott  addressed  the  Chair  as  follows  : 
Mr.  Chairman :  I  mean' no  common-place  re- 
mark, wlien  I  declare  to  you,  that  I  address  you 
on  the  subjects  which  have  been  brought  into 
this  debate,  and  as  I  think  properly  so  bronghj^ 
with  great  reluctance.  My  general  deportment 
since  I  have  been  honored  with  a  seat  on  this 
floor,  is  suflScient  evidence  to  you  and  the  com- 
mittee that  I  feel  an  unwillingness  to  mingle  in 
the  war  of  words  which  is  carried  on  here. 
There  are  causes  which  add  to  this  repugnance 
oa  the  present  occasion.  The  debate  has  beejn 
continued  for  such  a  length  of  time,  and  in  part 
has  been  conducted  with  so  much  asperity,  that 
the  minds  of  all  have  become  fatigued,  and  tKe 
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passions  of  many  inflamed.  I  know,  and  I  duly 
appreciate  the  difficulties  -which,  under  such 
tiircnmstances,  snrronnd  and  face  the  speaker. 
But,  sir,  there  are  considerations  of  public  duty, 
and  individual  propriety,  which  nrge,  nay,  de- 
mand of  me,  to  ask  your  patience,  and  the  in- 
dulgence of  the  House,  whUe  I  present  to  you 
and  to  them  my  view  of  the  great  subjects  in- 
volved in  this  discussion. 

Mr.  Chairman,  I  am  aware  that,  in'  the  dis- 
cussion I  am  about  commencing,  I  shall  render 
myself  obnoxious  to  the  wit  of  gentlemen  who 
think  that,  to  bring  into  view  other  topics  than 
those  which  arise  out  of  the  details  of  the  bill 
now  on  your  table,  is  to  go  beyond  the  range  of 
legitimate  debate.  The  bill  contemplates  the 
Raising  an  additional  military  force  of  twenty 
thousand  men ;  thus  increasing  the  Military  Es- 
tablishment, or  the  standing  army  of  the  coun- 
try, to  upwards  of  fifty-five  thousand  men. 
Now,  su*,  with  the  details  of  this  bill  I  have 
nothing  to  do.  Nay,  I  will  confess  to  you  that 
I  like  the  bill  as  it  stands,  providing  for  enlist- 
ments for  one  year  only,  better  than  I  should 
were  it  amended,  as  has  been  proposed,  by 
prolonging  the  terms,  precisely  for  the  reason 
that  the  force  will  be  less  efficient  and  danger^ 
0U3,  and  more  under  legislative  control.  I  med- 
dle not  with  the  fitness  of  the  instrument. 
That  is  the  business  of  other  men ;  but,  being 
opposed  to  the  continuance  of  the  war  offen- 
sively, as  I  was  to  its  commencement,  I  cannot 
consent  to  grant  any  further  force  to  carry  it 
on.  The  only  check,  or  control,  which  the 
Legislature  can  constitutionally  hdve  over  a 
war  after  it  is  begun,  is  in  withholding  the 
means ;  and,  in  voting  the  means,  either  in  men 
or  money,  every  member  of  the  Legislature 
ought  to  be  satisfied  of  the  necessity  of  prose- 
cuting the  war. 

According  to  my  best  judgment,  sir,  this  war 
vras  improperly  commenced,  and  it  is  unneces- 
sarily continued ;  and  I  shall  now  proceed  to 
explain  the  grounds  of  that  judgment  by  an  ex- 
amination of  the  causes  of  the  war,  as  they  ex- 
isted at  its  commencement,  and  as  they  now  re- 
main. As  this  is  the  first  time  the  subject  has 
been  brought  into  debate,  and,  indeed,  the 
earliest  opportunity  which  -has  been  allowed,  of 
an  open  discussion,  I  am  sure  I  shall  be  pardoned 
for  going  into  detail,  if  I  even  should  be  tedi- 
ous, as  I  know  I  shall  be  uninteresting.  It  is  a 
right  which  I  think  I  may  claim,  to  state  dis- 
tinctly my  reasons  amd  motives  for  the  votes 
which  I  have  given,  and  may  give,  in  relation 
to  the  war,  after  what  has  been  said  in  this 
House,  and  out  of  it,  about  the  opposition  to  the 
views  of  the  Administration. 

In  making  this  examination,  I  shall  pass  in 
review,  in  as  brief  a  manner  as  possible,  the 
three  great  subjects  of  complaint  against  Great 
Britain;  her  orders  of  blockade,  her  Orders  in 
Council,  and  her  practice  of  impressment.  But 
for  one  or  all  of  these,  the  war  certainly  would 
not  have  been  declared ;  and  I  may  assume  that, 
for  but  one  or  all  of  these,  the  war  ought  not 


to  be  continued.  I  cannot,  indeed,  but  recol- 
lect, that  the  gentleman  from  Louisiana  has 
mentioned  the  conquest  of  Canada,  and  of  the 
Floridas,  as  causes  for  the  continuance  of  the 
war.  As  respects  the  Canadas,  I  have  here- 
tofore understood  that  their  reduction  might 
be  a  consequence  of  the  war,  but  never  until 
now  did  I  know  that  it  was  to  be  shifted  into 
a  cause  for  carrying  it  on.  And,  in  regard  to 
the  Floridas,  I  wiU  not  consent  that  their  con- 
quest should,  in  the  existing  relations  of  this 
country,  Bfe  either  a  cause  or  consequence  of 
war.  I  will  confess  to  you,  that  an  invasion 
of  the  colonies  of  Spain  at  this  time,  under  the 
stale  excuses  of  convenience  or  necessity,  strikes 
me  with  abhorrence.  It  is  not  only  against 
the  genius  of  our  Government,  and,  as  I  hope, 
the  character  of  our  people,  but,  if  persisted 
in,  wiU  be  a  foul  blot  in  our  national  history. 

[Here  the  speaker  entered  into  an  elaborate  docu- 
mentary investigation  to  show  that  the  Decree  of 
Blockade,  and  the  Orders  in  Council,  were  not  ade- 
quate causes  for  war  at  the  time  it  was  declared — and 
that  both  these  causes  had  since  ceased  to  esist,  the 
Orders  in  Council  having  been  revoked,  and  the 
fictitious,  or  paper  blockades,  discontinued.] 

Impressment  of  Seamen. — The  injury  done  to 
our  seamen  under  the  British  practice  of  im- 
pressment, was  also  made  a  cause  of  the  war, 
and  to  the  eye,  at  least,  it  is  the  only  one  which 
now  remains. 

Mr.  Chairman,  the  discussion  of  this  subject 
is  attended  with  adventitious  difficulties,  grow- 
ing out  of  the  times  and  the  state  of  the  coun-  ■ 
try.  The  public  mind,  in  some  sections  of  the 
Union,  is  in  such  a  feverish  state  on  this  ac- 
count, from  tales  oft  told  of  bondage  worse 
than  negro  slavery,  and  of  condemnation  with- 
out trial,  that  the  person  who  is  willing  to 
"hear  the  other  party,"  is  at  once  branded 
with  foreign  partialities,  and  threatened  with 
the  trial  by  mob.  Besides,  sir,  it  is  intimated 
that  a  negotiation  is  to  be  had,  or  may  possi- 
bly be  attempted,  which  may  be  affected  by 
an  open  discussion  of  the  topic.  In  point  of 
duty,  I  feel  myself  called  upon  to  take  some 
notice  of  the  subject,  but  my  view  of  it  will 
be  less  perfect  than  in  a  different  situation  I 
should  think  desirable. 

The  President,  in  the  war  Message,  thus  in- 
troduces the  subject:  "British  cruisers  have 
been  in  the  continued  practice  of  violating  the 
American  fiag  on  the  great  highway  of  nations, 
and  of  seizing  and  carrying  off  persons  sailing 
under  it;  not  in  the  exercise  of  a  belligerent' 
right,  founded  on  the  law  of  nations  against  an 
enemy,  but  of  a  municipal  prerogative  over 
British  subjects."  As  this  does  not  present  the 
case  in  its  true  light,  I  shall,  for  the  purpose  of 
fairly  bringing  to  view  the  conflicting  claims  of 
the  two  nations,  give  you  an  extract  from  the 
letter  of  Mr.  Madison  to  Mr.  Monroe,  of  the  5th 
of  January,  1804,  containing  instructions  for  a 
treaty  with  Great  Britain :     "  With  this  excep- 
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tion,  (persons  in  the  military  service  of  an  ene- 
my) we  consider  a  neutral  flag  on  the  high  seas, 
as  a  safeguard  to  those  sailing  under  it.  Great 
Britain,  on  the  contrary,  asserts  a  right  to  search 
for  and  seize  her  own  subjects;  and  under  that 
cover,  as  cannot  but  happen,  are  often  seized 
and  taken  off,  citizens  of  the  United  States,  and 
dtizens  or  subjects  of  other  neutral  countries, 
navjgating  the  high  seas,  under  the  protection 
of  the  American  flag." 

The  claim,  then,  on  the  part  of  the  British  is, 
that  in  time  of  war  they  have  a  right  to  enter 
neutral  merchant  vessels  on  the  high  seas,  to 
search  for  and  seize  their  subjects,  being  sea- 
men. On  our  part  it  is,  that  on  the  high  seas 
the  flag  shall  cover  and  protect  all  sailing  under 
it,  whether  British  subjects  or  American  citi- 
zens. These  are  distinctly  the  claims  of  right 
on  the  part  of  the  two  nations,  and  I  shall  so 
consider  them,  without  regard  to  practice  apart 
from  right. 

One  or  two  remarks,  sir,  before  I  enter  upon 
the  subject.  The  first  is,  that  I  do  not  mean  to 
moot  the  point,  relative  to  the  rights  of  our 
naturalized  citizens,  or  the  extent  of  our  duties 
towards  them.  But  this  I  wUl  say,  that  I  am 
willing  to  give  them  all  the  protection  which 
the  situation  of  the  country  and  its  true  inter- 
ests will  justify.  I  know  that  the  unruly  pas- 
sions and  the  meddling  dispositions  of  some 
foreigners,  have  raised  prejudices  in  the  minds 
of  many  persons  against  all  foreigners.  But  I 
know,  also,  and  I  speak  without  reference  to 
political  opinions  or  prejudices,  that  among  our 
naturalized  citizens  are  to  be  found  men,  and 
many  men,  too,  of  great  worth  and  respectabili- 
ty, and  who  are  extensively  useful  to  the  coun- 
try. These  men  have  my  good  wiU,  and  it  is 
cgrtainly  my  wish,  that  they  should  be  fostered 
and  protected,  as  far  as  it  can  be  done,  without 
putting  at  hazard  the  great  interests  and  the 
permanent  welfare  of  the  country.  But,  sir, 
to  this  class  of  our  citizens,  the  claim  that  they 
are  to  be  protected  on  the  high  seas  by  our 
flag,  is  really  of  little  importance.  Our  claim 
never  was,  and  I  am  sure  never  will  be,  that 
they  are  to  be  protected,  if  they  put  themselves 
within  the  power  of  their  former  Sovereign, 
by  going  to  his  ports,  or  placing  themselves  on 
his  terrijiories.  And  yet  such  is  the  state  of 
the  commerce  of  the  world,  that  it  can  scarce- 
ly happen  in  a  mercantile  voyage,  in  this  or  the 
other  hemisphere,  that  the  vessel  will  not  at 
some  time  be  in  a  British  port,  and  the  crew 
on  British  ground;  our  right  of  flag  will  not 
then  save  our  adopted  citizens  from  impress- 
ment. For  the  slight  beneflt,  therefore,  to  our 
naturalized  citizens,  which  can  arise  under  our 
claim,  if.  established,  I  am  sure  the  well-mean- 
ing and  reasonable  part  of  them  will  not  ask 
the  country  to  continue  the  war  on  their  ac- 
count. ■ 

Another  remark  which  I  wish  to  make  is,  that 
I  am  most  decidedly  the  friend,  nay,  sir,  if  you 
please,  the  partisan,  of  the  seamen  of  the  coun- 
try.   I  have  no  doubt  that  this  nation  is  destin- 


ed to  be  a  great  maritime  power ;  and  that,  in 
times  not  very  far  distant,  we  are  to  owe  our 
prosperity,  as  a  commercial  people,  and  possi- 
bly, under  Providence,  our  security,  to  our 
seamen.  I  am  therefore  a  friend  to  "  seamen'a 
rights,"  properly  understood  and  fairly  enforc- 
ed ;  but  this  shall  not  blind  me  to  the  rights  of 
others.  Besides,  in  a  war  to  be  carried  on  for 
seamen  alone,  and  that,  too,  on  the  abstract 
question  of  the  right  of  flag,  I  can  see  great 
danger  to  the  seamen  in  their  just  claims  to 
protection ;  and,  I  must  beg  their  friends,  in 
and  out  of  this  House,  to  reflect  before  they 
act.  As  surely  as  the  war  is  continued  on  this, 
ground  alone,  bo  surely  will  seamen  become 
unpopular,  and  their  rights  be  neglected.  When 
the  evils  of  the  war  press  upon  the  country, 
and  press  they  will ;  when  the  many  lives  sacri- 
flced,  and  the  countless  millions  expended,  shall 
be  brought  to  view,  is  it  not  to  be  apprehended 
that  seamen  and  their  claim  will  be  remember- 
ed, only  as  the  cause  of  the  scenes  of  expense 
and  blood  through  which  we  are  to  pass?  It 
is  not  dealing  fairly  with  our  seamen,  to  make 
them  the  scape-goats  of  this  war. 

The  British  then  claim  the  right,  in  time  of 
war,  to  take  their  seamen  out  of  neutral  mer- 
chant vessels  on  the  high  seas. 

la  this  cla/im  a  novel  one  f  That  the  claim 
is  novel,  is  certainly  intimated  by  the  Commit- 
tee of  Foreign  Relations,  when  they  say  that 
the  impressment  of  which  we  complain,  is  "  a 
practice  which  has  been  unceasingly  maintain- 
ed by  Great  Britain  in  the  wars  to  which  she 
has  been  a  party  since  our  Revolution."  In- 
deed, it  has  been  most  roundly  asserted,  and  by 
many  it  is  believed,  that  the  British  claim  was 
made  for  the  first  time  after  our  war ;  that  it 
originated  in  views  hostile  to  our  commerce 
and  maritime  rights  ;  and  that  in  practice  it  is 
only  brought  to  bear  upon  us.  In  truth,  how- 
ever, whatever  may  he  the  justice  of  the  claim, 
it  is  not  a  recent  one.  It  has,  in  a  greater  or 
less  degree,  been  practised  on  in  all  the  wars  in 
which  England  has  been  engaged  for  the  two 
last  centuries. 

The  instructions  to  armed  ships  are  not  fre- 
quently made  public ;  but  it  so  happens,  that 
we  have  in  print  an  instruction  on  this  very 
point,  given  in  1646,  by  the  Earl  of  Northum- 
berland, Lord  High  Admiral  of  England,  to  Sir 
John  Pennington,  which  goes  beyond  the  pres- 
ent claim  :  "  As  you  meet  with  any  men  of 
war,  merchants,  or  other  ships,  belonging  to  any 
foreign  Prince  or  State  in  any  road  where  yon, 
or  any  of  His  Majesty's  fleet,  may  happen  to 
come,  you  are  to  send  to  see  whether  there  be 
any  of  His  Majesty's  subjects  on  board ;  and  if 
any  seamen,  gunners,  pilots,or  marines,  (whether 
English,  Scotch,  or  Irish,)  b6  found  on  board, 
you  are  to  cause  such  of  his  Majesty's  subjects 
to  be  taken  forth,  and  so  disposed  of  as  they 
shall  be  forthcoming,  t6  answer  their  contempt 
of  His  Majesty's  proclamation  in  that  kind." 
These  instructions  were  modified  in  the  reign  of 
Charles  the  Second,  so  as  to  exclude  public 
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armed  vessels,  and  with  this  modification  they 
have  come  down  to  the  present  times.  If  it 
were  at  all  neoessary"  to  the  purposes  of  my  ar- 
gument, I  might  show  that  this  right  has  heen 
exercised  both  towards  France  and  Holland, 
long  before  we  had  existence  as  a  nation. 
Their  vessels  have  been  searched,  and  British 
seamen  taken  from  them.  But  enough  has 
been  said  to  prove  that  the  claim,  if  nujust,  is 
not  novel. 

Ig  the  claim  peculiar  to  the  British  f  I  am 
justified  in  saying  that  this  claim,  in  time  of  war, 
to  search  for  and  seize  seamen  in  neutral  mer- 
chant vessels,  on  the  high  seas,  has  been  made 
and  exercised  by  every  maritime  nation  in 
Europe.  To  be  more  particular — ^I  assert,  and 
stand  ready  to  prove,  that  it  has  been  made  and 
enforced  by  France  as  well  as  England,  and  is 
now.  It  would  be  a  waste  of  time  to  go  very 
much  at  large  into  the  French  usages  on  this 
subject.  I  propose  to  do  little  more  than  to 
refer  to  one  or  two  French  ordinances,  and 
then  show  from  our  State  papers  their  practi- 
cal application  to  us. 

By  the  French  laws,  and  they  are  ancient 
laws,  the  seamen  of  the  country  are  all  classed, 
and  enrolled,  and  licensed.  In  1784,  an  edict 
was  made  which  is  stiU  in  force,  declaring,  that 
any  classed  seaman,  who  shall,  in  time  of  peace, 
be  found  serving  in  foreign  ships,  shall  be  sen- 
tended  to  fifteen  days'  confinement,  and  reduced 
to  the  lowest  wages,  and  serve  two  years  extra- 
ordinary at  the  lowest  rate  ;  but  those  who,  in 
time  of  war,  shall  be  arrested  in  foreign  ships, 
or  passing  into  foreign  countries,  shall  be  sen- 
tenced to  three  years'  service  in  the  galleys. 
Under  the  authority  of  this,  and  similar  ordi- 
nances, the  French  have  taken  their  seamen  out 
of  our  vessels,  and  in  some  instances  our  sea- 
men with  them. 

Mr.  Chairman,  the  first  proof  relative  to  the 
committee,  is  the  impressment  document  of 
January  last,  known  to  the  American  people  as 
the  6,05T  document.  The  Secretary  of  State, 
Ml".  Monroe,  at  the  close  of  the  introductory  re- 
port, says,  "it  is  equally  impossible,  from  the 
want  of  precise  returns,  to  make  an  accurate 
report  of  the  names  or  number  of  citisens  of  the 
United  States,  who  have  heen  compelled  to  enter 
into  the  French  seroice,  or  are  heU  in  captimty 
under  the  authority  of  that  Oovemment,  whe- 
ther taken  from  vessels  captured  on  the  high 
seas,  or  seized  in  rivers,  ports,  or  harbors ;  the 
names  of  a  few  only,  greatly  below  the  number 
believed  to  be  so  detained,  being  within  the 
knowledge  of  this  Department.  A  detail  there- 
fore is  not  attempted,  with  respect  to  this  part 
of  the  call  of  the  House  of  Representatives." 
Yes,  sir,  it  is  known  to  the  Administration,  that 
some  of  our  citizens  have  been  compelled  to  en- 
ter into  the  service  of  the  French  Emperor, while 
others  are  held  in  captivity  by  him.  Ask,  how- 
ever, for  their  names,  and  you  have  for  answer, 
that  all  the  persons  detained  are  not  known 
to  the  Grovernment,  and  therefore  it  cannot  be 
material  that  you  should  have  the  names  of 


any.  Say  to  gentlemen,  here  is  a  case  of  Amer- 
ican rights  violated,  and  you  will  be  told,  that 
the  injury,  in  practice,  is  not  of  sufficient  impor- 
tance to  justify  strong  measures  against  the 
French  Government.  Be  it  so.  But  attempt 
to  prove  to  the  same  gentlemen,  that  the  prac- 
tical operation  of  British  blockades  and  Orders 
in  Council,  is  not  such  as  to  require  war,  you 
wiU  then  hear,  that  it  is  necessary  to  fight 
about  the  principle.  ' 

I  have  one  other  paper  to  lay  before  the  com- 
mittee, on  tMs  subject.  For  some  years  back, 
the  information  about  French  impressments  has 
been  general  and  vague,  or  altogether  withheld. 
Formerly  this  was  otherwise.  In  a  report  re- 
specting the  impressment  of'  seamen  in  1797, 
made  by  the  Secretary  of  State  to  this  House, 
on  the  27th  of  February,  1798,  we  have  the 
names  of  upwards  of  twenty  American  citizens, 
taken  out  of  American  vessels,  on  the  high  seas, 
by  Freijch  pi-ivateers.  We  have  more,  sir. 
This  same  report  states,  that  two  French  seamen 
named  Lewis  had  been  impressed  from  on  board 
the  American  ship  Bryseis  by  a  French  Com- 
modore's ship ;  that  Francis  Gibbons,  a  native  of 
France,  but  married  and  resident  at  New  Lon- 
don in  Connecticut,  was  impressd  from  the  Amer- 
ican ship  Edward,  at  Eochefort,  by  authority  of 
the  French  Republic,  and  put  on  board  a 
French  ship  of  war :  and  that  Henry  Doughty, 
an  American,  was  impressed  at  sea  from  the 
American  brig  Elsa  by  the  French  frigates 
Lapancy  and  Thetis.  I  could  instance  other 
cases,  but  these  are  sufficient  to  show,  that 
neither  the  claim  nor  the  exercise  of  it  is  pecu- 
liar to  the  British. 

If  this  right,  or  claim  of  right,  however,  is 
made  a  mere  pretext  by  any  nation  to  seize  and 
detain  our  seamen,  I  am  willing  to  allow  that 
it  would  be  a  cause  of  war.  But  even  in  this 
case,  war  ought  not  to  be  waged  untU  we  have 
done  our  duty  to  our  seamen  and  the  offending 
nation,  by  making  suitable  regulations  to  pre- 
vent tie  employment  of  the  seamen  of  such 
nation.  Have  we  done  this,  as  respects  Great 
Britain?  Perhaps  some  such  regulation  is  to 
be  found  in  the  law  which  defines  what  vessel 
is  an  American  vessel,  and  which,  ^s  such,  is 
entitled  to  hoist  our  flag.  Look  at  it,  sir.  Ac- 
cording to  the  act  of  December,  1793,  an  Amer- 
ican ship  is  one  wholly  owned  by  an  American 
citizen,  and  commanded  by  a  person  also  a 
citizen.  The  crew  may  be  all  foreigners — all 
Englishmen,  if  yon  please — aU  English  deserters. 
In  this,  therefore,  we  find  no  security  to  the 
British  Government. 

But,  we  have  also  the  law  of  May,  1796, 
which  provides,  that  the  collectors  may  register 
seamen  calling  themselves  American,  and  grant 
certificates  of  citizenship.  Out  of  this  law,  it 
is  presumed,  has  grown  the  practice  of  granting 
protections,  as  they  are  called — ^papers  procured 
from  notaries  and  magistrates,'  ofttimes  on  the 
most  barefaced  perjuries,  and  always  considered 
as  a  species  of  negotiable  property  for  value 
received.    Sir,  these  protectibns,  in  their  abuse, 
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are  a  scandal  to  the  natipn.  It  has  made  false 
swearing  an  employment,  and  the  granting  of 
false  papers  a  business.  The  price  of  such  a 
paper  is  as  well  known  in  the  great  seaport 
towns  as  is  that  of  your  stocks.  AJl^  ages  and 
complexions  and  tongues  may  have  this  badge  of 
citizenship,  by  paying  the  charges  in  such  cases 
provided.  If  fhis,  however,  was  not  so;  if 
protections  were  only  granted  to  real  Amer- 
icans ;  it  is  difficult  to  see  how  this  is  to  pre- 
vent the  employment  of  British  sailors.  It  is 
not  necessary  that  the  persons  navigating  an 
American  vessel  should  have  them. 

This  act  of  ours  was  presented  to  the  British 
Government  by  Mr.  King,  in  January,  1797, 
and  Lord  GrenviUe,  on  the  27th  of  March  fol- 
lowing, in  a  manner  highly  conciliatory,  and 
certainly  with  much  force,  stated  specific  objec- 
tions to  the  law.  The  Executive,  when  in  July 
last  he  answered  the  call  of  the  Senate  for 
papers  relative  to  impressments,  omitted  this 
letter  of  Lord  Grenville,  but  he  gives  a  letter 
fi'om  the  then  Secretary  of  State,  to  our  Minister 
at  the  British  Court,  of  the  third  of  October, 
1797,  in  which  the  force  of  the  objections 
seems  to  be  admitted :  "  Lord  Greuville's  ob- 
servations on  the  act  of  Congress  for  the  relief 
and  protection  of  American  seamen,  present 
difficulties  which  demand  consideration  at  the 
ensuing  session."  Nothing  was,  however,  done 
at  that  or  any  future  session.  In  truth,  we 
have  done  nothing  to  prevent  the  employment 
of  British  seamen  in  our  public  or  private  ships ; 
and  they  are  to  be  found  in  both.  And  yet, 
with  this  fact  staring  us  in  the  face,  we  are 
called  upon  to  say  that  the  war  is  altogether 
just  on  our  part ! 

It  wO  probably  be  urged  that  the  British 
practice  under  this  claim,  in  its  application  to 
us,  was  sufficient  to  prove  that  the  reclamation 
of  their  seamen  was  not  so  much  the  object  of 
the  British  Government,  as  the  seizure  of  our 
seafaring  citizens :  that  it  had  become  so  out- 
rageous as  not  only  to  justify,  but  to  require 
war.  "Without,  sir,  meaning  to  excuse  or  to 
palliate  the  taking  even  the  cabin  boy,  if  done 
knowingly  and  wittingly ;  and  being  willing  to 
admit,  that  about  the  period  of  the  attack  on 
the  Chesapeake,  we  had  much  and  serious  cause 
to  complain  on  the  subject,  I  must  be  permitted 
to  say  that  I  have  not  evidence  to  satisfy  me, 
that  when  we  declared  war,  the  practice  of  the 
British  was  such  as  to  prove  that  the  claim  on 
their  part  was  a  mere  pretext  to  take  our 
sailors.  In  truth,  I  believe,  if  the  Administra- 
tion have  not  deceived  themselves  on  this  sub- 
ject, that  they  have  attempted  a  gross  deception 
on  the  public. 

The  instructions  given  at  this  day,  by  the 
British  Admiralty  to  a  naval  commander,  on 
this  subject,  directs  him,  "  when  he  meets  with 
any  foreign  ship  or  vessel,  to  send  a  lieutenant 
to  inquire  whether  there  may  be  on  board  of 
her  any  seamen  who  are  the  subjects  of  His 
Majesty ;  and  if  there  be,  to  demand  them,  pro- 
vided it  does  not  distress  the  ship ;  he  is  to  de- 


mand their  wages  up  to  the  day ;  but  he  is  to 
do  this  without  detaining  the  vessel  longer  than 
shall  be  necessary,  or  offering  any  violence  to, 
or  in  any  way  ill-treating  the  master  or  his 
crew."  Mr.  Monroe  may  perhaps  recognize  in 
this,  the  instructions  shown  to  him  after  his 
arrangement,  and  of  which  he  declared  him- 
self satisfied;  but  whether  he  does  or  not,  it 
must  be  conceded  that  it  provides  for  a  moder- 
ate exercise  of  the  right.  The  person  who  is 
to  make  the  search  is  an  officer  of  some  stand- 
ing ;  he  is  only  to  take  seamen  who  are  British 
subjects,  excluding  thereby,  not  merely  our 
citizens,  but  all  foreigners;  and  he  is  not  to 
take  even  British  seamen,  if,  by  it,  he  destroys 
the  crew,  or  endangers  the  vessel.  Allowing 
the  right  to  exist,  it  is  difficult  more  fairly  to 
regulate  its  exercise. 

But  it  may  be  urged  that  the  practice  of  tho 
British  commanders  does  not  correspond  with 
these  instructions;  that  they  search  and  seize 
at  large,  according  to  their  will  and  pleasure. 
I  know,  sir,  that  the  habits  and  education  of  a 
military  man,'  not  unfreqnently  make  him  act  as 
if  power  and  right  meant  the  same  thing :  and 
I,  therefore,  have  no  doubt  that  there  have  been 
abuses.  But  I  do  most  conscientiously  believe 
that  these  abuses  have  been  greatly  magnified, 
and  are,  even  by  the  well  meaning,  vastly  over- 
rated. I  am  aware  that  I  shall  be  refen'ed  to 
the  impressment  document  of  last  session. 
This  document,  sir,  is  so  iUy  understood,  and 
has  been  the  source  of  so  much  misrepresenta^ 
tion,  that  I  must  be  allowed  slightly  to  review 
it. 

The  Secretary,  in  the  report  says,  that  the 
list  transmitted  had  been  received  from  our 
agent  at  London,  and  "  contains  the  names  of 
American  seamen  and  citizens  who  have  been 
impressed  and  held  in  bondage  in  His  Britannic 
Majesty's  ships  of  war,  for  the  several  quarters 
of  1809  and  1810."  The  list  is  headed,  "  A  re- 
turn or  list  of  American  seamen  and  citizens 
who  have  been  impressed  and  held  on  board  of 
His  Britannic  Majesty's  ships  of  war,  from  1st 
of  AprU  to  the  30th  of  June,  inclusively,"  and 
so  of  the  other  quarters.  Now  the  plain  mean- 
ing of  this  is,  if  any  meaning  it  has,  that  the 
persons  whose  names  were  thus  sent  to  us  were 
impressed  and  made  to  serve  on  board  British 
armed  ships,  at  some  period  in  the  years  1809 
and  1810.  Indeed,  this  has  been  sa  stated  in 
this  House,  and  in  the  Administration  prints. 
And  yet  the  most  superficial  examination  will 
show  that  this  is  not  true.  Let  me  read  to  you 
one  or  two  names :  "  4868.  David  Wiley."  In 
the  column  of  the  "  result  of  applications  and 
remarks,"  we  have  this  explanation  of  his  case : 
"  Impressed  on  shore  at  New  Brunswick,  and 
taken  on  board  the  Plumper,  was  detained 
two  days,  when  the  commander  put  him  on 
board  a  vessel  bound  to  Aberdeen,  from  thence 
worked  his  passage  to  London,  and  appeared  at 
this  office  29th  August,  1805 ;  is  evidently  an 
American.  Discharged."  Here,  then,  we  have 
a  man  who  was  not  on  board  a  British  ship  in 
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1809,  and  -whose  "  bondage"  did  not  probably 
continue  more  than  two  days. 

Again,  "  4936.  Richard  Butler,  representing 
himself  of  Petersburg,  Pennsylvania.  Impress- 
ed 1797  at  the  Cape  of  Good  Hope,  from  the 
Mercury  of  Baltimore,  and  detained  on  board 
the  Garland."  Remark :  "  Remained  on  board 
the  Garland  two  months,  then  draughted  to  the 
Tremendous,  in  which  he  served  two  and  a  half 
years,  was  then  discharged ;  has  never  received 
his  wages  or  prize-money ;  says  he  was  weU 
used  on  board  both  ships.  Was  discharged  as 
an  American  citizen  at  the  Cape  of  Good  Hope ; 
his  pay  and  prize-money  lists  were  given  to  the 
consul  at  the  Cape.  Discharged."  This  man, 
therefore,  according  to  the  statement  of  our 
Consul,  so  far  from  having  been  impressed  and 
held  on  board  a  British  ship  in  1809,  had  been 
impressed  in  1^97,  and  discharged  in  1799.  I 
might,  sir,  give  you  many  other  cases  equally 
strong,  but  these  are  sufficient  to  prove  that, 
by  design  or  mistake,  the  document  is  wrongly 
headed ;  that  the  persons  named  in  the  list 
were  not  aU  on  board  British  ships  in  1809  and 
1810 ;  and,  therefore,  that,  in  its  general  results, 
it  does  not  show  the  state  of  the  British  practice 
in  those  years. 

In  truth,  the  list  is  nothing  more  than  the 
return  of  the  names  of  persons  who,  within  the 
year,  had  applied  to  Mr.  Lyman,  our  Consul 
and  agent  for  seamen,  for  protections  against 
future,  or  for  his  aid  in  getting  released  from 
present  impressment.  It  was  his  duty,  as  I  do 
not  doubt  it  was  made  his  interest,  to  receive 
all  applications,  and  when  necessary,  to  lay 
them  before  the  proper  British  authority.  Jew 
and  Greek,  Turk  and  Christian,  the  growth  of 
our  own  soil,  and  the  produce  of  other  conn- 
tries,  all  threw  themselves  upon  Mr.  Lyman, 
and  he,  laboring  in  his  vocation,  granted  patents 
of  citizenship,  or  made  his  claim  on  the  British 
Admiralty.  Sir,  there  is  not  a  man  who,  in 
practice  or  by  inquiry,  has  made  himself  ac- 
quainted with  the  manner  in  which  tliis  busi- 
ness is  transacted,  but  knows  that  many  foreign- 
ers who  never  saw  this  country,  or  sailed  under 
its  flag,  have  attempted,  by  application  to  our 
agents  abroad,  to  shield  themselves  against 
British  impressment.  The  Secretary  of  State, 
Mr.  Monroe,  needs  no  information  on  this  sub- 
ject, having  himself  resided  in  London  as  our 
Minister.  It  was  the  duty  of  our  agent  to  send 
home  some  account  of  his  proceedings,  and  I 
have  no  objection  to  his  making  such  a  list  as 
we  have  before  us.  But  I  do  object  to  its  being 
palmed  on  the  American  nation  as  a  true  history 
of  British  impressments  affecting  our  people 
and  nation.  I  pray  you  look  at  this  list.  In 
the  year  commencing  in  April,  1809,  and  end- 
ing in  March,  1810,  we  have  about  nine  hun- 
dred and  forty  names;  and  of  these,  about 
seven  hundred  are  given  with  blanks  in  the 
columns  for  the  "  towns  and  States  of  which 
they  represent  themselves  to  be  citizens" — 
"when  impressed" — "where  impressed"— 
"  ships  from  whence  taken" — "nations" — 
Vol.  IV.— 43 


"  masters."  The  time  and  the  result  of  the  ap- 
plication are  only  given.  And  from  these  en- 
tries in  Mr.  Lyman's  book  you  are  called  upon 
to  admit  that  the  applicant  was  an  .^jnerican, 
and  that  he  was  impressed  in  the  year  1809  by 
the  British,  on  the  high  seas,  out  of  an  American 
vessel.    Really,  this  is  asking  too  much. 

Mr.  Chairman,  I  have  examined  the  list  from 
April,  1809,  to  April,  1810,  with  great  atten- 
tion, for  the  purpose  of  ascertaining  the  number 
of  impressments  which  took  place  in  that  year, 
and  I  will  now  make  to  you  one  or  two  state- 
ments, which  may  cast  some  light  on  the  sub- 
ject of  the  British  practice.  The  number 
which,  by  the  list,  appears  to  have  been  im- 
pressed in  that  year,  is  one  hundred.  It  will 
be  understood  that  in  this  number  I  do  not  in- 
clude those  whose  names  are  carried  out  in 
blank,  as  has  been  stated.  It  is  uncertain 
whether  such  persons  ever  were  impressed^ 
and,  at  all  events,  it  is  fair  to  presume,  thOT 
their  service  on  board  British  ships  had  coiii- 
menced  before  1809,  or  otherwise  there  could 
be  no  difficulty  in  giving  dates.  Of  the  one 
hundred,  seventy-six  were  discharged,  and  six 
had  deserted,  leaving  less  than  twenty  to  be 
accounted  for. 

Another  result :  Of  the  persons  thus  taken, 
fifty-seven  were  impressed  on  shore,  and  forty- 
three  at  sea.  Again :  Thirty  of  these  seamen, 
when  impressed,  made  part  of  the  crews  of 
British  vessels,  and  thirty-four  American  ves- 
sels ;  and  of  the  thirty-four,  twelve  were  taken 
on  land ;  leaving  about  twenty-two  persons 
taken  from  American  vessels  on  the  high  seas. 
It  is  possible,  sir,  that  in  these  statements  I  may 
not  be  perfectly  accurate ;  I  am  certain,  how- 
ever, that  I  am  substantially  so. 

I  do  not  mean  to  represent  that  this  is  a  full 
account  of  all  the  impressments  which  took 
place  in  1809 ;  on  the  contrary,  I  admit  that  it 
is  not.  Many  impressments  were  certainly 
made  of  persons  undeniably  British  subjects, 
who  would  scarcely  think  of  applying  to  Mr. 
Lyman,  and  wUl  not,  therefore,  be  found  in  his 
hook.  Many  persons,  also,  having  a  right  to 
his  interference,  were  not  then  known  to  him. 
My  object  in  making  these  explanations,  was  to 
show  that  the  6,057  document  does  not  furnish 
such  strong  evidence  of  British  aggression  as 
has  been  supposed. 

The  number  of  our  seamen  impressed  by  the 
British  has  been  so  variously  represented,  that 
I  have,  from  motives  of  curiosity  as  well  as 
duty,  been  desirous  to  arrive  at  something  like 
a  reasonable  certainty  on  the  subject.  We  hear 
of  ten,  twenty,  nay,  forty  thousand  of  our  citi- 
zens, confined  in  the  floating  dungeons  of  Great 
Britain,  fighting  her  battles  against  their  wiD. 
The  evidence  of  this,  however,  is  only  to  be 
found  in  the  imagination  of  gentlemen.  It  is 
the  old  story  over  again,  of  the  "  six  men  in 
buckram."  In  part  representing  the  greatest 
commercial  State  in  the  Union,  it  may  be  ex- 
pected .that  I  have  some  personal  knowledge  on 
this  subject,  but  indeed  I  have  none  such  to 
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give.  Is  there  not  in  this  some  proof  that  the 
ovil  has  heen  magnified  ?  I  have  sought  for  in- 
formation in  quarters  where  only  it  is  to  be 
found,  among  the  shipping  merchants  and  ship 
owners  of  the  country.  I  will  now  furnish  you 
with  the  opinion  of  an  intelligent  gentleman 
from  Marblehead,  whose  means  of  information 
are  ample,  and  whose  veracity  will  not  be 
doubted.  I  mean  my  friend  from  Massachu- 
setts, who  sits  before  me.  (Mr.  Reed.)  He  has 
favored  me  with  this  statement. 

"  In  answer  to  yonr  inquiry  relative  to  the  seamen 
of  Marblehead,  I  have  to  remark  that  the  average 
shipping  of  that  port,  for  the  last  twenty  years,  may 
be  estimated  at  about  19,006  tons,  of  which  it  is  fair 
to  calculate  ten  thousand  tons  were  employed  in 
foreign  commerce,  and  the  residue  in  the  fisheries 
and  in  the  coasting  trade.  Allowing  six  men  to 
every  hundred  tons,  which  is  the  usual  estimate,  it 
gives  an  average  of  eleven  hundred  and  seventy-six 
seamen  in  all,  and  six  hundred  in  our  foreign  trade, 
each  year;  the  number  of  seamen,  therefore,  em- 
ployed from  Marblehead  for  the  last  twenty  years, 
must  have  been  considerable,  say  five  thousand.  I 
have  resided  at  that  place  nearly  twenty  years,  and, 
during  the  greater  part  of  the  time,  have  been 
actively  engaged  in  commerce.  According  to  my 
own  recollection,  aided  by  that  of  others  who  have 
the  best  means  of  information,  I  do  not  believe  that 
twenty  of  the  seamen  of  Marblehead,  native  or  na- 
turalized, have  been  impressed  by  the  British  within 
the  twenty  years,  and  it  is  not  known  that  one  has 
been  demanded  without  being  released." 

As  there  is  no  reason  to  suppose  that  Marble- 
head has  been  more  fortunate  with  respect  to 
impressments  than  other  places,  we  have  here 
something  whereby  to  form  an  estimate  of  the 
number  of  our  seamen  taken  by  the  British. 
My  own  conviction  is,  that  the  American  sea- 
men, impressed  and  held  by  the  British,  at  the 
commencement  of  this  war,  did  not  much  ex- 
ceed five  hundred  in  all,  and  certainly  did  not 
amount  to  one  thousand.  Permit  me,  sir,  to 
mention  one  circumstance  which  speaks  loudly 
on  this  subject.  If  the  practice  of  impressment 
had  been  as  outrageous  as  has  been  represented, 
it  must  have  fallen  with  great  force  on  the  East- 
ern States,  as  it  is  there  the  mass  of  our  seamen 
are  found.  We  are  then  to  expect  much  feeling 
and  passion  on  this  account.  The  war  must  be 
popular  when  the  cause  of  it  is  brought  home 
to  every  man's  door.  No  such  thing,  sir.  The 
war  is  confessedly  odious  there.  It  is  in  States 
where  seamen  never  grew  that  the  war  has  its 
strongest  advocates.  It  is  there  that  you  prin- 
cipally find  the  dark  pictures  of  sailors'  suffer- 
ings, and  hear  the  loud  and  long  appeals  to  the 
sympathies  and  passions  of  the  people  about 
seamen's  rights  and  seamen's  injuries. 

I  have  now,  sir,  finished  the  remarks  which  I 
intended  to  make  on  the  British  claim  and 
practice  of  impressment.  We  have  for  years 
past  had  so  much  idle  declamation  on  the  sub- 
ject, that  a  dispassionate  investigation  of  it 
appeared  to  me  to  be  called  for.  In  the  course 
of  these  remarks,  I  have  attempted  to  show 
that  the  claim  was  neither  novel  nor  peculiar, 


and  it  is  not  wholly  unsupported  by  reason ; 
that  our  true  interest  calls  more  for  a  fair  regu- 
lation of  the  practice  than  an  abandonment  of 
the  rights ;  and  that  the  conduct  of  the  British, 
of  late,  has  been  such  as  to  warrant  an  opinion, 
that  an  arrangement  may  be  made,  having  for 
its  object  a  proper  regulation  of  the  practice, 
leaving  the  rights  of  both  nations,  whatever 
they  may  be,  untouched.  Sir,  with  this  view 
of  the  subject,  it  is  not  possible  for  me  to  consent 
to  the  adoption  of  measures,  having  for  their 
object  the  further  prosecution  of  the  war  offen- 
sively on  our  part ;  and  I  cannot,  therefore,  vote 
for  the  bill  on  your  table.  The  war  has  not 
yet  assumed  a  character.  We  have,  indeed, 
added  much,  and  are  about  to  add  more,  to  the 
public  debt.  Already  a  portion  of  our  citizens 
are  burdened  with  oppressive  exactions  in  the 
form  of  duties,  and  heavy  taxes  are  staring  all 
in  the  face.  But  yet  our  homes  and  altars  re- 
main safe  and  unpolluted.  Let  us  seize  this  mo- 
ment to  give  the  nation  peace,  and  the  people 
happiness.  This  is  the  appointed  time,  and  if 
we  do  not  improve  it,  I  fear  my  country  is  to 
suffer  in  its  prosperity  and  its  institutions.  For 
Heaven's  sake  let  us  pause  1 

Mr.  Macon  said  after  failing  in  his  attempt  to 
amend  the  bUl,  he  had  considered  it  of  very 
little  importance ;  indeed,  in  its  present  form, 
he  was  not  anxious  whether  it  passed  or  not ; 
and  he  had  intended  not  to  have  troubled  the 
committee  on  the  subject,  but  the  strange  course 
which  the  debate  had  taken  had  called  him  up 
almost  against  his  own  consent.  He  could  truly 
say  that  he  would  not  have  offered  a  word  to 
the  committee,  had  not  those  who  oppose  the 
bill  have  brought  into  the  discussion  French  in- 
fluence, operating  by  a  sort  of  magic  on  every 
act  of  the  Executive.  The  conduct  of  the  Ex- 
ecutive had  nndergone  the  strictest  scrutiny  by 
these  gentlemen,  and  their  own  arguments 
would,  in  his  opinion,  convince  every  impartial 
man,  that  it  had  been  perfectly  fair  and  upright 
to  all  foreign  nations;  the  least  attention  to  the 
documents,  which  have  from  time  to  time  been 
published,  would  also  convince  every  man  of 
it,  and  satisfy  all  that  the  great  object  of  the 
Government  had  been  peace,  and  that  peace 
was  maintained  until  it  could  no  longer  be  done 
without  surrendering  almost  every  national 
right  worth  preserving.  Mr.  M.  said  he  would 
endeavor  in  his  observations  to  follow  the  ex- 
ample which  had  been  set  the  last  two  days : 
not  to  utter  a  word  to  wound  the  feelings  of 
any  one ;  nor  would  he  refer  to  the  documents, 
because  every  member  possessed  them,  and  they 
had  been  published  for  the  information  of  the 
people;  and  he  was  sure  that  the  committee 
must  be  tired  with  hearing  a  sentence  here,  and 
a  paragraph  there,  read  from  them.  The  true 
way  to  understand  them  was  to  read  the 
whole.  But  he  had  never  been  in  the  practice 
of  making  many  quotations  from  books  or  doc- 
uments, and  he  thought  it  unnecessary  to  make 
any  now.  He  was  clearly  of  opinion  that  the 
gentlemen  who  were  opposed  to  the  Adminis- 
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tration  had  the  right  to  say  whatever  they 
thought  of  It,  and  to  select  the  subject  on  which 
they  would  speak ;  and  as  they  had  made  the 
selection,  he  hoped  they  would  have  an  oppor- 
tunity now  to  deliver  their  sentiments.  He, 
however,  regretted  that  they  had  selected  this 
bill ;  because,  of  all  the  bills  which  may  be 
brought  before  the  House  the  present  session, 
not  one,  he  thought,  would  require  despatch 
more  than  this.  The  loss  of  a  day  now  may  be 
the  loss  of  the  next  campaign.  He  had  expected 
that  this  general  detate,  which  seems  to  in- 
clude every  thing  but  the  bill,  would  have 
been  delayed  until  the  loan  should  be  under 
discussion. 

The  points  made  in  the  debate  seem  to  be : 
impressment ;  the  right  to  expatriate ;  the  right 
to  naturalize ;  and  French  influence ;  neither  of 
which  have  any  connection  with  the  bill,  which 
is  to  raise  troops  for  one  year.  Sir,  said  Mr.  M., 
I  will  not  retort  a  charge  of  British  influence, 
and  so  balance  one  assertion  against  the  other, 
because  I  do  not  believe  that  there  is  much  of 
either  in  the  nation ;  but  if  I  was  to  say  there 
was  none,  I  should  not  say  what  I  believe.  Peo- 
ple may  honestly  differ  in  opinion  as  to  the 
effect  which  the  success  of  England  or  France 
over  the  other  might  have  on  the  interests  of 
the  United  States,  without  being  under  the  in- 
fluence of  either;  and  this,  no  doubt,  is  the 
case  with  thousands. 

I  will,  before  I  proceed  further,  notice  some  of 
the  observations  made  by  the  gentleman  from 
New  York,  (Mr.  Emott.)  If  I  have  not  under- 
stood him  or  any  other  gentleman  correctly,  I 
hope  that  I  shall  be  corrected ;  because  it  is  my 
sincere  desire  to  state  their  statements  fairly; 
and  it  is  not  always  possible  to  take  down  their 
own  words.  He  said,  if  there  was  any  English  in- 
fluence, it  was  the  influence  of  Locke  and  Sid- 
ney. As  well  might  he  have  spoken  of  the  in- 
fluence of  any  other  patriots  who  lived  before 
US.  Their  influence  wUl  be  respected  wherever 
theii  works  shall  be  read ;  but  that  sort  of  in- 
fluence is  not  the  influence  of  which  we  have 
heard  so  much,  and  which  I  intend  hereafter  to 
notice.  He  also  mentioned  the  influence  which 
drove  the  flrst  settlers  to  Plymouth.  Tes,  sir, 
that  influence  was  truly  British,  and  that  sort 
of  influence  Great  Britain  has  been  exercising 
ever  since  the  first  settlers,  by  their  own  in- 
dustry and  exertions,  got  into  a  situation  to  be 
useful  to  her;  and  that  influence,  or  rather 
that  persecution,  compelled  the  flrst  settlers  of 
Carolina  to  leave  the  other  provinces,  and  to 
settle  a  second  time  in  the  woods,  and,  as  soon 
as  they  were  able,  to  pay  taxes.  That  same  in- 
fluence followed  them,  and  made  their  condi- 
tion much  worse.  It  pursued  the  people  in 
every  part  of  the  continent,  until  they  declared 
themselves  independent ;  and,  from  that  day  to 
this,  she  has  not  treated  the  United  States  as 
she  has  treated  other  independent  nations. 

Mr.  Chairman,  I  was  astonished  when  the 
gentleman  told  us  he  was  not  a  friend  to  stand- 
ing armies ;  and,  almost  in  the  same  breath, 


said  that,  at  the  last  session,  he  voted  for  rais- 
ing the  twenty-five  thousand  men,  and  that  ho 
did  not  mean  to  go  to  war  when  he  gave  the 
vote.  For  what  purpose,  then,  could  they  be 
wanted?  Experience  had  ah-eady  shown  that 
the  old  establishment  was  quite  suflBcient  in 
time  of  peace.  Indeed,  a  very  considerable 
part  of  that  was  raised  soon  after  the  affair  of 
the  Chesapeake,  and  under  an  expectation  that 
war  would  follow,  and  not  for  a  regular  peace 
establishment.* 

The  same  gentleman  told  us,  that  impress- 
ment by  the  British  Government  was  no  new 
thing.  This  is  certainly  true  as  far  as  regards 
her  own  subjects,  and  from  her  own  vessels ; 
but  the  systematic  impressment  of  foreigners 
from  foreign  ships,  is  a  new  thing;  and  that, 
too,  when  the  men  and  the  ships  both  belong 
to  the  same  nation.  That  Government  never 
attempted  to  impress  Spaniards,  Dutch,  French, 
Swedes,  or  Danes,  from  vessels  belonging  to  the 
same  nation  with  the  person ;  and  it  is  this  new 
doctrine,  which  operates  solely  on  us,  of  which 
we  complain.  The  question  between  us  and 
England  has  nothing  to  do  with  the  doctrine 
that  free  ships  shall  make  free  goods,  or  free 
men,  if  gentlemen  please.  And  why  draw  that 
into  the  debate  on  the  impressment  of  Ameri- 
can citizens  from  American  vessels  ?  No  law 
or  precedent  can  be  produced  for  this  abomi- 
nable and  wicked  practice.  It  was  never  at- 
tempted to  be  justified,  notwithstanding  im- 
pressment is  no  new  thing  with  her.  Every 
Sovereign,  said  the  gentleman,  has  a  right  to 
the  service  of  aU  his  subjects  in  time  of  war. 
But  this  right  is  like  some  others  which  Sover- 
eigns claim ;  it  is  without  a  remedy.  Of  what 
avail  is  the  proclamation  of  the  Prince  Eegent 
in  this  country,  ordering  the  British  subjects 
home?  None.  Many  of  them  are  still  here, 
and,  probably,  will  remain  untU  the  termination 
of  the  war,  and  the  British  Government  will 
never  dream  of  punishing  one  of  them  for  dis- 
obedience. But,  admit  this  right  in  Sovereigns 
to  its  fullest  extent,  and  it  does  not  give  one 
Sovereign  the  right  to  impress  the  citizens  or 
subjects  of  another ;  nor  does  it  justify  such  an 
act ;  of  course  it  does  not  touch  the  act  of 
which  we  complain ;  that  is,  the  impressing  of 
American  seamen  from  American  vessels. 

It  is  curious  that,  throughout  this  whole  de- 
bate, there  seems  to  have  been  drawn  a  distinc- 
tion between  the  rights  of  a  man  who  cultivates 
the  soil,  and  of  him  who  follows  the  sea,  and 
that  this  distinction  should  have  been  drawn  by 
those  who  claim  to  be  the  champions  of  com- 
merce and  of  a  navy,  and  who  have  told  us 
that  agriculture  and  commerce  were  insepara- 
ble. Ought  it  not,  then,  to  follow,  that  the 
rights  of  those  employed  on  land  or  water 
should  also  be  inseparable  ?  This  strange  doc- 
trine, as  was  observed  by  the  gentleman  from 
Louisiana,  (Mr.  Eobbetson,)  may  dust  the  eye, 
but  cannot  stagger  the  understanding  of  any 
one. 

The  same  gentleman  said,  that  we  had  taken 
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no  measures  to  exclude  British  seamen  from 
American  vessels.  For  what  purpose  were 
protections  given  to  American  seamen  ?  Surely 
to  protect  them  against  impressment,  and  to 
show  that  we  had  no  desire  to  protect  others ; 
and  what  more  ought  to  have  been  done,  he 
did  not  tell  us.  I  ask,  did  any  nation  ever  do 
more  ?  Besides,  has  not  the  United  States, 
over  and  over  again,  offered  to  make  an  ar- 
rangement with  England  on  the  subject  of 
sailors,  which  should  be  satisfactory  to  both, 
by  securing  to  each  the  use  of  their  own  sail- 
ors ?  and  has  she  not  always  refused  to  make 
any  arrangement  about  them  ?  And  it  may 
be  fairly  asked  here,  what  measures  Great 
Britain  has  taken  to  prevent  her  officers  from 
impressing  our  seamen  ?  None  that  I  have 
heard  of,  and  she  is  the  aggressor.  We  have 
not  injured  her,  while  she  has  been  impressing 
our  saUors  whenever  she  wanted  and  could  find 
them.  If  the  United  States  wanted  sailors 
ever  so  much,  they  could  not  impress  one  of 
hers,  and  she  knows  this ;  and  she  would  not 
suffer  one  of  them  to  be  impressed  by  any 
foreign  power ;  and  we  must  determine  to  de- 
fend the  rights  of  ours,  or  it  will  be  idle  to  talk 
about  navigation,  commerce,  and  a  navy.  In- 
deed, if  commerce  and  agriculture  be  insepara- 
'  .e,  you  must  defend  the  rights  of  the  persons 
concerned  in  both,  or  both  must  be  injured. 
There  are  no  neutrals  able  to  carry  our  pro- 
ducts to  market,  and  if  you  will  not  protect 
your  seamen,  they  will  not  carry  them. 

It  is  worthy  of  remark,  that,  for  twenty 
years  past,  the  Government  of  the  United 
States  has  been  trying  to  settle  the  question  of 
sailors  with  Great  Britain,  and  that  every  at- 
tempt has  failed,  and  that  it  is  just  now  dis- 
covered that  we  have  always  begun  wrong. 
My  colleague  (Mr.  Pearson)  and  the  gentleman 
from  Connecticut,  (Mr.  Pitkin,)  it  appears, 
could  settle  this  great  question  without  much 
difficulty.  If  they  can,  I  wish  most  sincerely 
they  would.  I  am,  however,  apprehensive  that 
they  are  a  little  mistaken,  because  General 
Washington;  when  President,  having  Major 
Pinckney,  now  Major  General  Pinckney,  for 
Minister  at  London,  tried  without  effect.  Mr. 
Adams  renewed  it  with  Mr.  King  for  Minister ; 
Mr.  Jefferson  with  Colonel  Monroe  and  Mr. 
Pinkney,  now  the  Attorney  General ;  and  Mr. 
Madison,  with  the  last  named  Pinkney.  All 
these  Presidents  and  Ministers,  with  the  aid  of 
every  Cabinet,  have  failed.  Every  description 
of  political  opinion,  with  the  greatest  talents, 
have  been  employed  and  done  nothing.  At  the 
end  of  twenty  years  we  have  gained  nothing, 
and  lost  our  labor ;  the  question  is  as  unsettled 
as  ever ;  and  we  have  been  worsted  in  this  way, 
that,  while  we  were  negotiating,  they  were  im- 
pressing seamen. 

We  have  been  told  by  niy  colleague,  that  it 
is  not  the  right,  but  the  abuse  of  impressment 
of  which  we  complain.  It  is  true,  sir,  that  we 
do  not  complain  of  Great  Britain  impressing 
her  own  subjects ;  she  may  do  as  she  pleases 


with  them  ;  that  is  no  concern  of  ours ;  all  we 
ask  of  her  is  to  keep  her  hands  off  our  people ; 
and  we  deny  her  right  to  impress  American 
citizens  ;  and  if  the  abuse  be  the  impressing 
them,  of  that  we  do  complain,  and  not  without 
just  cause,  because  she  has  impressed  many  of 
them,  and  compelled  them  to  fight  her  battles ; 
and  I  have  understood,  after  we  had  declared 
that  war  existed  between  her  and  us,  that  she 
detained  those  she  had  before  impressed  as  pris- 
oners of  war,  and  this  may  be  a  part  of  her 
public  law.  Indeed,  we  have  heard  much  about 
universal  law  and  public  law,  neither  of  which, 
from  the  statements  made,  seem  to  have  much 
regard  to  right  or  justice,  which  ought  to  be  the 
foundation  of  all  law.  One  universal  law  seems 
to  be,  that  Sovereigns  can  command  their  sub- 
jects to  return  home  in  case  of  war ;  another, 
that  no  person  can  expatriate  himself;  and  Great* 
Britain  is  no  doubt  willing  to  acknowledge 
another,  by  which  she  might  impress  sailors 
from  all  the  world.  As  to  the  first,  we  need 
not  trouble  ourselves  about  it ;  and  the  second, 
the  United  States  have  not  acknowledged ;  and 
we  are  now  contending  against  impressment ; 
and  permit  me  here  to  observe,  that  the  re- 
publicans have  always  considered  the  impress- 
ment of  citizens  a  more  serious  injury  than  the 
spoliation  of  property. 

I  must  return  to  Porcupine's  paper,*  which, 
as  well  as  I  now  recoUect,  never  contained  a 
sentence  in  favor  of  the  Eevolution,  or  much  in 
praise  of  the  constitution,  if  it  was  praised  at 
all ;  no  outrage  was  committed  which  it  did  not 
approbate ;  a  few  of  the  outrages  of  that  time 
shall  be  stated :  The  Rogue's  March  was  played 
under  the  window  of  the  man  who  drew  the 
Declaration  of  Independence.  The  man  who 
first  took  up  arms  after  the  fall  of  Charleston, 
and  whose  body  had  been  almost  riddled  in  de- 
fence of  his  country,  was  a  member  of  Con- 
gress, and  was  insulted  at  the  circus.  Another 
member,  of  no  common  cast  of  mind,  was  in- 
sulted at  the  theatre ;  a  man  who  will  do  his 
duty  in  whatever  situation  he  may  be  placed. 
Another,  returning  home  with  his  family,  was 
insulted  and  almost  mobbed ;  he  is  now  one  of 
the  Cabinet,  mentioned  by  the  gentleman  from 
Massachusetts,  (Mr.  Qotkot.)  If  I  was  not  al- 
most exhausted  I  would  give  some  of  the  details 
of  these  then  fashionable  transactions.  I  will 
only  add,  it  was  nothing  in  those  days  for  a  few 
men  to  whip  a  printer  whose  publications  they 
did  not  like.  AH  these  outrages  and  violations 
of  law,  it  is  believed,  were  not  only  approved 
by  the  editor  of  the  before-named  paper,  hut 
other  Federal  papers  also.  This  same  editor 
claimed  to  have  more  subscribers  for  his  paper 
than  any  other  editor  in  the  Union.  And  alter 
he  returned  to  Europe,  he  wrote  and  published 
about  some  of  his  former  supporters.  Had  this 
have  been  a  French  editor,  and  acted  toward 
the  Federal  party  as  he  did  toward  the  Republi- 


*  The  well-known  political  writer,  William  Oobbett,  pub- 
liabing  a  gazette  under  the  name  of  Peter  Porcnpine. 
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can,  and  the  subscribers  to  his  paper  Kepubli- 
cans,  could  not  those  who  look  at  every  thing 
now  done  to  find  French  influence,  have  had 
as  good  a  field  to  hunt  in  as  any  they  have  yet 
found  ?  At  the  very  time  these  events  took 
place,  the  majority  talked  as  much  about  French 
influence  as  the  minority  now  does ;  they  had 
clues,  tub-plots,  ocean  massacres,  and  a  hundred 
other  equally  ridiculous  and  unfounded  tales, 
which  circulated  for  a  day.  I  have  mentioned 
these  things  not  with  an  intent  to  wound  the 
feelings  of  any  man  living,  but  with  a  view  of 
trying  to  persuade  those  who  talk  so  much 
about  French  influence,  to  look  at  both  sides  of 
the  question  about  foreign  influence;  and  if 
they  will,  I  hope  we  shall  never  hear  of  it  again 
in  this  House. 

Mr.  Genet,  when  he  was  Minister  of  France, 
began  to  intrigue,  for  which  he  was  dismissed, 
Mr.  Listen,  when  he  was  Minister  of  England, 
began  the  same  work,  for  which  he  was  not  dis- 
missed. If  the  Republicans  had  then  been  in 
power,  and  Listen  a  French  Minister,  could  not 
a  strict  examination  of  the  documents  have 
placed  it  as  easily  as  many  other  acts  have  been 
to  French  influence  ? 

While  all  these  things  were  doing,  and  many 
others  quite  as  strange,  the  gentlemen  call  them- 
selves the  followers  of  General  Washinoton. 
K  they  be  truly  his  followers,  they  ought  to 
adhere  to  his  principles,  and  attend  to  his  last 
advice.  Every  act  of  his  went  to  perpetuate 
the  Union  and  to  attach  the  States  to  each 
other.  I  fear  the  sentiments  contained  in  his 
farewell  address  to  the  nation  are  getting  out 
of  fashion  with  those  who  claim  to  be  his  ex- 
clusive followers ;  or  why  do  we  hear  within 
these  walls,  the  foundation  of  which  he  laid 
for  union,  union,  union;  disunion  spoken  of, 
"peaceably  if  we  can,  forcibly  if  we  must;" 
and  why  listen  to  idle  and  unfounded  tales 
about  foreign  influence,  which  can  never  injure 
ns  as  long  as  we  stick  to  the  old  maxim — united 
we  stand,  divided  we  faU  ?  Straws  show  which 
way  the  wind  blows !  What  has  become  of 
the  newspaper  called  the  Washington  Federal- 
ist ?  The  name  was,  I  have  understood, 
changed  to  the  Independent  American ;  out  of 
that,  I  believe,  was  raised  the  Federal  Repub- 
lican— all  good  names ;  but  why  lose  the  name 
of  Washington  to  a  paper  supported  by  his  ex- 
clusive followers  ?  And  this  is  the  first  time  to 
my  recollection  that  they  have  adopted  Repub- 
lican in  their  calendar. 

I  have  heard  that  Federalism  is  not  now  the" 
same  that  it  was  when  Mr.  Adams  was  Presi- 
dent :  we  shall  know  more  about  this  if  ever 
they  get  into  power  again ;  be  this  as  it  may, 
every  man  has  a  right  to  change  his  opinion ; 
it  is  a  right  which  no  Government  can  take 
from  him,  and  when  convinced  that  he  is 
wrong,  it  is  his  duty  to  change.  But  I  had 
thought,  when  Mr.  Adams  was  President,  we 
were  told  that  he  followed  the  plan  of  General 
Washington,  and  that  he  was  then  a  favorite 
with  the  party  who  elected  him,  but  a  great 


change  has  taken  place  in  regard  to  him.  I  al- 
ways thought  him  an  honest  man,  and  I  think 
so  still.  After  Mr,  Adams  got  out  of  fashion. 
Colonel  Burr  became  so  great  a  favorite  with 
the  Federal  gentlemen  who  were  then  in  Con- 
gress, that  they  voted  thirty-five  times  for  him 
to  be  President,  when  they  must  have  known 
that  not  one  elector  who  voted  for  him  intended 
hun  for  President.  Afterward,  Mr.  Madison 
was  a  favorite;  but,  after  the  refusal  of  the 
British  Goveri^nent  to  ratify  the  arrangement 
made  with  Mr,  Erskine,  they  examined  the 
matter,  and  discovered  he  had  not  done  right, 
and  he  got  out  of  fashion.  Then  the  late 
worthy  and  venerable  Vice  President  and 
Colonel  Monroe  became  favorites ;  Colonel 
Monroe  got  out  of  fashion  about  the  time  he 
was  appointed  Secretary  of  State ;  and,  lastly, 
Mr.  De  Witt  Clinton  became  a  favorite.  I 
hope  he  wid  not  be  injured  by  it,  but  he  seems 
to  be  losing  ground,  as  we  have  been  told  it 
was  not  his  merit  that  induced  the  Federalists  to 
support  him  for  President,  but  the  demerit  of 
Mr.  Madison.  This  does  not  appear  to  be  a 
good  reason,  because  they  might  have  selected  a 
man  from  their  own  party,  who  they  thought 
had  merit.  But  all  these  things  may  be  the 
doings  of  those  who,  a  former  member  of  this 
House  called  ultra-Federalists ;  and  it  will  be 
recollected  that  all  these  men  became  favorites, 
on  the  old  doctrine  of,  "divide  and  conquer;" 
and  it  ought  not  to  be  forgotten  that,  when 
Messrs,  Ellsworth  and  Davie  returned  from 
France,  their  political  friends  were  a  httle  shy 
of  them ;  indeed,  I  should  not  be  surprised  if 
Messrs.  Jay,  King,  Walcott,  and  Dexter,  should 
not  much  longer  be  favorites.  K  we  may  judge 
from  the  public  prints.  Commodore  Rodgers  is  no 
longer  one,  though  he,  like  the  others,  is  under- 
stood to  be  a  Federalist ;  but  these  men  will  never 
say,  "  peaceably  if  we  can,  forcibly  if  we  must." 
I  would  really  thank  any  gentleman  to  tell  me 
what  is  now  meant  by  the  party  name,  Federahst, 

It  is  a  fact  on  record,  that  General  Washing- 
ton did  not  approve  of  self-created  societies, 
and  I  have  understood  that  some  of  the  people 
who  claim  to  be  his  exclusive  followers,  have 
their  self-created  Washington  Benevolent  So- 
cieties, wherever  they  can  establish  them,  and 
that  they  are  political  societies,  and  they  were 
intended  to  oppose  some  other  society;  perhaps 
the  Tammany.  This  coidd  not  justify  the  pro- 
ceeding. As  to  myself,  I  do  not  care  if  there 
was  one  in  every  three  mUes  square  in  the  na- 
tion, so  that  I  am  left  free  not  to  be  a  member. 

We  natm-alize,  without  heariog  a  complaint 
from  any  quarter,  emigrants  from  Great  Britain, 
of  every  trade  and  profession,  merchants,  law- 
yers, doctors,  and  even  divines;  to  which  may 
be  added  tradesmen  and  mechanics ;  they  all  go 
where  they  please,  live  among  ns,  and  take  part 
in  the  politics  of  the  day.  Lf  foreign  influence 
could  be  introduced  into  the  country  by  natural- 
izing, we  should  have  more  of  British  than  of 
French ;  but  naturalizing  seems  well  enough  for 
every  body  but  a  sailor,  but  do  not  permit  him 
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to  become  a  citizen ;  he  will  be  in  the  way  of 
native  sailors,  who  want  encouragement;  be- 
sides, we  know  that  Great  Britain  will  impress 
him,  and  we  know  as  well,  when  her  officers 
want  men,  they  care  not  whether   they  are 
American  or  English.     The  native  American 
has  never  complained  that  the  naturalizing  of 
foreigners  of  his  trade  or  profession,  injured 
him  ;  nor  has  a  complaint  been  heard  from  a 
native  seaman  against  naturalizing  foreign  sail- 
ors ;  and  we  have  had  experience  enough  to 
know  that  our  merchants  could  complain,  and 
complain  almost  against  their  own  complaint. 
Let  their  property  be  captured,  or  expected  to 
be  captured,  under  a  new  order  in  France  or 
England,  and  more  complaints  will  be  made 
■about  it,  than  the  impressing  of  a  dozen  citizens. 
The  situation  of  the  merchant,  when  plundered, 
is  bad  enough,  but  his  property  is  not  taken 
away  without   a  trial  of  some  sort  before  a 
judge  learned  in  the  law,  whose  duty  it  ought 
to  be  to  decide  according  to  law ;  he  also  em- 
ploys lawyers  to  have  justice  done  him.     Not 
so  with  the  sailor ;  when  impressed,  there  is  no 
learned  judge  to  decide  his  case,  or  lawyer  to 
have  justice  done  ;  force  is  law  to  him,  and  his 
oppressor  judge  ;  he  is  put  en  board  ships,  and 
compelled  to'light  battles,  in  which  neither  he 
nor  his  country  have  any  concern :  deprived  of 
the  right  to  complain  or  petition ;  he  is  poor, 
friendless — Great  God !  can  it  be  possible,  that 
we  shall  yield  the  point  of  impressment,  for  the 
sake  of  carrying  on  a  httle  trifling  trade  by 
hook  or  by  crook ! 

All  agree  that  we  ought  to  fight  for  the  rights 
of  native  seamen,  and  all  agree  that  some  of 
them  have  been  impressed ;  why  not  all,  then, 
join,  heart  in  hand,  to  maintain  their  rights? 
Is  it  because  the  British  officers  impress  from 
our  vessels  others  besides  natives  ?  This  cannot 
lessen  their  just  claim  to  the  protection  of  their 
country.  We  have,  however,  been  told  that 
only  ninety-three  persons  were  impressed  in 
one  year  from  American  vessels ;  if  only  three 
of  them  had  been  the  sons  of  the  gentleman 
(Mr.  Emott)  who  gave  the  information,  I  ask, 
would  he  have  been  contented  with  the  long 
investigation  of  documents,  to  ascertain  if  any 
of  the  diplomatic  meanders  turned  towards 
French  influence  ?  No,  sir,  he  would  not ;  he 
would  have  demanded  of  the  National  Gov- 
ernment to  have  his  children  restored  to 
his  arms ;  he  could  demand  this  in  a  way  to  be 
heard.  Far  difi'erent  is  the  case  with  these  un- 
fortunate parents  who  have  had  their  sons  im- 
pressed ;  they  are  too  poor  and  friendless  to  be 
heard;  the  rights  of  the  nation  may  be  aban- 
doned by  little  and  little,  until  none  be  left ; 
exactly  as  you  may  take  a  cent  at  a  time  from 
one  thousand  dollars,  until  none  he  left.  All 
must  determine  to  protect  American  seamen  on 
board  American  vessels,  or  not  hereafter  pre- 
tend to  claim  any  jurisdiction  over  the  vessels 
when  they  are  out  of  the  limits  of  the  United 
States.  If  a  single  citizen  should  be  impressed 
on  American  land,  the  whole  nation  would  be 


in  a  flame ;  the  right  to  protection  is  the  same, 
whether  on  American  land  or  an  American 
vessel. 

It  has  been  said  that  we  do  not  act  justly ; 
that  we  encourage  British  seamen  to  run  away, 
because  we  do  not  apprehend  them  and  send 
them  back,  when  they  have  run  away  from 
their  vessels ;  they  run  away  before  our  people 
see  them,  of  course  there  is  no  encouragement 
to  the  running  away.  As  to  the  sending  them 
back,  we  are  not  bound  to  do  it ;  and  if  it  de- 
pended on  me  one  should  never  be  sent  back, 
until  the  British  ceased  impressing  and  plun- 
dering our  citizens,  and  I  would  agree  that 
every  man  who  engaged  in  the  war  on  our  side 
should  have  the  right  to  be  naturalized,  though 
he  fled  from  British  naval  tyranny. 

It  is  remarkable  that,  while  we  hear  not  a 
word  said  to  justify  England  for  impressing  and 
plundering  the  people«of  the  United  States,  that 
so  much  should  have  been  said  to  prove  that 
we  ought  not  to  have  gone  to  war  with  her, 
and  that  we  were  wrong  in  doing  so.  This  is 
the  best  way  that  could  have  been  devised  to 
keep  her  aggressions  out  of  view ;  not  to  say  a 
word  about  them,  and  talk  a  great  deal  about 
the  hardships  of  war,  and  the  taxes  which  must 
be  imposed  to  carry  it  on,  winding  np  all  their 
lamentations  for  the  state  of  the  country,  with, 
if  it  was  not  for  the  war,  a  little  trade  could  be 
carried  on.  Impressment,  then,  is  a  mere  trifle, 
compared  with  this  trade,  and  it  may  be  that 
Great  Britain  understands  it  so,  and  is  willing 
to  gratify  us  with  this  trade  for  kin-sake,  as 
long  as  we  are  contented  to  be  impressed  tor 
kin-sake.  The  citizens  who  are  impressed 
would  tell  her,  if  telling  would  release  them, 
that  nations  are  no  kin. 

This  surely  has  been  the  most  unfortunate 
Government  from  its  establishment  to  the  pres- 
ent time-  that  ever  existed ;  almost  every  thing  * 
that  has  been  done  is  wrong :  it  was  wrong  to 
fix  the  seat  of  Government  here ;  it  was  wrong 
to  place  this  House  and  the  houses  for  the 
offices  so  far  from  each  other  ;  it  was  wrong  to 
give  paper  protections  to  American  seamen ;  it 
was  wrong  to  have  a  little  mercy  in  the  revenue 
laws ;  it  was  wrong  to  repeal  the  internal  taxes ; 
I  believe  that  was  called  oppression — though  I 
am  no  prophet,  I  venture  to  predict,  that  to  lay 
them  to  carry  the  war  on  will  be  wrong  also; 
to  take  Canada  would  be  wrong; — indeed,  it 
would  be  difficult  to  find  any  thing  which  has 
been  done  right,  according  to  the  modern  Federal 
creed.  How  are  we  to  get  things  right  ?  Give 
up  the  chair  you  ai-e  in  to  one,  the  White  House 
to  another,  and  they  will  soon  give  yon  a  sedi- 
tion law  which  will  put  all  right.  The  great 
discovery  which  these  gentlemen  have  made, 
that  so  much  has  been  wrong  under  every  Ad- 
ministration, would  surprise  the  people,  were 
they  not  this  moment  astonished  at  the  dis- 
covery of  perpetual  motion  by  Eedheffer— 
two  such  great  discoveries  must  add  vastly  to 
the  character  of  the  nation. 
The  attempt  to  take  Canada  is  so  wicked  that 
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some  of  the  gentlemen  are  quite  alanned  at  it. 
We  hear  of  the  unoffending  Canadians,  but  not 
of  the  unoffending  sailor;  at  one  time  they  are 
the  most  unoffending  and  loyal  people  in  the 
world,  at  another  they  are  French,  and  not  fit 
to  he  united  in  our  Government.  We  have 
heard  much  of  the  same  sort  formerly  said 
about  the  people  of  Louisiana,  and  they  have 
become  a  State,  without  any  trouble  to  them- 
selves or  the  Union.  What  has  become  of  that 
high  Federal  spirit  which  disdained  to  buy 
Louisiana  ?  where  is  it  when  Canada  is  men- 
tioned? The  Federalism  which  desired  to  con- 
quer Louisiana  and  keep  it  by  force  of  arms,  is 

changed  when   Canada  is  the  question.    The 

outrageous  conduct  of  Great  Britain  is  as  much 

worse  than  that  of  Spain,  as  her  impressment 

and  plundering  were  worse  than  the  refusal  of 

the  right  of  deposit.    For  one,  I  am  willing 

to  have  Canada  and  Florida,  and  have  them 

yon  must  before  many  years.    The  situation  of 

Mobile  is  such  as  to  compel  you  before  very 

long  to  take  possession  of   it.     Canada  and 

Florida  would  rid  us  of  bad  neighbors,  and 

make  us  more  happy. 

The  committee  then  rose  and  reported  the 

bill. 

The  several  amendments  made  in  Committee 

of  the  Whole  were  agreed  to  by  the  House. 
Mr.  FiTon  again  moved  to  strike  out  the  4th 

section,  giving  the  President  exclusively  the 

appointment  of  all  officers  under  the  rank  of 

field  officers. 

The  question  was  decided  in  the  negative  by 

yeas  and  nays.    For  the  motion  34,  against  it  74.  l(  of  seven  millions^  of  freemen 
And  the  bdl  was  then  (half  past  six  o'clock) 

ordered  to  be  engrossed  for  a  third  reading, 

without  a  division. 

And  on  motion,  the  House  adjourned  until 

to-morrow. 


Wednesday,  January  13. 
Additional  Military  Force. 

The  bill,  in  addition  to  the  act  passed  at  the 
last  session  "to  raise  an  additional  military 
force  " — the  object  of  which  is  to  raise  twenty 
regiments  of  men  for  one  year,  if  deemed  neces- 
sary by  the  President  to  the  public  service — 
was  read  a  third  time,  and  the  question  stated, 
"  Shall  the  bill  pass  ?" 

Mr.  Kent. — ^Mr.  Speaker,  it  is  with  great  re- 
luctance I  rise  to  trouble  the  House  with  any 
remarks  of  mine,  at  a  time  when  their  patience 
must  be  so  completely  exhausted,  by  the  unusual 
length  of  the  debate  which  has  already  taken 
place  upon  the  subject  before  you.  The  biU  on 
your  table  proposes  to  raise  an  additional  mili- 
tary force  of  twenty  thousand  men,  and  it  has 
been  objected  to  on  account  of  its  expense,  and 
the  consequent  danger  growing  out  of  it  to  the 
liberties  of  our  country.  We  are,  sir,  in  a  state 
of  war ;  and  what  is  evidently  the  course  which 
we  should  pursue  whilst  in  that  situation  ?  We 
should  advocate  and  support  such  measures  as 


are  calculated  to  bring  that  war,  justly  made  on 
our  part,  to  a  speedy,  honorable,  and  successful 
conclusion.  Viewing  the  bill  on  your  table  as 
a  measure  of  that  description,  I  shall  give  it  my 
support,  regardless  of  that  additional  expense 
which  gentlemen  so  emphatically  dwell  upon. 
Nay,  sir,  it  is  better  to  expend  the  thirty  mil- 
lions of  dollars  (even  if  that  sum  was  necessary) 
so  repeatedly  spoken  of  on  the  other  side  of  the 
House  as  the  cost  of  the  war  for  two  years,  to 
accomplish  oni  object,  than  to  expend  the  same 
sum  in  five  ylars,  even  if  we  could  effect  our 
object  with  equal  certainty. 

Htfwever  commendable  economy  may  be  in 
every  other  situation  in  life,  in  war  it  is  inad- 
missible ;  it  loses  its  character  ;  it  becomes 
parsimony :  you  might  as  well  attempt  to  unite 
profusion  and  avarice  as  war  and  economy.  All 
that  the  utmost  prudence  can  require  of  you 
when  in  a  state  of  war,  is  to  make  your  means 
ample ;  lay  your  plans  well ;  and  to  the  judg- 
ment and  the  skill  in  these  particulars  only  can 
you  look  for  economy  or  for  savings ;  for  the 
want  of  an  inconsiderable  supply  of  men  or 
money,  a  campaign  might  prove  disastrous,  to 
recover  which  would  require  an  immense  sacri- 
fice of  blood  and  treasure. 

The  Army  has  been  represented  as  dangerous 
to  the  liberties  of  the  country.  At  one  moment 
we  are  told  that,  when  it  shall  be  completed,  it 
will  be  unequal  to  the  conquest  of  a  petty  prov- 
ince adjoining  us,  and  not  exceeding  in  popula- 
tion the  State  of  Maryland ;  the  next  moment 
we  are  told  that  it  will  endanger  the  liberties 

Arguments  thus 
paradoxical  need  no  refutation.  Sir,  I  do  not 
pretend  to  have  any  military  experience,  and  1 
am  willing  to  concede  the  point  to  those  pos- 
sessing it,  that  men  enlisted  for  three  or  five 
years  are  preferable  to  those  enlisted  for  one 
year  as  proposed  by  the  bill ;  yet  I  feel  confi- 
dent that  every  object  wiU  be  accomplished  by 
this  bill  that  is  intended.  It  is  not  proposed  to 
rely  solely  on  an  army  of  this  description  to 
carry  on  the  war;  you  have  nearly  a  sufficient 
military  force  authorized  for  five  years,  and  you 
want  the  men  to  be  raised  by  this  bill  only  as 
auxiliaries,  till  the  ranks  of  that  army  can  be 
filled.  With  these  observations  on  the  biU  be- 
fore you,  I  shall  proceed  to  make  a  few  re- 
marks upon  what  has  fallen  from  gentlemen  on 
the  other  side  of  the  House ;  in  doing  which  I 
shall  endeavor  to  confine  myself  to  what  has 
not  been  noticed  by  others,  or,  if  attended  to, 
not  sufficiently  so. 

If  I  understood  an  honorable  gentleman  from 
Connecticut  correctly,  who  addressed  you  the 
other  day,  (Mr.  Pitkin,)  he  said  we  were  con- 
tending for  the  employment  of  foreigners.  We 
contend,  sir,  for  nothing  which,  as  an  independ- 
ent nation,  we  are  not  entitled  to,  and  which 
the  laws  of  nations  do  not  guarantee  to  us^ 
What  have  been  the  propositions  heretofore 
made  by  our  Government  to  Great  Britain  upon 
this  subject?  I  find,  by  a  recurrence  to  the 
correspondence  of  Messrs.  Monroe  and  Pinkney 
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with  that  Government,  in  1806,  that  we  made 
the  following  propositions,  the  most  material  of 
which  were  omitted  yesterday  (not  intentional- 
ly I  hope)  hy  the  gentleman  from  New  York, 
(Mr.  Emott.)  Here  Mr.  K.  read  the  following 
proposals  from  the  public  documents  of  1807 
and  1808.     We  offered— 

1.  To  afford  no  refuge  or  protection  to  British 
seamen. 

2.  To  deliver  them  up  if  they  took  refuge 
among  us. 

3.  To  make  laws  for  restoring  them. 

4.  To  aid  in  searching  for,  seizing,  and  restor- 
ing them. 

6.  To  keep  them  in  our  prisons  when  re- 
quested. 

6.  To  prohibit  our  citizens  from  carrying  them 
off. 

7.  To  prohibit  their  employment. 

8.  To  make  penal  laws  for  punishing  their 
employers. 

9.  To  make  it  our  duty  to  restore  them. 

10.  To  extend  the  foregoing  provisions,  not 
only  to  deserters,  but  to  all  seafaring  people. 

These  propositions  went  completely  to  secure 
to  Great  Britain  the  services  of  all  her  seafar- 
ing subjects,  except  such  as  were  naturalized 
under  our  laws,  which  amounted  to  but  few, 
indeed ;  thirteen  hundred  British  seamen  only 
having  been  naturalized  since  the  commence- 
ment of  our  Government,  and,  in  all  probabili- 
ty, an  equal  number  of  our  seamen  have  been 
naturalized  by  Great  Britain  during  the  same 
period.  Yet,  to  my  astonishment,  have  I  heard 
it  stated,  during  this  debate,  that  our  Govern-' 
ment  had  made  no  serious  propositions  to  se- 
cure to  Great  Britain  the  services  of  her  sea- 
men. 

But  equitable  as  these  propositions  were,  they 
were  rejected.  Notwithstanding,  sir,  our  Gov- 
ernment, anxious  in  their  pursuit  after  peace, 
have  gone  still  further ;  they  have,  through  our 
late  Charg§  d' Affaires  in  London,  (Mr.  Eu^eU,) 
proposed  to  Great  Britain  to  exclude  from  our 
naval  service,  as  well  public  as  private,  aU  her 
seamen,  including  those  which  may  hereafter 
be  naturalized ;  and  notwithstanding  the  liberal- 
ity and  justice  of  this  proposal,  it,  like  all  others, 
has  been  made  without  producing  the  desired 
effect.  And  what  more,  sir,  could  have  been 
asked  of  us,  required,  or  granted,  than  is  con- 
tained in  these  offers  ?  Nothing  more,  unless, 
indeed,  they  had  asked  for  our  independence, 
and,  yielding  to  the  requisition,  we  had  granted 
it.  "When  an  American  vessel  is  at  sea,  it  is 
amenable  to  no  laws  but  those  of  its  own  coun- 
try and  the  laws  of  nations;  and  where,  in 
either  of  these,  will  the  advocates  for  impress- 
ment find  their  justification  ?  Sir,  had  not  the 
practice  of  impressment  been  treated  as  a  casu- 
al, a  trivial  circumstance,  during  this  debate,  I 
should  not  have  presumed  to  trouble  the  House 
with  my  desultory  remarks ;  and  my  principal 
object  in  addressing  the  House,  was  to  ask  their 
attention  to  a  document  which  appears  to  have 
been  overlooked,  and  which,  if  necessary,  wiU 


place  the  abomination  of  that  practice  in  colors 
too  strong  to  be  mistaken. 

Here  Mr.  K.  read  the  following  extract  of  a 
letter  from  the  Secretary  of  State  to  Mr.  Mon- 
roe, dated  January  4th,  1804 — 

"  The  whole  number  of  applications  made  by  im- 
pressed seamen  to  our  Consul  in  London,  between  the 
month  of  June,  1797,  and  September,  1804,  were  two 
thousand  and  fifty-nine.  Of  this  number,  one  hun- 
dred and  two  seamen  only  were  detained  as  British 
subjects,  which  is  less  than  one-twentieth  of  the 
whole  number  impressed.  Eleven  hundred  and  forty- 
two  were  discharged,  or  ordered  to  he  so,  and  eight 
hundred  and  five  were  detained  for  further  proof, 
with  the  strongest  presumption  that  the  greater  part, 
if  not  the  whole,  were  Americans,  or  other  aliens, 
whose  proof  of  citizenship  had  been  lost  or  destroyed." 

It  is,  then,  evident,  from  this  document,  that, 
for  every  British  seamen  obtained  hy  this  violent 
proceeding,  a  number  of  Americans,  or  other 
aliens,  with  whom  Great  Britain  has  no  right 
to  meddle,  not  less  than  twenty  for  one  have 
been  the  victims  to  it.  Sir,  have  we  become  so 
lost  to  the  real  independence  and  sovereignty  of 
the  country,  that  we  are  prepared  to  yield  to 
this  degrading,  debasing,  and  humiliating  badge 
of  vassalage  ? 

The  Komans,  of  old,  had  a  practice  of  making 
the  governors  of  those  countries  they  conquered 
pass  annually  beneath  their  yoke,  as  a  mark  of 
submission ;  but  we,  doomed  to  humiliation  far 
greater,  are  made  to  pass  daily,  nay,  hourly, 
beneath  one  much  more  galling.  Some  gentle- 
men object  to  the  propositions  made  by  Mr. 
Russell,  and  assert  that  he  was  not  authorized. 
They  should  recollect  that  Mr.  EusseU's  letter, 
containing  this  final  offer  to  the  British  Gov- 
ernment, was  communicated  to  this  House  by 
the  President,  and,  had  it  not  met  with  his  con- 
currence, it  is  presumable  he  would,  in  his  com- 
munication, have  expressed  his  disapprobation 
towards  it.  Nay,  a  similar  offer  has  been  made 
by  the  Secretary  of  State  to  Admiral  Warren. 

I  know  not  whether  the  feelings  of  shame  or 
indignation  predominate  in  my  breast,  when  I 
see  gentlemen  constantly  laboring  to  place  their 
own  Government  in  the  wrong ;  and,  in  contra- 
diction to  the  official  records  of  this  House,  in- 
sist that  we  are  contending  for  the  employment 
of  foreigners. 

The  language  of  our  Government  upon  that 
subject,  is  this,  sir :  that,  if  the  oppressed  and 
unfortunate  inhabitants  of  Europe,  escaping 
from  their  tyranny  and  panting  after  their  long- 
lost  liberty,  seek  a  refuge  in  our  happy  country, 
upon  their  compliance  with  our  naturalization 
laws,  we  are  willing  to  extend  to  them  those 
blessings  we  enjoy;  but  should  they  become 
dissatisfied  with  the  advantages  which  the  inte- 
rior of  the  country  affords  them,  and  they  think 
proper  to  depart  from  our  shores,  we  say  to 
them,  we  will  not  risk  our  peace  for  their  pro- 
tection beyond  our  territorial  liipits.  So  far 
fi*om  our  contest  with  Great  Britain  being  for 
the  employment  of  her  subjects,  it  is  a  contest 
for  shielding  a  large  and  valuable  portion  of  our 
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fellow-citizens  from  Britisli  thraldom,  nader 
the  Ifisli  of  whicli  they  have  too  long  labored ; 
and  who  will  dare  discriminate  in  that  protec- 
tion which  is  equally  due  to  ail,  that  is  due  to 
the  meanest  individual  in  the  community,  and 
withhold  it  from  a  class  of  men  who  have  done 
honor  to  the  American  character,  and  covered 
themselves  with  glory  ? 

Mr.  Randolph  rose,  apparently  laboring  un- 
der the  effects  of  a  serious  indisposition,  and  ad- 
dressed the  Chair. 

I  rise  (said  he)  with  a  heart  saddened  by  the 
disgrace  of  our  common  country,  and  sickened 
by  the  way  in  which  the  business  of  the  State 
has  been  managed. 

Of  the  temper  and  virulence  which  have  man- 
ifested themselves  in  this  debate,  I  shall  not 
have  any  occasion  to  divest  myself  in  the  course 
of  the  very  few  remarks  which  I  fear  I  shall  be 
enabled  to  make,  because  towards  them  I  have 
no  purpose.  Indeed,  when  I  look  around  me, 
I  am  exceedingly  sad ;  and  I  know  not  now  if 
it  will  be  in  my  power  to  go  on. 

I  had  intended,  if  time  and  health  permitted, 
to  address  to  this  Assembly  some  few  observa- 
tions, confined  principally  to  the  change  which 
has  taken  place  in  the  relations  of  our  country 
since  the  declaration  of  war,  not  only  respecting 
that  belligerent  with  whom  we  are  engaged  in 
hostilities,  but  her  adversary  also.  But  the 
course  that  this  debate  has  taken  imposes  upon 
me  a  painful  duty,  which  I  trust  God  will  give 
me  strength  to  discharge :  the  duty  of  review- 
ing past  transactions  in  the  Government,  which, 
from  my  heart,  I  would,  instead  of  bringing 
them  up  on  the  present  occasion,  gladly  dis- 
charge from  my  memory.  But  self-defence  is 
the  iirst  law  of  nature.  The  merest  reptile,  the 
v^orm  itself,  will  turn  when  trod  upon.  Nor  is 
the  force  of  the  blow  lessened  by  its  being  dealt, 
as  in  the  present  case,  by  the  hand — I  will 
not  say  under  the  garb  and  circumstances — of 
Friendship. 

It  was  my  lot,  sir,  and  I  may  assuredly  say 
my  misfortune,  to  take  some  little  share  in  those 
transactions  which  brought  about  a  civil  revo- 
lution in  the  Government  of  this  country.  I 
hope  that  I  am  understood.  I  feel  I  shsdl  be 
understood,  when  I  speak  of  this,  by  all  wise 
and  good  men ;  and  it  is  with  them  only  that  I 
■wish  to  hold  intercourse — to  commune.  It  is 
of  their  good  opinion  alone  that  I  am  ambi- 
tious, if  indeed  ambition  dwell  any  where  in  my 
heart. 

Let  me  endeavor  to  recall  to  recollection  the 
state  of  things  about  the  period  when  I  had  the 
unhappiness  to  dedicate  myself  to  political  life. 

Through  the  opposition,  bold  but  just,  which 
was  made  by  myself,  and  those  associated  with 
me  to  the  measures  of  that  Administration,  an 
entire  change  was  effected  in  the  control  of  the 
Government.  One  Administration  was  ejected 
from  power,  and  another  took  its  place.  Is  it 
necessary  for  me  to  descant  upon  the  topics  of 
difference  which  then  separated  the  two  great 
parties  in  the  Government  ?    Is  it  necessary  for  , 


me  at  this  time  of  day  to  make  a  declaration  of 
the  principles  of  the  Republican  party  ?  Is  it 
possible  that  such  a  declaration  could  be  deem- 
ed orthodox  when  proceeding  from  lips  so  un- 
holy as  those  of  an  excommunicant  from  that 
church  ?  It  is  not  necessary.  Those  principles 
are  on  record ;  they  are  engraved  upon  it  indel- 
ibly by  the  press,  and  will  live  as  long  as  the 
art  of  printing  is  suffered  to  exist.  It  is  not  for 
any  man  at  this  day  to  imdertake  to  change 
them.  It  is  not  for  any  man  who  then  profess- 
ed them,  by  any  guise  or  circumlocution,  to 
conceal  apostacy  from  them,  for  they  are  there 
— there  in  the  book.  "What  are  they  ?  They 
have  been  delivered  to  you  by  my  honorable 
colleague — ^what  are  they  ?  Love  of  peace,  ha- 
tred of  offensive  war;  jealousy  of  the  State 
Governments  towards  the  General  Government, 
and  of  the  influence  of  the  Executive  Govern- 
ment over  the  co-ordinate  branches  of  that 
Government;  a  dread  of  standing  armies;  a 
loathing  of  public  debt,  taxes,  and  excises ;  ten- 
derness for  the  liberty  of  the  citizen ;  jealousy, 
Argus-eyed  jealousy,  of  the  patronage  of  the 
President.  From  these  principles  what  deser- 
tions have  we  not  witnessed?  WOl  you  have  a 
list  of  them  ?    I  shall  not  undertake  it. 

Principle  does  not  consist  in  names.  Feder- 
alism is  a  real  thing — not  a  spectre,  a  shadow, 
a  phantom.  It  is  a  living  addition  to  the  power 
of  the  General  Government,  in  preference  to 
the  power  of  the  States ;  partiality  for  the  Ex- 
ecutive power,  in  distinction  to  that  of  the  co- 
ordinate Departments  of  the  Government;  the 
support  of  great  military  and  naval  force,  and 
of  an  "  energetic  "  administration  of  the  Gov- 
ernment. That  is  what  is  called  Federalism. 
Yes,  an  energetic  Administration,  not  in  its  real, 
but  technical  sense ;  for  it  has  a  sense  as  tech- 
nical as  any  in  our  laws.  That  is  Federalism. 
And,  when  I  am  opposing  the  course  which 
looks  toward  the  rearing  up  of  great  Military 
and  Naval  Establishments,  of  an  extent  not 
only  incommensurate  with  the  necessity  but  the 
ability  of  my  country,  I  care  not  with  whom  I 
vote ;  I  will  be  true  to  my  principles.  Let  any 
man  lay  his  finger  upon  a  vote  in  which,  since 
I  have  had  the  honor  (if,  indeed,  it  be  an  honor) 
of  a  seat  in  this  House,  I  have  departed  from 
those  principles,  and  I  will  consent  that,  quoad 
hoc,  I  am  a  Federalist.  But  it  will  be  in  vain 
to  search  for  such  a  vote. 

So  strenuous,  sir,  had  been  the  contest — so 
hot  the  spirit  of  rivalship  between  the  two  con- 
tending parties — that,  after  the  Revolution  of 
1801,  a  curious  spectacle  was  presented  to  this 
nation  and  to  the  world — a  spectacle  which,  I 
am  hold  to  say,  never  did  before  make  its  appear: 
ance  in  any  Government,  and  never  will  appear 
again.  It  was  this :  that,  as  if  the  character 
that  each  party  had  borne  when  in  collision 
with  one  another  was  indelible,  the  two  parties, 
after  power  was  transferred  from  one  to  the 
other,  did  actually  maintain  the  same  character 
which  they  had  derived  from  impressions  re- 
ceived during  their  late  conflict:  and  the  ad- 
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miring  world  saw  with  astonishment  the  case  of 
an  opposition  minority  attempting  to  force  upon 
a  reluctant  Administration  patronage  and  pow- 
er, which  that  Administration  put  by,  and 
sternly  refused  to  accept.  Yes,  sir ;  for  a  time 
so  completely  had  the  Republicans  been  imbued 
with  the  principles  which  they  professed  whilst 
in  a  minority,  that,  after  becoming  the  majority, 
the  Federalists  pressed  on  their  old  adversaries 
power  and  patronage,  to  which  they  absolutely 
opposed  themselves,  repelling,  for  a  season,  every 
project  of  the  kind.  Is  it  necessary  for  me  to 
allude  to  the  reduction  of  the  Army — to  say  by 
whom  it  was  made  ?  Sir,  the  proposition  for  it 
was  originally  made  by  the  personage  now  ad- 
dressing you;  it  came  from  what  was  then  con- 
sidered the  Governmental  side  of  the  House. 
And  by  whom  was  it  opposed  ?  By  gentlemen 
who  had  so  long  fought  under  the  banners  of  a 
Government  of  "energy,''  that  they  were  not 
content  to  submit  to  the  diminution  of  its  pa- 
tronage or  its  power,  even  in  the  hands  of  their 
political  opponents.  I  speak  of  facts.  Such  a 
case  will  never  occur  again.  Nay,  indeed,  in  a 
little  time,  the  sweets  of  power  had  their  effect 
on  one  side  of  the  House,  as  the  frowns  of  ad- 
versity had  upon  the  other ;  and  after  awhile, 
the  court  and  country  parties  as  easily  changed 
sides  as  right  and  left  do  when  a  man  turns 
npon  his  heel. 

Yes,  sir,  the  tone  of  this  House  was  soon 
changed.  We  succeeded,  however,  in  the  re- 
duction of  the  Army ;  but  I  wOl  trust  to  the 
recollection  of  gentlemen,  upon  all  sides  of  the 
House,  by  what  instrumentality  this  change 
was  effected.  The  Commander  of  that  Army 
was  retained  in  his  position.  I  have  not  leisure, 
health,  or  strength,  to  go  into  the  details ;  gen- 
tlemen win  remember  them.  Meanwhile,  peace 
with  this  country  wag  negotiated  in  France  by 
the  commissioners  sent  by  Mr.  Adams,  and  was 
followed  up  very  soon  afterwards  by  the  short 
respite  that  the  truce  of  Amiens  gave  to  Euro- 
pean combatants,  wearied  rather  than  satiated 
with  slaughter.  These  events  placed  this  coun- 
try in  the  happiest  condition.  Of  the  proceeds 
of  the  direct  and  internal  taxes  voted  by  the 
predecessors  of  the  administration  of  Mr.  Jeffer- 
son, one  moiety  at  least  came  into  the  Treasury 
after  their  dismissal  from  oflBce.  But  these 
proceeds  were  not  necessary  to  give  an  overflow 
of  money  into  the  Treasury,  which  we  never 
ceased  to  have  until  we  departed  from  those 
principles  of  government  and  that  policy  which 
brought  us  into  power.  We  sailed  on  for  some 
time  in  the  full  tide  of  successful  experiment, 
unobstructed  by  squalls  or  adverse  gales,  if  we 
except  only  the  Yazoo  breeze.  That  question 
was,  if  I  forget  not,  the  first  cause  of  a  breach 
between  those  persons  who  had  a  direct  lead  in 
the  Government  of  tlie  country.  There  were 
men  who  did  not  hesitate,  in  opposition  to  all 
the  heads  of  your  Departments,  to  throw  them- 
selves into  the  breach  at  that  time  attempted  in 
the  constitution  of  the  country,  to  defend  it, 
and  to  defend  it  with  success.    It  appears,  from 


some  documents  that  have  lately  been  laid  upoi 
our  table,  that  errors  of  that  day  have  been 
perceived,  and  that  tender  consciences  which  al 
that  time  revolted,  are  now  entirely  reconciled 
to  the  compromise  which  was  then  stamped 
with  the  reprobation  of  almost  every  honest 
man  from  Georgia  to  Virginia.  There  were 
considerations  of  personal  feeling  which  gave  to 
other  parts  of  the  Union,  and  to  certain  indi- 
viduals therein,  a  bias  on  that  subject ;  and  I 
should  be  extremely  sorry  to  be  considered  as 
passing  any  thing  like  general  censure  upon  the 
advocates  of  that  measure  in  or  out  of  this 
House.  I  refer  only,  of  course,  to  those  who 
were  not  parties  concerned  in  the  fraud. 

At  that  time,  sir,  aU  was  prosperity  and  joy. 
At  that  time  were  accumulated  in  the  Treasury 
those    sui'pluses  which,  in   one    year,   nearly 
equalled  the  sum   for  which,  in  the   present 
year,  the  revenue  is  deficient,  notwithstanding 
the  loan  of  last  year,  and  to  make  up  wliich  de- 
ficiency the  head  of  the  Treasury  has  been  able 
to  devise  no  other  means  than  a  resort  to  new 
loans.    Yes,  sir,  there  were  then  those  surpluses 
in  the  Treasury,  the  ghosts  of  which  lingered 
along  its  vaults  for  a  time  after  their  corporeal 
bodies  departed,  and  were  then  heard  of  no  more. 
But  to  proceed.     The  expenditures  of  the 
Government,  during  the  first  four  years  of  the 
Jefferson  Administration,  exclusive  of  payments 
on  account  of  the  public  debt,  averaged  only 
eight  millions  of  doUars  a  year.     In  the  four  last 
years  of  the  Jefferson  Administration,  those  ex- 
penditures were  very  greatly  increased,  amount- 
ing in  the  year  1808,  (the  last  of  the  four,) 
without  any  increase  of  Army  and  Navy  ex- 
penditures, to  upwards  of  sixteen  millions  of 
doUars — rivalling  the  expenditures  of  any  one 
year  of  Mr.  Adams's  war,  and  amounting  to 
one-half  as  much  as  was  expended  by  the  Father 
of  his  Country  in  his  eight  years  of  the  Presi- 
dency, during  which  he  was  called  upon  to  es- 
tablish public  credit,  to  maintain  a  bloody  Indi- 
an war,  and  to  lay  the  foundation  of  that  char- 
acter of  integrity  which  the  Government  has  so 
long  sustained  abroad,  notwithstanding  the  mis- 
conduct of  its  rulers.    Yes,  sir,  it  is  a  curious 
but  notorious  fact,  that  in  1808  and  1809 — and 
I  speak  of  1809,  for,  although  the  present  in- 
cumbent came  into  office  on  the  3d  of  March  of 
that  year,  expenses  were  incurred  and  voted  in 
his  predecessor's  time — the  expenditures  of  the 
Government  outraged  all  belief  when  compared 
with  the  objects  on  which  they  were  lavished. 
And  here,  Mr.  Chairman,  let  me  put  to  you, 
and  to  the  gentleman  on  my  right,  if  it  be  with- 
in the  compass  of  any  man's  powers  to  detract 
more  from  the  merit  of  an  administration  of 
the  Government  of  the  United  States  in  manag- 
ing at  least  one  branch  of  the  revenue  than  has 
been  done  by  that  honorable  gentleman  ?    What 
has  he  said  ?    I  will  not  repeat  his  words ;  to 
do  so  would  be  odious,  invidious ;  but  I  well 
know  if  what  he  did  say  had  come  from  the 
other  side  of  the  House,  it  would  have  been  set 
down  to  the  rancor  of  party  spirit ;  to  personal 
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spleen;  or  to  want  of  respect  for  the  White 
house,  or  the  Red  house,  or  some  other  house. 
What  has  become  of  that  vast  amount  of  money  ? 
No  man  knows ;  and  to  the  best  of  my  knowl- 
edge and  belief,  so  help  me  God,  no  man  will 
ever  know. 

I  find,  as  I  anticipated,  a  difficulty  in  drag- 
ging along  my  miserable  body,  and  my  feeble 
mind,  in  this  discussion ;  a  difficulty  not  less, 
perhaps,  than  that  of  dragging  along  with  me 
the  attention  of  members  of  this  House.  I  ask 
its  patience,  its  pardon,  and  its  pity. 

But  to  continue.  In  this  prosperous  state  of 
our  country,  the  war  in  Europe  was  renewed, 
or  about  to  be  renewed.  The  Government  of 
the  United  States  would  naturally,  from  the 
situation  of  affairs  in  that  quarter  of  the  world, 
experience  a  temporary  diminution  in  its  reve- 
nue, which  it  need  not  feel  or  regard,  because 
it  had  been  enabled  to  make  that  noble  provi- 
sion for  a  sinking  fund,  for  lessening  the  na- 
tional debt,  for  paying  off  the  mortgages  on  the 
estate  of  every  man  in  the  country  and  of  those 
who  are  unborn.  It  had  made  that  noble  pro- 
vision, which  was  attempted  to  be  diverted  to 
the  necessities  created  by  the  policy  of  the  last 
four  years  of  Jefferson's  Administration,  and 
the  actual  diversion  of  which,  I  believe,  was 
the  first  act  of  this  Administration.  It  had 
made  that  appropriation  of  eight  millions  of 
dollars  for  a  sinking  fund,  not  to  be  touched 
for  any  other  purpose,  and  which,  at  the  time 
of  the  appropriation,  no  man  dared  to  believe 
would  be  gambled  away. 

The  war  in  Europe  brought  to  this  country, 
among  other  birds  of  passage,  a  ravenous  flock 
of  neutralized  carriers,  which  interposed  the 
flag  of  neutrality,  not  only  between  the  prop- 
erty, but  even  between  the  persons  of  the  two 
belligerent  powers ;  and  it  was  their  clamor 
principally,  aided  by  the  representations  of 
those  of  our  merchants  who  saw  and  wished  to 
participate  in  the  gains  of  such  a  commerce, 
that  the  flrst  step  was  taken  in  that  policy  of 
restriction,  which  it  was  then  foreseen  would 
lead  to  the  disastrous  condition  in  which  we 
now  find  ourselves.  Yes,  it  was  then  foreseen 
and  foretold.  What  was  then  prophesied  is 
now  history.  It  is  so.  "You,"  said  the  prophet, 
"are  prospering  beyond  all  human  example. 
You,  favorites  of  Almiglity  God,  while  all  the 
rest  of  the  world  are  scourged,  and  ravaged, 
and  desolated  by  war,  are  about  to  enter  into  a 
policy  called  preoentvce  of  war ;  a  policy  which 
comes  into  this  House  in  the  garb  of  peace,  but 
which  must  end  in  war."  And  in  war  it  has 
ended.  Yes,  sir,  we  have  been  tortured,  fretted, 
goaded,  until  at  last,  like  some  poor  man  driven 
from  his  famUy  by  discord  at  home,  who  says 
to  himself,  "any  thing,  even  exile,  is  better 
than  this,"  we  have  said  that  we  will  take  war ; 
we  will  take  any  thing  for  a  change.  And 
when  war  came,  what  said  the  people?  They 
said,  "any  thing  for  a  change !  " 

At  that  time  circumstances  occurred,  and  I 
hope  the  House  will  pardon  me  for  alluding  to 


them.  It  is  absolutely  necessary  that  I  should 
do  so.  They  have  been  spoken  of  by  others 
before  me ;  they  were  at  the  time,  and  have 
been  since,  detailed  in  the  most  solemn  manner 
on  the  floor  of  this  body.  A  denial  of  them 
has  been  challenged  and  never  received.  At 
that  time^  I  repeat,  circumstances  occurred 
which  made  it  my  duty  to  oppose  the  projects 
of  the  Executive  Government  of  this  country 
in  its  relations  with  foreign  powers. 

At  that^time  nothing  that  the  Spanish  Gov- 
ernment could  do,  not  even  the  invasion  of  our 
own  territory,  not  even  the  capture  and  carry- 
ing ofi^  not  from  our  decks,  but  our  soil,  a 
portion  of  our  citizens,  could  rouse  this  House 
to  a  spirit  which  would,  in  my  judgment,  have 
comported  not  only  with  its  honor,  but  was 
absolutely  indispensable  to  its  dignity.  We 
were  wanting  in  the  assertion  of  the  rights  of 
our  own  country  over  its  soil  and  jurisdiction, 
by  which  assertion,  then,  we  might  have  averted 
tlie  calamities  which  have  since  befallen  us ; 
but  a  project  for  that  purpose,  recommended  by 
the  committee  to  whom  that  subject  was  re- 
ferred, did  not  meet  the  approbation  of  the 
House.  And  from  that  day  and  date,  the  black 
cloud  has  thickened  over  us ;  has  become  more 
and  more  dense.  From  that  day  and  date, 
have  we  departed  from  those  counsels — in  my 
humble  judgment,  at  least — ^froin  those  princi- 
ples, adherence  to  which  had  induced  the  people 
of  the  United  States  to  clothe  us  with  their 
power  and  confidence. 

What  have  we  done  since  ?  From  that  day, 
with  a  short  interruption,  the  policy  of  this 
Government  has  actually  subserved,  as  far  as  it 
could,  the  purposes  of  France.  I  speak  of 
facts ;  of  facts  susceptible  of  pi-oof,  which  may 
be  felt,  seen,  touched,  heard,  and  understood 
by  all  except  those  too  indolent  to  examine 
them,  or 'too  ignorant  for  the  light  of  truth  to 
liave  any  effect  upon  their  understandings.  I 
say,  sir,  that  the  policy  of  this  Government  has, 
from  that  time,  subserved  the  purposes  of 
France.  And  how  do  I  prove  it?  Why,  sir, 
by  way  of  meeting  the  French  decrees,  wliich 
prohibit  to  us  all  intercouree  with  Great  Britain, 
we  cut  off  the  intercourse  between  us  and 
the  whole  world.  We  virtually  held  out  to 
our  great  commercial  cities — ^to  Boston,  New 
York,  Philadelphia,  Baltimore,  and  Charleston 
— the  same  language  as  Bonaparte  had  held  to 
his  own  cities :  "  I  know  that  you  are  suffering, 
and  unhappy ;  that  the  grass  is  growing  m  your 
streets ;  that  the  ships  at  your  wharves  are  rot- 
ting, until  they  are  fit  only  for  fuel ;  that  your 
trade  is  dwindling  only  to  nothing ;  but  what 
is  all  that  to  my  continental  system  ?  What 
are  a  few  seaport  towns — enterprising,  wealthy, 
and  prosperous,  as  indeed  they  are — what  are 
they,  compared  to  my  continental  system?" 
And,  sir,  what  was  our  "  restrictive  "  system  ? 
Similar  in  point  of  effect — certainly  cotempo- 
raneous  in  point  of  time — ^to  Bonaparte's  "  con- 
tinental system."  Sir,  it  is  a  matter  susceptible 
of  demonstration,  if  I  possessed  the  physical 
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power  to  go  through  with  it,  that  the  system 
reoommeiided  by  the  then  President  of  the 
United  States,  of  laying  an  embargo  on  all  ships 
and  vessels  in  our  poi-ts,  for  the  purpose  of 
"  keeping  in  safety  these  essential  resources," 
took  place  in  consequence  of  a  communication 
from  our  Minister  in  Paris  to  this  Government, 
transmitting  certain  correspondence  of  his  with 
the  French  Government.    And  although  in  the 
message  to  both  Houses  of  Congress,  recom- 
mending the  measure,  the  Presidenf  does  use 
the  term  "  belligerent  powers,"  I  do  attest  the 
fact,  and  I  call  upon  other  gentlemen,  who 
know  it,  to  attest  it  also,  that,  while  the  mes- 
sage purposely  referred  to  both  "  belligerents," 
not  one  scrip  of  manuscript  relating  to  the 
other  "  belligerent "  accompanied  that  message ; 
nor  was  there  any  thing  contained  in  that  mes- 
sage relating  to  that  "  belligerent,"  but  a  scrap 
from  an  English   paper,  about  the  size  of  a 
square  of  its  columns,  containing  some  specula- 
tions of  a  London  editor ;  and  I  say  that  there 
did  not  exist  in  this  House,  nor  in  this  nation — 
if  there  did,  let  the  evidence  be  produced- — any 
knowledge  of  the  existence  of  the  orders  in 
council,  which  have  been  put  forward  as  justi- 
fying the  embargo.    If  their  existence  had  been 
known  at  the  time,  would  the  President  in  his 
message  recommending  an  embargo  have  failed 
to  notice  the  fact  ?    Would  he  not  have  used  it 
as  one  of  the  strongest  inducements  to  the  adop- 
tion of  this  system'  ?     Would  those  "  orders  " 
not  have  been  published  in  the  National  Intel- 
ligencer, which  is  considered — and  certainly  not 
without  cause,  in  view  of  certain  things  which 
we  have  lately  seen  in  it — to  be  the  Court 
paper  ?    Produce  the  National  Intelligencer  of 
that  date ;  there  is  not  one  syllable  to  be  found 
in  it  concerning  the  Orders  in  Council.     No, 
sir,  in  his  message  on  the  occasion  referred  to, 
the  President  did  not  produce  any  acts  of  the 
"  belligerents  "  referred  to,  but  only  the  corre- 
spondence between  General    Armstrong,   our 
Minister  at  Paris,  and  that  Government,  on  the 
subject  of  the  construction  of  one  of  its  first 
decrees.     It  was  in  consequence  of  the  more 
recent  decrees  of  France,  and  not  of  the  British 
Orders  in  Council,  that  the  embargo  was  recom- 
mended and  laid.     And  yet,  in  the  discussion 
which  came  off  on  that  measure,  it  was  repre- 
sented as  a  weapon  against  England,  which 
would  be  more  efficient  than   any  war,  and 
must  bring  her  to  our  feet:  it  would  give  effect 
to  the  object  which  Bonaparte  had  in  view,  of 
destroying  her  by  consumption,  by  cutting  her 
off  from  the  commerce  of  the  world.    Although 
I  state  these    facts,  I   know  that  it  may  be 
proven— and  I  am  sorry  that  it  can— by  refer- 
ence to  the  journals  of  this  House,  and  by  a 
report,  too,  of  an  honorable  and  respectable 
committee  of  this  House,  that  the  embargo  was 
designed  to  obviate  the  effects  of  the  Orders  in 
Council. 

But,  sir,  it  is  indisputably  true,  that  there 
was  no  mention  in  the  embargo  message  of  those 
Orders  in.  Council— no  allusion  to  them  in  de- 


bate upon  it — no  knowledge  of  them  at  the  time 
that  the  embargo  law  was  passed,  that  can  be 
proven   by  any  document  whatsoever  entitled 
to  the  least  respect ;  and  I  will  even  go  so  far  as 
to  allow  as  evidence  the  authority  of  any  news- 
paper.    The  members  of  that  committee  had 
heard  so  much  of  the  Orders  in  Council,  and 
the  effect  that  it  was  pretended  that  the  em- 
bargo would  have  upon  them,  that  in  their  re- 
port, speaking  of  them,  they  absolutely  trans- 
posed cause  and  effect.    It  is  unfortunate  that  it 
should  be   so ;    but    it   is  nevertheless   true. 
Events  subsequent  to  the  period   to  which  I 
have  now  brought  myself  have  been  detailed  in 
this  debate  in  a  manner  so  clear,  so  lucid,  so 
convincing,  by  two  honorable  gentlemen  from 
New  York,  that  there  is  no  need  of  my  repeat- 
ing the  narrative :  but  I  must  be  permitted  to 
say  that  the  statement  made  yesterday  by  a 
gentleman  from  New  York,  (Mr.  Emott,)  will 
be  refuted  when  Euclid  shall  come  to  be  con- 
sidered a  shallow  sophist,  and  not  before.    My 
honorable  friend  from  the  same   State,  who 
spoke  a  few  days  ago,  called  upon  gentlemen  to 
handle  that  part  of  the  subject — the  revocation 
of  the  Berlin  and  Milan  decrees,  and  the  in- 
veiglement thereby  of  this  country  into  a  war 
with  England — ^in  a  manner  more  able  than,  he 
was  pleased  to  say,  he  himself  had  done  it. 
The  attempt  to  do  this  would,  indeed,  be  to 
gild  refined  gold,  to  paint  the  lily,  to  add  to  the 
perfume  of  the  violet — in  all  cases  a  most  ridi- 
culous and  wasteful  excess.    And  yet,  sir,  the 
situation  in  which  I  unhappily  stand,  and  in 
which  it  was  my  lot  to  stand  at  the  conclusion 
of  the  last  session  of  Congress,  compels  me  to 
say  a  word  on  this  subject.     You  will  remem- 
ber, sir,  that  it  was  my  misfortune,  during  the 
first  session  of  this  Congress,  to  oppose  the  at- 
tempt to  impress  upon  this  House  and  the  na- 
tion   certain   most   preposterous,  absurd,  and 
false  propositions ;  for  the  temerity  of  which 
effort  I  came  under  the  censure — implied,  at 
least,  if  not  to  say  direct — of  this  honorable 
body.     The  contrary  propositions,  which  I  un- 
dertook to  maintain,  were,  first,  that  the  Berlin 
and  Milan  decrees  were  not  repealed  on  the 
first  of  November,  1810,  and  that  the  only  evi- 
dence of  any  such  repeal,  up  to  that  date,  was 
the  President's  Proclamation  of  the  second  of 
that  month ;  and  secondly,  that  the  British  Or- 
ders in  Council  did,  in  point  of  fact,  establish  no 
serious  insurmountable  obstacle  to  negotiatipn 
between    that    Government  and    the    United 
States.     Why,  sir,  I  shall  not  here  go  into  any 
argument  on  this  point ;  if  I  had  the  ability,  I 
have  not  the  will ;  and,  if  I  had  the  will,  I  have 
not  the  ability.    Nor  can  it  be  necessary,  when 
the  Emperor  of  France  himself   comes   into 
court,  and  cannot  reject  his  own  authority,  as 
borne  in  his  own  laws.     Yes,  sir,  he  did  come 
forth,  and,  in  his  antedated  decree  of  the  28th 
of  April,  1811 — though  it  imquestionably  ought 
to  bear  date  full  twelve  months  later — does,  in 
the  most  offensive  of  all  possible  ways,  estab- 
lish the  fact,  not  only  that  the  Berlin  and  Milan 
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decrees  were  not  repealed  (as  all  the  world 
knew  except  the  President  of  the  United  States) 
on  the  first  of  NoTember,  1810,  but  that  they 
were  in  his  mind  when  he  issued  his  decree, 
dated  28th  April,  1811.  They  were  repealed, 
finally,  in  consequence — of  what?  Of  your 
doiug  that  which  for  years  he  had  been  at- 
tempting, by  menace  and  blandishment,  to  in- 
duce you  to  do — ^that  is  to  say,  embark  in  war 
with  England,  taking  sides  with  France,  "  caus- 
ing," as  the  phrase  was,  "  our  flag  to  be  re- 
spected : "  And  this,  too,  after  your  having 
posted  up  in  the  ledger  of  this  House  that  war 
with  one  of  the  "  belligerents  "  was  equivalent 
to  submission  to  the  other  ! 

My  other  proposition  was,  that  the  Orders  in 
Council  constituted  no  insurmountable  obstacle 
to  negotiation  between  this  country  and  Great 
Britain.  And  what  was  the  fact  in  regard  to 
them  ?  Why,  that  almost  at  the  time  that  this 
position  was  taken  on  this  floor — a  few  weeks 
only  thereafter — ^the  Orders  in  Council  were  re- 
pealed. 

I  put  it  to  you,  sir,  and  to  the  great  mass  of 
the  people  of  this  country — to  the  honest,  la- 
borious, unsuspecting,  kind-hearted,  confiding, 
generous,  and  just  people — ^had  the  fact  been 
known  that  the  French  decrees  were  not  re- 
pealed, and  that  the  Orders  in  Council  were  re- 
pealed, whether  any  man,  in  any  station,  would 
have  had  the  confidence  to  propose  a  declara- 
tion of  war  against  England,  taking  part  against 
her,  and  siding  with  France  in  the  conflict  in 
which  those  nations  are  engaged? 

And,  whilst  I  am  upon  this  subject,  permit 
me  to  say,  suppose  the  proposition  which  was 
repeatedly  made — ^in  more  than  one  instance 
by  the  person  who  is  now  addressing  you,  and 
supported  with  the  greatest  ability  by  gentle- 
men on  the  other  side  of  the  House — to  post- 
pone our  declaration  of  war  against  Great  Brit- 
ain until  the  autumn,  when  we  might  be  in 
some  state  of  preparation  and  readiness  for  it 
— had  succeeded,  what  would  have  been  the 
consequence?  At  this  time  we  should  have 
been  at  peace ;  we  should  have  been  lying  se- 
cure in  that  snug  safe  haven  of  neutrality,  in 
which  the  good  sense  of  the  greatest  and  best 
men  of  this  country  have  always  attempted  to 
moor  the  public  ship.  JVow,  where  are  we? 
And  shall  this  war  be  called  a  popular  war ;  a 
war  of  the  people ;  a  war  called  for  by  the  pub- 
lic voice,  into  which  this  country  has  been 
plunged,  not  more  by  the  agency  of  the  friends 
of  Government  than  of  its  enemies,  in  the 
hope  of  the  latter  that  this  Administration 
would  sink  and  founder  in  it,  and  they  rise  to 
power  thereupon  ?  Is  it  possible  that  that  can 
be  deemed  a  war  of  the  people,  a  popular  war, 
which  has  enabled  a  gentleman  known  to  be 
of  the  most  respectable  connections,  and  pos- 
sessed, I  believe,  of  considerable  talent — ^but 
who,  put  in  competition  with  the  veteran  poli- 
tician now  at  the  helm  of  Government,  is  but 
a  boy  in  politics — a.  person  whose  pretensions 
are  so  extremely  inferior,  to  rival  the  present 


Chief  Magistrate  in  the  confidence  of  the  peo- 
ple, and  for  a  time,  as  you  know,  make  him 
txemble  for  his  re-election?  It  is,  however, 
some  consolation  to  reflect  that,  in  all  free  Gov- 
ernments, the  public  voice  wiU  sooner  or  later 
be  heard  upon  all  their  measures,  and  in  con- 
demnation of  those  which  the  opinion  of  that 
public  detests  and  execrates.  This  is  a  great 
law  of  pontics ;  it  is  to  the  political  what  gravi- 
tation is  to  the  physical  world ;  it  cannot  be 
counteracted.  Statesmen  know  it,  feel  it ;  they 
do  not  reason  to  it,  but  from  it ;  they  never  lose 
sight  of  it,  but  are  guided  by  it  in  all  their 
measures.  And  those  of  us  who  live  to  see  the 
next  Congress,  wiU  live  to  see  the  effects  of  that 
law  in  this  House. 

Sir,  we  have  passed  so  many  laws,  we  have 
had  so  many  objects  for  enticing  the  belliger- 
ents on  the  one  hand  and  coercing  them  on  the 
other,  and  enticing  and  coercing  them  together, 
that  I  feel  some  little  diflBculty,  in  the  present 
state  of  my  brain,  in  referring  to  thein  by  title 
or  date ;  but  it  is  the  law  passed  on  this  subject, 
in  consequence  of  which  the  celebrated  letter 
of  the  1st  of  August  of  the  Due  de  Cadore  was 
written,  to  which  I  desire  most  particularly  to 
refer.  If,  after  the  proclamation  of  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  United  States  of  the  1st  of  Novem- 
ber thereafter,  issued  in  consequence  of  that 
letter,  revoking  so  much  of  our  non-intercourse 
law  as  related  to  France,  an  unbroken  warfare 
being  kept  up  by  France  on  our  commerce — a 
fact  as  notorious  as  the  existence  of  any  fact  in 
nature — was  it  not  good  cause  for  reinstating 
the  law  in  relation  to  France,  and  putting  her 
on  her  ancient  ground  2  Then  I  would  be  glad 
to  know,  for  one,  whether  our  continuing  at 
war  with  England  was  any  better  cause  for 
keeping  up  the  interdiction  in  relation  to  her, 
after  she  had  revoked  her  Orders  in  Council? 
In  other  words,  it  being  admitted  by  gentlemen 
on  one  side,  as  it  has  been  contended  by  gentle- 
men on  the  other,  that  the  revocation  of  the 
Orders  in  Council  by  Great  Britain  was  such  a 
one  as  did  satisfy  the  terms  of  the  non-inter- 
course act,  what  was  the  reason  that  the  proc- 
lamation required  by  our  law  in  such  case  did 
not  issue  ?  Why,  sir,  the  state  of  war  between 
the  United  States  and  Great  Britain  being  of- 
fensive on  our  part — being  of  our  own  making 
— was  held  to  be  a  cause  why  we  cannot  exe- 
cute our  law  as  relates  to  her.  Now,  whilst 
the  continued  war  upon  us  by  France,  by  seiz- 
ures of  our  merchant  vessels  and  their  cargoes, 
is  not  considered  an  obstacle  to  its  execution 
in  regard  to  her,  is  it  not  as  clear  as  the' noon- 
day sun,  that  if  the  making  of  war  by  France 
on  the  United  States  did  not  constitute  any 
good  cause  for  withholding  the  revocation  as 
to  her,  when  she  professed  to  have  repealed  her 
Berlin  and  Milan  decrees,  there  was  no  reason 
why  it  should  not  have  been  extended  to  Great 
Britain  also,  when  she  actually  repealed  her 
Orders  in  OouncU  ? 

I  am  extremely  at  a  loss  to  say  whether  my 
judgment,  my  memory,  my  imagination,  or  my 
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command  of  words,  fit  me  for  the  expression 
of  the  few  scattered  ideas  I  have  on  this  sub- 
ject ;  I  fear  that  they  may  fail  me.     But  I  be- 
lieve it  will  be  conceded,  on  all  hands,  that  if, 
after  the  revocation  of  the*  British  Orders  in 
Council,  the  President  of  the  United  States  had, 
as  he  honorably  might  have  done,  made  that 
repeal  the  basis  of  negotiation  with  Great  Brit- 
ain, there  is  not  a  man  in  this  country — cer- 
tainly there  is  none  among  his  admirers  and 
adherents — who  would  not  have  hailed  him  as 
the  restorer  of  the  peace  and  prosperity  of  the 
country,  which  had  been  so  idly  (I  had  almost 
Baid  so  wickedly)  disturbed.    But,  regardless 
of  every  consequence,  we  went  into  war  with 
England  as  an  inconsiderate  couple  go  into 
matrimony,  without  considering  whether  they 
have  the  means  of  sustaining  their  own  exist- 
ence, much  less  that  of  any  unfortunate  prog- 
eny that  should  happen  to  be  born  of  them. 
The  sacrifice  was  made.     The  blood  of  Chris- 
tians enjoying  the  privileges  of  jury  trial,  of 
the  writ  of  habeas  corpus,  of  the  freedom  of 
conscience,  of  the  blessings  of  civil  liberty, 
citizens  of  the  last  Republic  that  ambition  has 
left  upon  the  face  of  a  desolate  earth — the 
blood  of  such  a  people  was  poured  out  as  an 
atonement  to  the  Moloch  of  France.     The  Jug- 
gernaut of  India  is  said  to  smile  when  it  sees 
the  blood  flow  from  the  human  sacrifice  which 
its  worship  exacts;   the  Emperor  of  France 
might  now  smile  upon  us.     But  no,  sir,  our 
miserable  ofieripg  is  spurned.      The   French 
monarch  turns  his  nose  and  his  eyes  another 
way.     He  snuffs  on  the  plains  of  Moscow  a 
thousand  hecatombs,  waiting  to  be  sacrificed 
on  the  shrine  of  his  ambition ;  and  the  city  of 
the  Czars,  the  largest  in  the  world,  is  to  be  at- 
once  the  altar  and  the  fire  of  sacrifice  to  his 
miserable  ambition.     And  what  injury  has  the 
Emperor  of  Russia  done  to  him  ?     For  what 
was  he  contending?    For  national  existence; 
for  a  bare  existence ;  for  himself  and  the  peo- 
ple who  are  subject  to  his  sway.    And  what, 
sir,  are  you  doing?    Virtually  fighting  the  b&t- 
tles  of  his  foes ;  surrendering  yourself  to  the 
views  of  his  adversary,  without  a  plea — with- 
out any  thing  to  justify  your  becoming  the  vic- 
tims of  his  blasting  ambition. 

Yes,  sir,  after  having  for  years  attempted  to 
drive  us  by  menace  into  war  with  England, 
when  he  has  seen  us  fairly  embarked  in  it,  and 
the  champions  of  human  rights  bleeding  in  his 
cause,  the  Ruler  of  France  has  turned  with 
contempt  from  your  reclamations  ;  he  has  left 
your  Minister,  who  was.  charged  with  those  re- 
clamations, to  follow  him  in  his  Russian  cam- 
paign, to  whip  up  his  jaded  Pegassus,  and,  trav- 
elling at  his  heels,  to  overtake  him  if  he  can.* 
For  these  injuries  and  insults  what  atonement 
has  been  made?  What  satisfaction  has  been 
received  for  your  plundered  property?  And 
■what  is  the  relation  in  which  you  stand  to 


*  Mr.  Barlow's  journey  to  WUna,  where  he  only  arrivod 
to  die. 


France?  At  this  moment,  when  it  is  well 
known  that  it  would  not  require  one  additional 
man  in  the  army  or  navy  to  make  good,  in  the 
eye  of  nations,  your  character  as  an  independ- 
ent and  high-spirited  people,  you  are  prostrate 
at  the  feet  of  your's  and  the  world's  undoer. 
Is  there  any  thing  yet  wanting  to  fill  up  the 
full  measure  of  injustice  yon  have  sustained? 
Gentlemen  on  all  sides  are  obliged  to  admit  that 
the  provocation  which  we  have  received  from 
France  is  ample ;  that  the  cup  of  it  is  overflow- 
ing. And  yet,  what  is  our  situation  in  relation 
to  that  destroyer  of  mankind — him  who,  de- 
vising death  to  all  that  live,  sits  like  a  cormo- 
rant on  the  tree  of  life ;  who  cannot  be  glutted, 
nor  tired,  with  human  carnage ;  the  impersona- 
tion of  death  ;  himself  an  incarnate  death  ? 

All  this,  I  say,  does  prove — and  if  it  does  not 
I  call  on  gentlemen  to  disprove  the  fact — ^that 
there  is  a  difference  in  the  standard  by  which 
we  measure  French  aggressions  and  the  ag- 
gressions of  any  other  people  under  the  sun. 
When  Spain  was  the  ally  of  France  she  was — 
what  ?  She  was  secure  from  our  indignation. 
There  was  not  a  murderer,  a  barbarian,  in  all 
our  Western  wilderness  that  was  not  safe  under 
the  Spanish  cloak.  For  why?  Because  the 
King  of  Spain,  such  as  he  was — for  he  wore 
only  the  semblance  of  a  crown — was  in  alli- 
ance with  France ;  and  he  mnst  not  be  touched. 
But  what  has  Recolutimiary  Spain  done? 
What  offence  has  she  committed  against  France? 
That  she  is  not  only  helpless,  destitute  of  re- 
sources, unable  to  return  a  blow,  but,  above  all, 
is  coveted  by  France,  are  considerations  which 
cannot  justUy,  on  the  part  of  France,  conduct 
towards  her  more  infamous  than  that  of  the 
English  at  Copenhagen — conduct  cowardly  as 
it  is  unprincipled.  But,  sir,  I  forewarn  gentle- 
men of  the  Southern  country — I  do  beseech 
them,  with  a  sincerity  which  no  man  can  have 
a  right  to  question — to  beware  how  they  trans- 
fer the  theatre  of  war  from  the  rocks  and  snows 
of  Canada  to  the  sand-hills,  the  rice-fields,  the 
tobacco  plantations  of  the  Southern  States. 
For  them  to  think  of  voluntarily  consenting  to 
make  that  region  the  theatre  of  the  war,  would 
compel  me  to  believe  that  they  are  on  the  verge 
of  that  madness  which  precedes  the  destruction 
of  all  doomed  by  Heaven  to  perish. 

Sir,  I  have  just  touched,  with  trembling  and 
faltering  hand,  some  of  the  preliminary  obser- 
vations which  I  had  intended,  at  some  time  or 
other,  to  make,  into  which  I  have  now  been 
prematurely  forced  to  enter,  not  more  unex- 
pectedly than  unavoidably,  by  the  strange  turn 
which  this  debate  has  taken. 

There  are  two  other  points — for,  in  respect 
to  the  Orders  of  Council,  I  shall  not  say  a  word 
about  them — ^upon  which  I  am  very  anxious  to 
offer  myself  to  your  attention  :  the  one  the  cel- 
ebrated point  of  impressment,  which,  though 
it  has  been  very  ably  handled,  is  not  yet  ex- 
hausted :  the  other  the  Indian -war  on  our  West- 
ern border.  And  I  also  wish  to  say  something 
on  the  subject  of  negotiation.    In  the  midst  of 
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a  war  with  one  of  the  greatest  powers  of  Eu- 
rope, why  should  the  gleam  of  the  tomahawk 
and  the  scalpmg-knife,  the  cries  of  massacred 
women  and  children  reaching  our  ears — why 
should  these  fright  us  from  our  propriety  ? 
Why,  we  are  told  the  Indians  of  the  West  have 
been  stirred  up  to  war  with  us  by  British 
agents.  But  what  is  the  fact  ?  That  we  have 
no  Indian  war,  but  a  war  of  our  own  seeking, 
as  I  have  already,  in  the  course  of  this  session, 
read  to  you  certain  proofs ;  and  I  will  now  give 
you  another.  It  is  this:  It  is  agreed  on  all 
hands — ^no  man  has  attempted  to  dispute  it — 
that,  in  the  affair  of  the  battle  of  Tippecanoe, 
the  commander  and  the  officers  distinguished 
themselves  by  the  greatest  gallantry.  How 
has  it  happened,  then,  that  wliile  we  have  been 
freely  voting  medals  to  those  gallant  officers  of 
our  navy  who  have  distinguished  themselves 
on  the  ocean — and  I  hope  we  shall  vote  them 
something  more  substantial — ^not  a  whisper  has 
been  heard  in  relation  to  those  who  have  been 
engaged  in  this  expedition  against  the  Indians  ? 
The  subject  has  not  been  even  inquired  into. 

Do  we  know,  at  this  moment,  as  a  Legislature, 
the  causes  of  that  disastrous  business — I  call  it 
so  from  its  consequences — or  by  whose  author- 
ity this  war  was  made  ?  Or,  is  it  come  to  this : 
that  Governors  of  our  Territories  are  to  con- 
sider themselves  as  so  many  Hastings  and  Wel- 
lesleys  of  our  country,  and  that,  whUe  they  do 
not  involve  us  in  war  with  Christians  like 
themselves,  they  may  go  to  any  extent  in  ex- 
terminating the  Eed  Barbarians  here  as  in  the 
East  Indies  Governors  and  Proconsuls  of  the 
British  Government  do  there  in  regard  to  un- 
civilized powers  of  that  quarter  of  the  globe  ? 
Is  it  discovered  that  our  Territorial  Governors 
may  at  pleasure  invade  the  territoiy  of  other 
nations — for,  inconsiderable  and  contemptible 
though  they  be,  the  Indian  tribes  are  nations — 
iu  like  manner  that  the  British  authorities  make 
war  upon  those  nations  of  the  East?  Yes,  sir, 
not  only  is  this  a  war  of  our  own  seeking — not 
only  we  had  it  in  our  power  to  keep  the  peace 
— but  in  the  country  which  was  the  scene  of 
the  battle,  and  in  the  adjacent  country,  it  was 
the  most  popular  war  ever  waged.  The  frontier 
people  of  this  coimtry  have  been  in  the  habit 
of  driving  the  heathen  before  them ;  and  to 
them  the  chase  of  the  deer,  the  elk,  and  the  an- 
telope, is  not  so  grateful  as  that  of  the  red  men 
they  hunt.  I  believe  that  it  is  the  cause  of  se- 
rious regret  to  many  of  the  people  of  the  West 
that  there  is  now  no  longer  any  motive  to  drive 
them  from  their  lands.  As  to  the  Eed  Men, 
the  Big-Knives  have,  without  any  foreign 
prompting  or  instigation,  driven  them  off  from 
a  country  more  extensive  than  that  over  which 
the  Emperor  of  France  wields  his  sceptre.  So 
I  put  aside  this  item  of  Indian  war  sdtogether 
as  a  matter  of  account  in  the  list  of  our  griev- 
ances against  the  British  Government.  There 
is  not  a  shadow  of  foundation  for  believing  that 
these  Indians  were  or  could  have  been  instiga- 
ted to  take  up  the  hatchet  against  us  until  hos- 


tile arms  had  been  taken  up  against  them. 
When  driven  to  the  wall  they  must  fight  or  die 
— the  last  alternative  left  to  them — -for  which 
nobody  can  blame  them. 

It  was,  sir,  a  saying  of  one  of  the  best  men 
who  ever  wrote,  in  correspondence  with  a 
friend,  that  he  had  no  time  to  write  a  shorter 
letter ;  and  I  can  truly  say  that  I  have  not  time 
to  deliver  a  shorter  speech.  I  know  that  this 
question  wiU  be  taken  to-day,  for  I  have  been 
so  admonished ;  and  my  own  very  severe  and 
sudden  indis^Jfcsition,  which  I  am  almost  ashamed 
to  name,  will  compel  me  to  detain  your  atten- 
tion much  longer  than  under  other  circumstan- 
ces wonid  have  been  the  case. 

A  word,  now,  on  the  subject  of  impressment. 
Our  foreign  trade  had  grown  .beyond  the 
capacity  of  .either  our  tonnage  or  seamen  to 
manage.  Our  mercantile  marine  was  an  in- 
fant Hercules ;  but  it  was  overloaded  beyond 
its  strength :  the  crop  was  too  abundant  to  be 
gathered  by  our  hands  alone.  The  consequence 
was,  and  a  natural  one  too,  that  not  only  the 
capitaUsts  flocked  into  our  country  from  abroad 
to  share  in  our  growing  commerce,  but  the 
policy  also  of  our  Government  was  adapted  to 
it,  and  a  law  was  passed  to  enable  us  to  avail 
ourselves  of  the  services  of  British  seamen  and 
seamen  of  other  countries.  And,  in  doing  this, 
we  availed  ourselves  of  the  pretext — ^which,  as 
long  as  the  countries  to  which  they  belonged 
winked  at  it,  was  fair  for  us  to  use — of  taking 
these  British  seamen  for  Americans.  It  was  in 
1796  that  commenced  the  act,  to  which  refer- 
ence has  been  made,  and  that  system  of  "  pro- 
tections," as  they  vvere  called,  the  very  mention 
of  which,  at  this  day,  causes  a  burst  of  honest 
indignation  in  the  breast  of  citizens  whose  sit- 
uation enables  them  to  ascertain  their  true 
character.  If  these  "  protections,"  so  termed, 
have  not  been  forged  all  over  Europe,  it  is  only 
for  the  reason  that  the  notes  of  a  certain  hank 
of  which  I  have  heard  have  not  been  forged, 
viz :  that,  the  bank  being  broke,  its  notes  were 
so  worthless  that  people  would  not  even  steal 
them.  The  "  protections "  are  attainable  by 
everybody ;  by  men  of  all  ages,  countries,  and 
descriptions.  They  are  a  mere  farce.  The  is- 
suing of  them  has  gone  far  to  disgrace  the 
character  of  the  country,  and  has  brought  into 
question  and  jeopardy  the  rights  of  real  Ameri- 
can citizens.  This  question  of  impressment, 
delicate  as  it  has  beep  said  to  be — difficult  as  in 
one  view  it  certainly  is — is,  of  aU  others,  in  my 
judgment,  the  most  compact.  With  the  gen- 
tleman from  New  York,  I  wUl  say  that  the  tide 
of  emigration  has  brought  to  the  shores  of  oxir 
country  many  most  valuable  characters  ;  some 
of  them  persons  with  whom  I  have  the  honor 
of  being  in  habits,  not  only  of  intimacy,  but 
friendship.  I  believe  there  does  not  exist  one 
man  of  this  description,  who  comes  iona  fde 
to  this  country  to  settle  himself  and  children 
here,  that  would  require  you  to  go  to  war  on 
his  account.  And,  sir,  I  believe  that  the  bellig- 
erent position  itself  in  which  you  now  find 
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yourself  will  relieve  you  in  a  great  degree  of 
this  evil,  for  many  seamen  who  have  so  long, 
by  virtue  of  these  "  protections,"  passed  them- 
selves off  for  American,  will  find  it  to  be  very 
convenient  to  be  Portuguese  or  Swedish  seamen, 
or  seamen  of  some  other  State  than  the  United 
States — some  State  that  is  not  at  war  with  Eng- 
land.   Sir,  there  is  a  wide  difference  between 
the  character  of  American  seamen  and  seamen 
of  every  other  country  on  earth.    The  Ameri- 
can seaman  has  a  home  on  the  land,  a  domicil, 
a  wife  and  children,  to  whom  he  is  attached, 
to  whom  he  is  in  the  habit  of  returning  after 
his  voyages ;  with  whom  he  spends,  sometimes, 
a  long  vacation  from  the  toils  of  maritime  life. 
It  is  not  so  with  the  seamen  of  other  countries. 
For  the  protection  of  men  of  the  first  descrip- 
tion, I  am  disposed,  if  necessary,  to  use  the  force 
of  the  country,  but  for  no  other.     I  know,  in- 
deed, that  some  gentlemen  who  have  spoken 
much  on  the  subject  of  the  principle  of  im- 
pressment, will  tell  you  that  the  right  to  take 
from  a  neutral  Vessel  one  seaman,  if  carried  to 
its  extent,  involves  a  right  to  take  any,  or  all 
seamen.     Why,  sir,  in  like  manner,  it  might  be 
argued  that  the  taking  illegally  of  one  vessel  at 
sea  involves  the  right  to  take  every  vessel. 
And  yet,  sir,  who  ever  heard  of  two  nations 
going  to  war  about  a  single  case  of  capture, 
though  admitted  not  to  be  justified  by  the  laws  ? 
Such  a  case  never  did  and  never  will  occur. 

Of  one  thing  we  are  certain :  it  rests  upon  no 
doubtful  ground:  that  Great  Britain,  rather 
than  surrender  the  right  of  impressing  her  own 
seamen,  wiU  nail  her  colors  to  the  mast,  and  go 
down  with  them.  And  she  is  right,  because, 
when  she  does  surrender  it,  she  is  Samson 
shorn  of  his  strength :  the  sinews  of  her  power 
are  cut.  I  say  this  openly  in  the  House  of  Rep- 
resentatives ;  and  I  am  not  communicating  to 
the  enemy  a  secret  of  any  value,  because  she  has 
herself  told  us  that  she  can  never  surrender  it. 
She  has  told  us  so,  not  when  she  stood  in  the 
relation  of  an  enemy  toward  us,  but  in  the  friend- 
ly intercourse  of  the  British  Ministry  with  om- 
late  Commissioners  at  London.  Turn  to  the 
book :  I  wish  the  honorable  gentleman,  if  he 
has  it,  would  for  a  moment  let  me  have  the  use 
of  it.  You  are  told  in  that  book  that  every  ef- 
fort was  made  by  the  American  Commissioners 
to  effect  a  relaxation  of  this  right ;  that  the 
British  Ministry  evinced  the  sincerest  desire  to 
give  satisfaction  to  them  on  this  point:  hut 
what?  The  Admiralty  was  consulted;  they 
waked  up  out  of  their  slumbers  the  Civilians  at 
Doctors'  Commons  to  deliberate  upon  it ;  and 
they  came  to  the  conclusion  that  the  Govern- 
ment of  Great  Britain  could  not  give  up  that 
nght.  Messrs.  Monroe  and  Pinkney,  the  Com- 
missioners of  the  United  States  to  negotiate  a 
treaty  with  the  Government  of  Great  Britain,  in 
their  correspondence  with  their  own  Govern- 
ment, give  this  fact  to  excuse  themselves  for 
tailing  to  accomplish  their  object,  and  to  prove 
that  every  thing  had  been  done  that  could  be  on 
then-  part,  and  every  thing  conceded  on  the  oth- 


er side  that  the  most  friendly  disposition  could 
warrant — and  here  I  do  not  speak  of  masked 
friendship,  but  of  real  friendship.  Although 
every  thing  possible  had  been  done,  this  right  <rf 
impressment  of  her  own  seamen  was  a  sine  qua 
non  on  the  part  of  Great  Britain — one  which 
would  not,  could  not,  must  not,  be  surrendered- 
And,  sir,  if  this  question  of  the  right  of  impress- 
ment was  one  on  which  we  were  to  go  to  war 
with  Great  Britain,  we  ought  to  have  gone  to 
war  then ;  because  we  were  then  told  by  the 
highest  authority  in  that  Government  that  this 
was  a  point  which  never  would  be  given  up. 

I  find,  sir,  that  J[  cannot  trust  my  broken  voice 
to  read  the  book,  now  that  it  is  in  my  hand,  but 
must  rely  upon  my  recollection  for  facts. 

Now,  this  question  lies  as  I  have  said,  in  a 
very  small  compass.    The  right  of  Great  Britain 
to  take  her  own  seamen  from  yonr  merchant 
vessels,  (if  it  be  a  right,)  is  one  which  she  has 
exercised  ever  since  you  were  a  People,  wherev- 
er occasions  for  its  exercise  have   occurred. 
Will  you  not  only  go  to  war,  but  wage  a  tellum 
ad  internecinum  for  it  ?     WiU  you  wage  an  end- 
less war  of  extermination  for  this  right,  which, 
you  have  known  for  two  and  twenty  years  of 
your  national  existence,  she  will  not  relinquish? 
A  gentleman  from  Tennessee,  of  whose  capacity 
few  men  have  more  respectful  opinion  than  my- 
self, has  quoted  the  diplomatic  correspondence 
as  far  back  as  1792,  to  show  what   General 
Washington's  opinions  were  on  this  question 
of  impressment,  and  this  opinion  of  the  Father 
of  his  Country  is  now  held  up  to  the  people  of 
the  United  States  for  the  purpose  of  enlisting 
their  prejudices  in  the  conviction  that,  by  in- 
volving the  country  in  warfare,  we  are  at  this 
moment  treading  in  the  footsteps  of  that  great 
man,  and  acting  upon  his  principles.     Nothing 
can  be  more  untrue.     To  say  that  the  Treaty  of 
Louisiana  was  negotiated  two  years  after  the 
letter  of  instruction  quoted  from  the  Washing- 
ton Administration,  and  that  that  treaty  con- 
tained no  provisions  on  this  point,  is  a  reply  in 
full  on  this  course  of  argument.     But  what  does 
the  correspondence  referred  to  prove  ?     What 
every  treaty,  what  every  negotiation,  has  prov- 
en :  that  England  would  not  give  up  this  point, 
although  she  made  offers  for  guarding  against 
abuse — offers  more  favorable  to  us  than  ours  to 
her.     And  yet  the  Administration  of  this  Gov- 
ernment have  had  the  hardihood  or  the  folly  to 
plunge  the  nation  into  a  war  for  it — ^for  a  point 
on  which  General  Washington,  Mr.  Adams,  and 
Mr.  Jefferson,  men  differing  from  each  other  as 
may  be  in  every  aspect,  had  been  content  to  ne- 
gotiate, rather  than  go  to  war  for  its  assertion. 
What  was  the  offer  made  to  our  Government 
by  the  British  Ministry?    If  I  do  not  forget, 
their  offer  was  that  they  would  not  impress 
American  seamen.    Their  offer  to  ns  was  not 
accepted,  but  it  was  beyond  question,  in  my 
opinion,  more  beneficial  than  the  proposition 
which  we  on  that  occasion  made  to  them. 

But  it  may  be  said  that  the  right  of  search 
cannot  be  endured;  that  the  protection  of  our 
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flag  must  be  held  ipviolate ;  that  if  a  search  of 
our  ships  he  permitted  for  British  seamen,  they 
may  actually  take  American  seamen.  Sir,  there 
is  no  doubt  of  the  fact  that  by  mistake,  some- 
times perhaps  by  wilfal  misconduct,  on  the  part 
of  oflScers  engaged  in  the  search,  such  a  thing 
may  happen.  But,  should  we  not  think  it  ex- 
ceedingly strange  that  the  misconduct  of  an 
officer  of  the  American  Government,  in  one  case 
in  twenty  if  you  will,  should  be  a  cause  of  war 
for  any  nation  against  us  ?  It  is  one  of  those 
cases  which  does  occur,  and  will  forever  occur, 
to  a  neutral  power,  whenever  a  general  war  is 
lighted  up.  It  is  one  of  the  prices  which  this 
country  has  to  pay  for  its  rapid  accession  of 
wealth,  such  as  is  unheard  of  in  the  annals  of 
any  other  nation  but  our  own.  And  this,  sir,  is 
the  state  of  things  in  which  we  have  undertak- 
en, in  children's  language,  to  quarrel  with  our 
bread  and  butter ;  and  to  identify  ourselves  with 
one  of  the  belligerents  in  a  war  in  which  we 
have  no  proper  concern.  J  wiU  not  touch  at 
all  the  abstract  question  of  the  right  of  impress- 
ment :  it  has  been  so  much  more  ably  handled 
by  others  that  I  shall  not  say  a  word  about  it. 
I  address  myself  to  the  common  sense  of  the 
planter,  the  fanner,  the  agriculturist  of  our 
country — are  you  willing  upon  such  grounds  as 
these  to  continue  this  war  ?  I  have  no  doubt 
what  win  be  their  answer. 

On  these  subjects  I  have  delivered  my  senti- 
ments more  than  once  before  in  this  House.  I 
think  of  them  with  horror  as  the  accursed  cause 
of  this  war.  Not  that  the  men  who  are  in  power 
are  worse  men  than  other  people,  but  that  they 
have  brought  upon  this  land  of  peace  and  free- 
dom issues  the  end  of  which  it  would  be  impos- 
sible for  any  human  being  to  divine. 

One  thing  is  certain,  that  the  right  of  search 
does  practically  exist,  and  has  been  acknowl- 
edged by  all  nations.  The  President  of  the 
United  States  and  his  Secretary  of  State,  as  great 
masters  of  the  Law  of  Nations,  will  he  among 
the  first  to  acknowledge  it ;  they  have  acknowl- 
edged it,  and  by  our  treaties  with  tbreign  pow- 
ers, this  country  has  heretofore  acknowledged 
it,  so  far  as  concerns  the  right  to  search  for  con- 
traband goods  and  enemy's  property.  Suppose 
that  there  are  notorious  abuses  under  this  right: 
should  we  be  justified  in  declaring  that  no  search 
whatever  of  our  merchant  vessels  shall  be  al- 
lowed ?  There  is  no  doubt  that,  under  the  color 
of  the  right  of  search — ^for  I  am  advocating  its 
lawful  purposes  only — abuses  have  been  com- 
mitted on  neutrals ;  and  as  long  as  men  exist  it 
will  be  so.  The  hability  to  abuse  of  this  right 
is  the  price  which  neutrals  pay  for  the  advan- 
tages which  they  derive  from  their  neutrality ; 
and  I  should  like  to  know  whether  it  would  be 
for  me  to  join  in  the  contest  in  which  these  bel- 
ligerents are  engaged  for  the  recovery  of  my 
neutral  rights.  Where  are  those  rights  when 
great  maritime  powers  become  belligerent? 
There  are  neutral  rights  undoubtedly,  but  there 
are  also  neutral  duties.  And  shall  a  neutral  na- 
tion, a  nation  which  has  in  that  character  pros- 
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pered  and  fiourished  more  than  any  people  on 
the  face  of  the  globe,  sacrifice  those  rights  and 
those  advantages,  and  resort  to  war  against 
one  of  those  belligerents — and  for  what?  For 
a  point  of  honor !  Yet,  whilst  in  this  Quixotic 
spirit  we  have  gone  to  war  with  England ;  al- 
though we  have  been  robbed,  reviled,contemned 
throughout  by  the  Emperor  of  France,  we  can 
see  no  cause  of  war  with  him ! 

What  shall  we  say  of  the  French  doctrine  in 
relation  to  this  subject  of  impressment  ?  If  that 
has  been  dwelt%pon  in  this  debate  by  any  hon- 
orable gentleman  of  this  House  it  has  escaped 
my  notice.  What  is  the  French  doctrine  on  this 
subject-  -established  at  the  time  when  the  United 
States  stood  in  relations  of  peace  and  amity  to 
that  power,  when  every  heart  beat  high  with 
sympathy  for  the  success  of  French  freedom ; 
when  some  of  those  who  have  since  transferred 
their  admiration,  I  will  not  say  their  love,  to 
the  present  head  of  the  French  Government,  to 
the  enemy  of  French  freedom,  and  all  freedom, 
to  all  commerce,  and  right,  and  religion- — at  the 
time  when  some  of  those  who  have  Since  so  la- 
mentably changed  on  this  subject  felt  an  interest 
for  freedom  and  France  scarcely  inferior  to  that 
which  they  felt  for  freedom  and  America  ?  What 
were  then  the  doctrines  of  the  French  Govern- 
ment ?  That  all  who  spoke  the  English  language 
should  be  treated  as  EngUshmen,  unless  they 
could  give  proof  to  the  contrary ;  the  onws  pro- 
iandi  lying  on  those  who  spoke  the  language  of 
Locke,  and  Newton,  and  MUton,  and  Shakspeare. 
Yes,  sir,  whilst  the  English  Government  estab- 
lishes no  such  doctrine,  the  French  Government 
acts  upon  the  principle  that  speaking  the  Eng- 
hsh  language  is  prima  facie  evidence  of  your 
being  a  British  subject,  and  would  justify  their 
treating  you  as  an  enemy,  the  burden  of  the 
proof  to  the  contrary  being  thrown  upon  your- 
self. 

And,  sir,  is  it  nothing  to  the  bill  which  we 
are  now  debating,  for  raising  an  additional  army 
of  twenty  thousand  men — or  is  it  a  departure 
from  order  to  hint  on  this  floor  at  a  circumstance 
which  all  men  are  employed  and  occupied  in  dis- 
cussing at  their  fire-sides  ? — that  this  army,  to 
constitute  an  aggregate  of  fifty-five  thousand 
regular  troops,  is  about  to  be  put  under  the  con- 
trol of  the  man  who  was  the  author  of  the 
Anonymous  Letters  at  Newhurg  at  the  close  of 
the  Kevolutionary  war,  inciting  a  handful  of 
men,  the  remnant  of  the  old  American  army — 
perhaps  not  numbering  six  thousand  altogether 
— ^to  give  a  master  to  the  nation?  Is  that  a  con- 
sideration to  have  no  weight  upon  such  a  ques- 
tion as  this  ?  With  me,  sir,  it  is  conclusive.  I  will 
tell  gentlemen  on  both  sides  of  the  House  that  a 
Government  or  a  man  may  despise  a  calumny — 
that  the  arrows  of  slander  wUl  fall  blunt  and 
harmless  upon  them — provided  that  the  Grovem- 
ment  and  the  man  he  true  to  itself  and  himself 
Yes,  sir,  ask  yourself  this  question  in  regard  to  any 
man,  to  whom  you  are  about  to  confide  important 
trusts :  Does  he  pay  his  just  debts  ?  Is  he  a  man 
of  truth?  Does  he  discharge  as  he  ought  the  du- 
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ties  of  a  friend,  a  brother  in  society  ?  After  hav- 
ing done  that,  be  his  politics  what  they  may, 
and  his  peculiarity  of  opinion  in  politics  what  it 
may,  he  is  a  good  man ;  he  acquires  the  esteem 
of  all  who  know  liim ;  he  is  impenetrable  to 
mere  vulgar  calumny.     This  Government  ought 
to  employ  men  of  real  worth  and  capacity :  it  is 
not  always  that  those  showing  qualities  attract- 
ing attention  in  private  life,  or  as  companions, 
are  of  real  capacity.    Do  those  who  administer 
the  Government  make  it  a  rule  to  employ  in  the 
public  service  none  but  men  of  real  capacity,  or 
worth,  of  integrity,  and  of  high  character?   Do 
they  give  their  contracts  and  offices  without 
tear,  favor,  or  affection,  to  men  of  responsibility 
and  character — to  such  men  as  you  would  in 
private  life  give  your  own  contracts  to  ?     Or  do 
they  bestow  them,  as  is  done  in  some  Govern- 
ments differently  constituted  from  ours,  where 
church  preferment  and  militai-y  preferment  are 
sometimes  made  a  dirty  job  of  Parliamentary 
interest  ?    Do  they  employ  men  of  clean  hands, 
with  fair  characters ;  or  is  every  caitiff,  without 
examination,  welcome  to  their  arms,  provided 
he  can  bring  with  him  the  proof  of  his  treachery 
to  his  former  employers  ?    It  depends  on  these 
facts  whether  confidence  is  due  to  any  Admin- 
istration of  the  Government. 

Sir,  I  have  much  yet  to  say  which  appeared 
to  me,  when  I  rose,  not  to  be  unworthy  your 
attention ;  but  I  confess  to  you,  with  feelings 
something  like  contrition,  that  my  opinion  on 
this  subject  has  undergone  a  change. 

There  is  one  point,  however,  on  which  I  do 
not  know  how  to  speak  in  this  place  with  the 
reverence  which  is  due  to  it.  I  cannot  pass  it 
over,  and  yet  I  know  not  how  to  touch  it.  Yes, 
sir,  there  is  one  reflection  pressing  itself  as  a 
crown  of  thorns  upon  my  own  head,  which  I 
am  bound  to  present  to  the  consideration  of  this 
Assembly  and  this  people.  Is  it  fitting  that  the 
only  two  nations  among  whom  the  worship  of 
the  true  God  has  been  maintained  with  any 
thing  like  truth  and  freedom  from  corruption ; 
that  the  only  two  nations  among  whom  this 
worship  has  been  preserved  unstained,  shall  be 
the  two  now  arrayed  against  each  other  in  hos- 
tile arms  in  a  conflict  in  which,  let  who  will 
vconquer  in  the  fight,  his  success  in  one  point,  if 
ihat  be  an  object,  will  have  been  attained  :  so 
much  of  human  life,  liberty,  and  happiness,  will 
ihave  perished  in  the  affray— in  the  service  of 
this  scourge  with  which  it  has  pleased  God,  in 
his  wisdom  and  justice,  not  in  his  mercy,  to  in- 
flict mankind?  Is  it  fitting  that  those  hands 
which  unite  in  giving  to  idolaters  and  to  the 
heathen  the  Word  of  God,  the  Book  of  Life— 
that  those  hands,  and  those  alone,  should  be 
thus  drenched  in  each  other's  blood  ?  Will  you 
unite  as  a  Christian  with  your  Protestant  bro- 
ther across  the  Atlantic  for  these  noble  purposes, 
And  then;plnnge  the  dagger  into  his  breast  with 
whom  you  are  associated  in  a  cause  so  holy — 
one  so  infinitely  transcending  the  low,  the  little, 
the  dirty  business  we  are  called  upon  here  to 
transaoti    I  hope  that  the  sacrifice  may  be 


stopped.  We  have  nothing  to  expect  from  the 
mission  of  our  Minister  to  t6e  Ruler  of  France, 
whether  at  Moscow,  or  wherever  else  he  may 
be.  The  Deity  or  Devil  whom  we  worship  ig 
not  to  be  mollified  by  our  suppliant  appeals. 
Let  us  turn  from  him — come  out  of  his  house — 
and  join  in  the  worship  of  the  true  and  living 
God,  instead  of  spilling  the  blood  of  his  people 
on  the  abominable  altar  of  the  French  Moloch. 

Sir,  I  have  done.  I  could  have  wished  to 
continue  my  remarks  farther,  but  I  cannot. 

When  Mr.  Randolph  concluded,  the  House 
adjourned, 

Thtjbsdat,  January  14. 

Additional  Military  Force. 

The  House  then  resumed  the  consideration  of 

the  bill  to  raise  twenty  additional  regiments  of 

infantry  for  one  year. — The  question  being  on 

the  passage  of  the  bill. 

Mr.  Stow,  said  :  !Jj[r.  Speaker,  I  am  aware  of 
the  delicacy  and  novelty  of  my  situation,  as  well 
from  the  indulgence  of  the  House,  as  from  the 
neutral  course  which  I  mean  to  pursue.  He 
must  have  been  indeed  an  inattentive  observer 
of  mankind  who  proposes  to  himself  such  a 
course  without  being  exposed  to  difficulties  and 
dangers  from  every  side.  Our  country  has  ex- 
perienced them  too  long  from  the  great  bel- 
ligerents of  Europe,  and  an  individual  wiU 
quickly  find  them  here.  For  even  this  House 
is  not  exempt  from  its  great  party  belligerents 
Vrho  issue  their  confiicting  decrees  and  Orders 
in  Council;  and,  in  imitation  of  the  hostile 
Europeans,  it  is  sometimes  a  sufficient  cause  of 
condemnation  to  have  been  spoken  with  by  the 
adverse  side.  Yet,  notwithstanding  all  these 
dangers,  I  mean  to  launch  my  neutral  bark  on 
this  tempestuous  ocean,  conscious  of  the  reo^ 
titude  of  my  intentions,  and  humbly  hoping 
for  the  approbation  of  my  oounti-y  and  my 
God. 

The  proper  extent  of  the  discussion  growing 
out  of  this  bill  seemed  to  be  confined  to  these 
inquiries :  Can  the  force  contemplated  be  ob- 
tained ?  If  obtained,  will  it  accomplish  the  end 
proposed?  And  lastly,  will  the  force  be  an 
economical  one  ?  If  the  discussion  had  been 
confined  to  these  limits  I  would  have  listened, 
and  not  have  spoken ;  but,  su-,  it  has  taken  a 
wider  range,  and  assumed  a  more  important 
aspect.  It  has  embraced  the  present,  and  past, 
and  the  future.  The  causes  of  the  war,  and  the 
mode  of  conducting  it,  have  been  investigated^, 
and  even  confident  predictions  have  been  made 
as  to  its  end.  The  history  and  the  state  of  oue 
negotiations  have  been  carefully  examined— and 
the  Presidential  order  of  succession  has  been 
scrutinized  by  the  light  of  experience  as  well  as 
that  of  prophecy.  We  have  sometimes  been 
forced  into  the  scenes  of  private  life ;  and,  at  > 
other  times,  we  have  been  chained  to  the  car  of 
Napoleon.  In  short,  sir,  the  discussion  has 
ra,nged  as  vride  as  existence,  and,  not  content 
with  that,  the  speakers  "  have  exhausted  worlds, 
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and  then  imaginedrnew."  I  do  not  pretend  to 
censure  this — it  may  be  wdl  for  the  people  to 
have  their  political  concerns  thus  splendidly 
dressed  and  passed  in  review  before  them.  But 
still  I  will  attempt  to  caU  the  attention  of  the 
House  from  the  regions  of  fiction,  of  fancy,  and 
of  poetry,  to  the  humble,  but  I  trust  no  less 
profitable,  sphere  of  reality  and  prose.  Passing 
by  many  of  those  things  which  have  amused  by 
their  ingenuity,  or  surprised  by  their  novelty, 
but  which  do  not  deserve  a  serious  answer,  I 
will  endeavor  to  state  distinctly  the  grounds 
taken  by  the  opponents  of  this  bill,  or  rather 
the  opponents  of  furnishing  the  means  of  pros- 
ecuting the  war :  Firstly.  It  is  alleged  "  that 
the  war  was  originally  unjust."  Secondly. 
"That  if  thfe  war  was  originally  just,  it  has 
become  unjust  to  continue  it  in  consequence  of 
the  revocation  of  the  British  Orders  in  Coun- 
cil." Thirdly.  "  That  it  is  inexpedient  to  pros- 
ecute the  war,  because  we  have  no  means  of 
coercing  our  enemy  or  enforcing  our  claims." 
Fourthly.  "  That  we  are  unable  to  support  the 
war."  And  fifthly.  "  That,  in  consideration  of 
all  these  circumstanaes,  the  House  ought  to  with- 
hold the  means  of  further  prosecuting  the  war." 
First,  then,  it  was  alleged  that  the  war  was 
originally  unjust.  Here  let  me  call  on  the  House 
to  distinguish  between  unjust  and  inexpedient. 
Nothing  can  be  more  important  than  to  have 
clear  and  distinct  ideas  about  those  words  which 
lie  at  the  bottom  of  a  science,  or  inquiry.  This 
is  happily  illustrated  in  mathematics — there 
every  word,  by  the  help  of  diagrams,  is  carefully 
defined ;  and  the  consequence  is,  that  there  are 
no  disputes  among  mathematicians,  while  their 
labors  have  done  honor  to  mankind.  A  thing 
may  be  just  and  yet  inexpedient :  the  justice  of 
an  act  relates  to  the  conduct  of  another,  the 
expediency  of  our  own  situation.  It  may  be 
just  for  me  to  sue  the  man  who  withholds  from 
me  the  smallest  sum ;  and  yet  so  inexpedient 
as  to  be  even  ridiculous.  Thus  a  war  may  be 
perfectly  just,  and  at  the  same  time  highly  in- 
expedient. This,  if  I  mistake  not,  was  the 
ground  generally  taken  the  last  year  by  the  op- 
ponents of  the  war,  particularly  by  the  gen- 
tleman from  Virginia  before  me,  (Mr.  Shef- 
FET,)  which  pointed  out  the  distinction  which  I 
have  endeavored  to  do,  though  with  more  abil- 
ity and  success.  I  hope  the  House  will  bear 
this  distinction  in  mind ;  because  it  is  of  the 
greatest  importance  in  the  investigation  which 
I  intend  to  make.  Before  I  enter  further  on 
the  argument,  I  ask  the  House  to  indulge  me 
for  a  moment  while  I  explain  my  views  relative 
to  the  commencement  of  the  war.  I  never  saw 
any  want  of  provocation  on  the  part  of  Great 
Britain.  I  never  for  an  instant  doubted  the 
justice  of  the  war,  while  I  urged  its  inexpe- 
diency with  all  my  might.  I  considered  man 
placed  here  by  a  beneficent  Providence,  on  a 
fertile  soil,  and  in  a  happy  climate,  enlightened 
by  science,  and  protected  by  the  wisest  of  laws. 
By  our  Revolution  cut  adrift,  as  I  may  say,  from 
the  old  world,  before   the  storm   which  was 


about  to  desolate  Europe  arose,  I  fondly  hoped 
that  this  new  world  would  furnish  one  fair  ex- 
periment of  what  science,  liberty  and  peace, 
might  achieve,  free  from  those  corruptions  which 
have  eternally  attended  on  war.  I  hoped  to  see 
the  country  improved,  and  bound  together  by 
roads  and  canals,  to  see  it  adorned  by  literary 
institutions,  and  by  every  establishment  which 
reflects  honor  upon  man.  Nor  do  I  yet  believe 
that  this  was  an  Utopian  vision,  or  an  idle 
dream.  I  stiU^believe  it  might  all  have  been 
realized  by  a  diflferent  course — but  the  nation 
has  determined  on  war,  and,  though  it  was 
not  my  choice,  I  still  maintain  that  it  is  not 
unjust. 

I  shall  now  examine  the  second  propositiMi, 
"  that  if  the  war  was  originally  just,  its  further 
prosecution  is  unjust."  On  what  ground  does 
this  rest  ?  It  is  this,  that  the  Orders  in  Council 
were  the  cause  of  the  war ;  those  orders  having 
ceased,  the  prosecution  of  the  war  becomes  un- 
just. Here  again  justice  and  expediency  are 
confounded.  It  was  never  maintained,  that  the 
Orders  in  Council  rendered  war  more  just  than 
many  other  outrages,  though  they  went  farther 
to  prove  its  expediency,  and  even  necessity. 
It  therefore  follows,  that  their  repeal  does  not 
affect  the  justice  of  the  war ;  unless  accom- 
panied with  compensation  for  the  spoUations 
committed  under  them,  and  atonement  made 
for  other  wrongs.  Neither  of  these,  is  it  pre- 
tended, hsis  been  done  ;  except  so  far  as  relates 
to  the  affair  of  the  Chesapeake,  and  which  I 
purposely  left  out  of  the  catalogue  of  grievances. 
An  injury  which  was  a  just  cause  of  war,  re- 
mains a  just  cause  for  its  continuance,  till 
atonement  is  offered,  or  till  it  is  settled  by  nego- 
tiation. But,  sir,  an  ample  justification  of  war 
remains  in  the  impressment  of  our  seamen.  The 
claim  on  our  part  is  not,  as  has  been  alleged,  a 
claim  to  protect  British  seamen — ^it  is  a  claim 
to  protect  American  citizens.  Nay,  more,  as 
respects  the  justice  of  the  continuance  of  the 
war,  it  is  a  claim  only,  that  they  will  cease  from 
the  practice  during  tiie  truce,  that  it  may  be 
seen  whether  it  is  possible  to  arrange  it  by  ne- 
gotiation. Is  it  unjust  to  continue  the  war,  till 
this  demand  is  complied  with?  or  does  any 
American  wish  to  see  his  cotmtry  prostrated 
stUl  lower  1 

Having  thus  far  explained  my  ideas  relative 
to  the  justice  of  the  commencement  and  con- 
tinuance of  the  war,  I  wiU  now  proceed  to  an- 
swer the  third  objection,  namely:  That  it  is 
inexpedient  to  carry  it  on,  because  we  have  no 
means  of  coercing  our  enemy — of  compelling 
him — to  what  ?  barely  to  a  just  and  honorable 
peace ;  for  that  is  all  we  demand.  And  have 
we  no  means  of  doing  this?  Better,  then, 
to  surrender  the  charter  of  our  independence, 
confess  we  are  incapable  of  self-protection,  and 
beg  his  most  gracious  Majesty  to  again  take  us 
under  his  paternal  care.  Such  a  doctrine,  sir,  is 
as  unfounded,  as  it  is  degrading  to  the  American 
character.  We  have  ample  means  of  compel- 
ling Great  Britain  to  do  us  justice ;  they  are  to 
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be  found  in  the  value  of  our  commerce ;  in  the 
enterprise  of  our  privateers ;  in  the  gallantry  of 
our  ships  of  war,  and  the  conquest  of  her  prov- 
inces. Our  custom  (considering  her  in  the 
light  of  a  mechanic  or  merchant  who  supplies) 
is  of  vital  importance  to  Great  Britain.  It  is 
not  to  be  measured  by  its  amount,  in  pounds, 
shillings,  and  pence,  but  by  the  strength  and 
support  she  derives  from  the  intercourse.  For, 
while  I  admit  that  Great  Britain  does  not  send 
half  her  exports  to  the  United  States,  I  do 
maintain,  that  the  custom  of  this  country  is  of 
more  importance  to  her,  than  that  of  the  whole 
world  besides.  It  is  with  a  nation  as  with  an 
individual,  if  he  exchange  luxuries  for  luxuries, 
or  superfluities,  such  as  ribands  for  ribands, 
which  he  consumes,  he  adds  nothing  to  his 
wealth ;  but  if  he  exchange  his  luxuries,  or  his 
ribands,  for  bread,  or  for  such  materials  as  give 
scope  to  his  industry,  he  is  then  benefited,  and 
enriched  by  the  interchange.  Such  is  the  situar 
tion  of  Great  Britain  with  regard  to  Amer- 
ica. She,  and  her  dependencies,  receive  more 
of  provision,  and  raw  materials,  from  America, 
than  from  all  other  parts  of  the  world  together. 
Our  trade  exactly  gives  effect  to  her  industry, 
her  machinery,  and  her  capital.  And  it  is  this 
which  has,  in  a  great  degree,  enabled  her  to 
make  such  gigantic  efforts  in  the  awful  contest 
in  which  she  is  engaged.  Our  privateers ;  will 
they  have  no  effect  on  Great  Britain  ?  Will 
she  learn  nothing  from  the  loss  of  three  or  four 
hundred  ships  ?  And  will  she  be  insensible  to 
the  efforts  of  our  little  Navy  ?  Can  they  touch 
no  nerve  in  which  Britons  feel  ?  Far  different 
are  my  conclusions,  from  what  I  have  seen  in 
British  papers — they  show  that  she  is  trem- 
blingly alive  to  that  subject. 

Sir,  I  will  now  consider  her  provinces,  about 
which  so  much  has  been  said.  I,  too,  will  speak 
of  that  wonderful  country,  called  Canada,  which 
unites  in  itself  all  contrarieties  I  Which  is  so 
cold  and  sterile,  as  to  be  not  worth  possessing ; 
and  so  fertile,  that  if,  by  any  calamity  it  should 
become  ours,  it  would  seduce  away  our  popula- 
tion ;  which  is  so  unhappy  under  the  British  Gov- 
ernment as  not  to  lure  our  inhabitants ;  yet  so 
happy,  that  it  is  criminal  to  disturb  their  feli- 
city ; — whose  inhabitants,  if  united  with  ours, 
■trould  destroy  us,  because  they  have  none  of 
the  habits  of  freemen ;  and  who,  well  knowing 
the  privileges  of  their  free  Government,  will 
defend  them  to  the  last.  A  country  which  is 
of  no  importance  to  Great  Britain,  and  whose 
loss  would  not  make  her  feel ;  a  country  which 
is  so  valuable  to  Great  Britain  that  she  will 
never  give  it  up.  A  country  so  weak  that  it  is 
inglorious  to  attack  it ;  and  a  country  so  strong 
that  we  can  never  take  it.  But,  sir,  leaving 
these,  and  a  thousand  other  contradictions,  the 
work  of  fancy  or  of  spleen,  I  will  present  to  the 
House  what  I  believe  to  be  a  true  view  of  the 
subject,  drawn  from  a  near  residence  and  much 
careful  examination.  Canada  is  of  great  im- 
portance both  to  Great  Britain  and  the  United 
Sta,tes.    It  is  important  to  Great  Britain  in  the 


amount  and  kind  of  its  exports.  In  the  last 
year  preceding  war,  its  exports  amounted  to 
between  seven  and  nine  millions  of  dollars,  an 
amount  almost  as  great  as  the  exports  of  the 
United  States  preceding  the  Revolutionary  war. 
And  had  the  most  discerning  statesman  made 
out  an  order,  he  could  not  have  selected  articles 
better  adapted  to  the  essential  wants  of  Great 
Britain.  It  has  been  said  that  Canada  is  of  less 
value  than  one  of  the  sugar  islands  of  the  West 
Indies.  Sir,  in  the  present  state  of  the  world, 
Canada  is  of  more  importance  to  Great  Britain, 
in  my  opinion,  than  the  whole  West  India 
Islands  taken  together.  In  danger,  as  she  is,  of 
being  shut  out  from  the  Baltic,  and  fighting  for 
her  existence,  she  wants  not  the  luxuries,  the 
sugars,  and  the  sweetmeats  of  the  West  Indies 
— she  wants  the  provisions,  the  timber,  the 
masts,  and  the  spars  of  the  North. 

Canada  is  also  of  the  greatest  importance  to 
the  United  States,  in  a  commercial  and  politi- 
cal point  of  view.  I  have  in  a  great  measure 
explained  its  commercial  importance,  by  stating 
its  exports ;  a  large  portion  of  which  were  the 
products  of  the  United  States.  Let  an  atten- 
tive observer  cast  his  eye  for  one  moment  on 
the  map  of  North  America;  let  him  bear  in 
mind,  that  from  the  forty-fifth  degree  of  lati- 
tude the  waters  of  Canada  bomid  for  a  vast  ex- 
tent one  of  the  most  fertile,  and  which  will 
become,  one  of  the  most  populous  parts  of  the 
United  States;  and  he  will  readily  perceive 
that  the  river  St.  Lav^rence  must  soon  be  the 
outlet  for  one-third  of  all  the  products  of 
American  labor.  The  same  circumstances  IviD 
enable  it  to  lay  an  impost  on  one-third  of  our 
imported  articles.  Nor  will  the  evil  to  our  rev- 
enue end  here.  Great  Britain  wiU  be  enabled 
to  smuggle  her  goods  through  this  channel  into 
all  parts  of  the  Union.  It  will  be  in  vain  that 
yon  attempt  to  counteract  her  by  laws ;  from 
the  great  length  and  contiguity  of  her  posses- 
sions^ she  will  forever  evade  them,  unless  by 
your  laws  yon  can  change  the  nature  of  man. 
But  its  greatest  importance  is  in  a  political  point 
of  view :  for,  although  not  as  happy  in  its  gov- 
ernment as  the  United  States,  it  is  suflSciently 
so  to  draw  off  multitudes  of  onr  new  settlers, 
when  the  intermediate  lands  of  the  State  of 
New  York,  which  separate  it  from  New  Eng- 
land, shall  be  fully  occupied.  From  this  cir- 
cumstance it  will  divide  the  American  family, 
and,  by  the  commercial  relations  which  I  have 
pointed  out,  it  will  exert  a  dangerous  infiuenee 
over  a  part  of  our  country ;  for  the  transition 
from  commercial  dependence,  to  political  alle- 
giance, is  too  obvious  to  be  insisted  on.  Hav- 
ing endeavored  to  show  the  importance  of 
Canada  to  both  of  the  contending  nations,  I 
will  only  add  that  it  is  within  our  power. 

The  fourth  objection  is,  that  we  cannot  sup- 
port the  war— that  we  have  not  the  ability  to 
carry  it  on.  Before  I  proceed  to  answer  this 
objection,  permit  me,  sir,  to  notice  a  single  in- 
consistency of  the  gentlemen  by  whom  it  has 
been  urged;  It  iattiis :  in  one  part  of  their  argu 
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ment,  tliey  represent  the  people  is  too  happy  to 
enlist,  and  in  another  part  as  too  poor  to  pay ! 
Both  of  these  propositions,  ■!  presume,  cannot 
he  true.  Not  to  dwell  longer,  however,  upon 
this  contradiction,  I  do  maintain,  sir,  that  the 
nation  is  fully  able  to  prosecute  the  war.  On 
what  does  the  ability  of  a  nation  depend  ?  A 
person  who  will  give  himself  the  trouble  of  ex- 
amining things  rather  than  words,  will  find  that 
it  is  proportioned  to  the  number  of  laborers  and 
the  productiveness  of  their  labor.  Wherever, 
fi'om  soil,  climate,  or  improvement,  the  labor  of 
a  country  will  produce  more  than  a  supply  of 
the  necessaries  of  life,  it  is  evident  that  the  sur- 
plus time  may  be  devoted  to  idleness,  to  the 
production  and  consumption  of  luxuries,  or  to 
the  carrying  on  of  war.  To  illustrate  this 
farther — suppose  the  labor  of  a  person  for  five 
days  will  support  him  six,  then  it  is  clear,  that 
the  labor  of  five  men  will  support  the  sixth 
man  in  idleness  or  in  war.  Now,  sir,  there  is 
nowhere  that  the  labor  of  seven  millions  of 
people  will  produce  so  much  as  in  this  country ; 
consequently,  nowhere  have  seven  millions  of 
people  so  great  an  ability  to  carry  on  a  war. 
The  quantity  of  circulating  medium,  whether 
made  of  paper  or  of  silver  dollars,  has  very 
little  to  do  with  the  subject.  If  it  is  made  of 
paper,  and  to  a  great  extent,  it  only  shows  that 
the  people  are  in  their  habits  commercial ;  and 
that  the  faith  of  contracts  is  well  supported. 
The  real  ability  of  a  nation  lies  in  what  I  have 
stated  ;  and  he  must  be  a  weak  politician  who 
cannot  call  it  forth. 

Mr.  Speaker,  I  will  now  consider  the  last, 
and  by  far  the  most  important  objection  of  aU ; 
and  one,  without  which,  I  certainly  would  not 
have  spoken.  It  is,  that  in  consideration  of  all 
the  circumstances  in  which  we  are  placed,  it  is 
the  duty  of  this  House  to  withhold  the  means 
of  further  prosecuting  the  war.  It  wiU  not  be 
denied,  I  trust,  that  this  is  a  fair  statement  of 
the  scope  and  object  of  most  of  the  reasonings 
which  have  been  employed  ;  and  that  without 
this  construction,  they  would  be  irreconcilable 
with  common  sense.  This  doctrine,  in  my 
opinion,  goes  not  only  to  the  overthrow  of  our 
constitution,  but  to  the  destruction  of  liberty 
itself.  The  principle  of  our  Government  is,  not 
only  that  the  majority  shall  rule,  but  that  they 
shall  rule  in  the  mamiwr  prescribed  by  the  con- 
stitution. So  that  if  it  could  be  proved  that  a 
majority  of  the  people  were  in  favor  of  certain 
measures,  it  would  not  be  sufficient  till  they 
had  pronounced  that  decision  through  the  eon- 
stitmMonal  organs.  In  short,  it  must  have  been 
a  principal  object  with  the  framers  of  our  con- 
stitution to  suspend,  at  least  for  a  limited  time, 
the  effects  of  popular  opinion.  The  constitu- 
tion has  committed  the  legislative  power  to 
three  co-equal  branches ;  and  to  the  same  hands 
has  it  entrusted  the  power  of  declaring  war ; 
while  it  has  expressly  confided  the  treaty-mak- 
ing power  (and  whioli  alone  can  make  peace) 
to  two  only  of  those  branches.  The  claim  now 
set  up,  goes  to  invest  that  branch  which  has  no 


authority,  in  the  matter,  not  only  with  the 
treatyrmaking  power,  but  also  with  a  complete 
control  over  the  other  two  branches.  Thus  one 
branch  of  the  Government  forcing  the  nation 
to  demt  from  doing  what  three,  including  itself, 
had  thought  best  to  perform.  Let  us  test  the 
correctness  of  this  principle  by  applying  it  to 
another  co-equal  branch  (ff  the  Government. 
Let  us  suppose  the  President  has  made  a  treaty 
of  peace,  which  is  disapproved  of  by  the  Senate 
— and  suppose  ipon  this  he  should  say,  the  war 
ought  not  to  be  further  prosecuted,  and  refuse 
to  employ  the  public  force,  would  you  not  imr 
peach  him  ?  Most  unquestionably  you  would. 
I  expressly  admit  that  cases  may  be  imagined, 
where  such  a  course  would  be  proper — where 
it  would  be  not  only  the  duty  of  this  House  to 
withhold  supplies,  but  where  it  would  be  the 
duty  of  an  individual  to  resist  the  laws ;  but 
such  are  extreme  cases,  not  provided  for  by  any 
organization  of  Government.  "What,  sir,  has 
been  the  practice  of  the  British  House  of  Com- 
mons ?  Have  they  ever  refused  supplies  because 
a  war  was  unpopular,  since  their  revolution  ? 
Did  not  the  same  Parliament,  which  resolved 
that  they  would  consider  any  man  as  an  enemy 
to  his  country,  who  would  advise  his  Majesty 
to  the  further,  prosecution  of  offensive  war  in 
America,  still  vote  the  means  for  carrying  on 
the  war  ?  A  similar  case  occurred  when  Mr. 
Fox  came  last  into  power — ^he  disapproved  of 
the  commencement  and  conduct  of  the  war, 
and  yet  he  called  for  and  received  the  necessary 
supplies. 

Mr.  CALHOuif  observed,  that  he  could  offer 
nothing  more  acceptable,  he  presumed,  to  the 
House,  than  a  promise  not  to  ^scuss  the  Orders 
in  Council,  French  decrees,  blockadeg,  or  em- 
bargoes. He  was  induced  to  avoid  these  topics 
for  several  reasons.  In  the  first  place,  they 
were  too  stale  to  furnish  any  interest  to  this 
House  or  country.  Gentlemen  who  had  at- 
tempted it,  vsdth  whatever  abilities,  had  failed 
to  command  attention ;  and  it  would  argue  very 
little  sagacity  on  his  part  not  to  be  admonished 
by  their  want  of  success.  Indeed,  whatever 
interest  had  been  at  one  time  attached  to  these 
subjects,  they  had  now  lost.  They  have  passed 
away ;  and  wiU  not  soon,  he  hoped,  return  into 
the  circle  of  politics.  Yes,  sir,  as  reviled  as  has 
been  our  country's  efforts  to  curb  beUigereht 
injustice,  as  weak  and  contemptible  as  she  has 
been  represented  to  be  in  the  grade  of  nations, 
she  has  triumphed  in  breaking  down  the  most 
dangerous  monopoly  ever  attempted  by  one  na- 
tion against  the  commerce  of  another.  He 
would  not  stop  to  inquire  whether  it  was  the 
non-importation  act,  or  the  menace  of  war,  or, 
what  was  the  most  probable,  the  last  operating 
on  the  pressure  produced  by  the  former.  The 
fact  is  certain,  that  the  Orders  in  Council  of 
1807  and  1809,  which  our  opponents  have  often 
said  that  England  would  not  yield,  as  they 
made  a  part  of  her  commercial  system,  are  now 
no  more.  The  same  firmness,  if  persevered  in, 
which  has  carried  us  thus  far  with  success,  will. 
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as  our  cause  is  just  and  moderate,  end  in  flual 
victory.  A  further  reason  wliioh  Le  had,  not 
to  follow  our  opponents  into  the  region  of  docu- 
ments and  records,  was,  that  he  was  afraid  of  a 
decoy ;  as  he  was  induced  to  believe  from  ap- 
pearances that  their  object  was  to  draw  our  at- 
tention from  the  merits  of  the  question.  Gen- 
tlemen had  literally  buried  their  arguments 
under  a  huge  pile  of  quotations;  and  had  wan- 
dered so  far  into  this  realm  of  paper,  that 
neither  the  vision  of  this  House  has  been,  nor 
that  of  the  country  will  be,  able  to  follow  them. 
There  the  best  and  worst  reasons  share  an  equal 
fate.  The  truth  of  the  one  and  error  of  the 
other,  are  covered  with  like  obscurity. 

Mr.  0.  said  he  would  not  multiply  proof  on 
a  course  of  conduct  the  bad  effect  of  which 
was  too  sensibly  felt  to  be  easily  forgot,  and 
the  continuation  of  which  was  but  too  apparent 
in  the  present  discussion.    For  what  was  the 
object  of  the  opposition  in  this  debate?     To 
defeat  the  passage  of  this  bill  ?     It  has  been 
scarcely  mentioned;   and  contains  nothing  to 
raise  that  storm  which  has  been  excited  against 
it.     The  bill  proposes  to  raise  twenty  thousand 
men  only,  and  that  for  one  year;    and  surely 
there  is  nothing  in  that  calculated  to  lay  such 
strong  hold  of  the  jealousy  or  fe?ir  of  the  com- 
munity.    What  then  is  the  object  of  the  oppo- 
sition ?    Gentlemen  certainly  do  not  act  with- 
out an  intention ;    and  wide  as  has  been  the 
range  of  debate,  it  cannot  be  so  lawless  as  to 
be  without  an  object.    It  was  not,  he  repeated, 
to  defeat  the  passage  of  this  bill ;  no,  but  what 
was  much  more  to  be  dreaded,  to  thwart  that, 
which  the  bill  proposes  to  contribute  to,  the 
final  success  of  the  war ;  and  for  this  purpose 
he  must  do  the  opposition  the  credit  to  say,  they 
have  resorted  to  means  the  best  calculated  to 
produce  the  effect.    In  a  free  Government,  in 
the  government  of  laws,  two  things  are  neces- 
sary for  the  effectual  prosecution  of  any  great 
measure ;  the  law  by  which  the  executive  oflB- 
cer  is  charged  with  the  execution  and  vested 
"with  suitable  powers  ;    and  the  co-operating 
zeal  and  union  of  the  people,  who  are  always 
indispensable  agents.     Opposition  to  be  success- 
ful must  direct  its  efforts  against  the  passage  of 
the  law  ;  or,  what  was  more  common  and  gen- 
erally more  effectual,  to  destroy  the  union  and 
the  zeal  of  the  people.     Either,  if  successful,  is 
effectual.     The  former  would  in  most  cases  be 
seen  and  reprobated ;  the  latter,  much  the  most 
dangerous,  has,  to  the  great  misfortunes  of  Re- 
publics, presented  at  all  times  a  ready  means  of 
defeating  the  most  salutary  measures.    To  this 
point  the  whole  arguments  of  opposition  have 
converged.      This  gives  a  meaning  to  every 
reason  and  assertion,  which  have  been  advanced, 
however  wild  and  inconsistent.     No  topic  has 
been  left  untouched,  no  passion  unessayed.    The 
war  has  been  represented  as  unjust  in  its  origin, 
disastrous  in  its  progress,  and  desperate  in  its 
farther  prosecution.    As  if  to  prevent  the  pos- 
sibility of  doubt,   a  determination  has  been 
boldly  asserted  not  to  support  it.    Such  is  the 


opposition  to  the  war,  which  was  admitted  on 
all  sides  to  be  just ;  and  which  in  a  manner  re- 
ceived the  votes  even  of  those  who  now  ap- 
pear to  be  willing  to  ruin  the  country  in  order 
to  defeat  its  success. 

But,  say  our  opponents,  as  they  were  opposed 
to  the  war,  they  are  not  bound  to  support  it ; 
and  so  far  has  this  opposition  been  carried,  that 
we  have  been  accused  almost  of  violating  the 
right  of  conscience,  in  denying  the  right  set  up 
by  gentlemen.     The  right  to  oppose  the  efforts 
of  our  country,  while  iu  war,  ought  to  be  estab- 
lished beyond  the  possibility  of  doubt,  before  it 
can  be  justly  adopted  as  the  basis  of  conduct. 
How  conscience  can  be  claimed  in  this  case 
cannot   be  very  easily  imagined.     We  oppose 
not  by  laws  or  penalties ;    we  only  assert  that 
the  opposition  experienced  cannot  be  dictated 
by  love  of  country,  and  is  inconsistent  with  the 
duty  which  every  citizen  ia  under  to  promote 
the  prosperity  of  the  Republic.     Its  necessary 
tendency  is  to  prostrate  the  country  at  the  feet 
of  the  enemy,  and  to  elevate  a  party  on  the 
ruins  of  the  public.     Till  our  opponents  can 
prove  that  they  have  a  right  which  is  paramount 
to  the  public  interest,  we  must  persist  in  deny- 
ing the  riglit  to  thwart  the  success  of  the  war. 
War  has  been  declared  by  a  law  of  the  land ; 
and  what  would  be  thought  of  similar  attempts 
to  defeat  any  other  law,  however  inconsiderable 
its  object  ?     Who  would  dare  to  avow  an  inten- 
tion to  defeat  its  operation  ?     Can  that,  then, 
be  true  in  relation  to  war  which  would  be  re- 
probated in  every  other  case  ?     Can  that  be  true 
which,  when  the  whole  physical  force  of  the 
country  is  needed,  withdraws  half  of  that  force  ? 
Can  that  be  true  which  gives  the  greatest  violence 
to  party  animosity?     What  would  have  been 
thought  of  such  conduct  in  the  war  of  the  Revolu- 
tion ?    Many  good  citizens  friendly  to  the  liberty 
of  our  country  were  opposed  to  the  declaration  at 
the  time ;  could  they  have  been  justified  in  such 
opposition  as  we  now  experience  ?     To  termi- 
nate the  war  through  discord  and  weakness  is 
a  hazardous  experiment.    But,  in  the  most  un- 
just and  inexpedient  war,  it  can  scarcely  be 
possible,  that  disunion  and  defeats  can  have  a 
salutary  operation.    In  the  numerous  examples 
which  history  furnishes,  let  an  instance  be 
pointed  out,  in  any  war,  where  the  public,  inter- 
est has  been  promoted  by  divisions,  or  injured 
by   concord.    Hundreds  of  instances  may  be 
cited  of  the  reverse.     Why,  then,  will  gentle- 
men persist  in  that  course  where  danger  is  al- 
most unavoidable,  and  shun  that  where  safety 
is  almost  certain  ? 

But,  sir,  we  are  told  that  peace  is  in  our  pow- 
er without  a  farther  promotion  of  the  war.  Ap- 
peal not,  say  our  opponents,  to  the  fear,  but  to 
the  generosity  of  our  enemy.  England  yields 
nothing  to  her  fears ;  stop,  therefore,  your  pre- 
paration., and  throw  yourself  on  her  mercy,  and 
peace  will  be  the  result.  We  might,  indeed, 
have,  pardon,  but  not  peace  on  such  terms. 
Those  who  think  the  war  a  sacrilege  or  a  crime, 
might  consistently  adopt  such  a  course ;  but  we. 
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who  know  it  to  be  for  the  maintenance  of  the 
just  Wghts  of  the  community,  never  can.  We 
are  farther  toldthat  impressment  of  seamen  was 
not  considered  a  snflBoient  cause  of  war ;  and  are 
asked  why  should  it  be  continued  on  that  ac- 
count? Mr.  0.  observed  that  he  individually 
did  not  feel  the  force  of  the  argument ;  for  it 
had  been  his  opinion,  that  the  nation  was  bound 
to  resist  so  deep  an  injury  even  at  the  hazard  of 
war ;  but,  admitting  its  full  force,  the  diiference 
is  striking  between  the  commencement  and  the 
continuance  of  hostilities.  War  ought  to  be 
continued  until  its  rational  object,  a  permanent 
and  secure  peace,  could  be  obtained.  Even  the 
friends  of  England  ought  not  to  desire  the  ter- 
mination of  the  war,  without  a  satisfactory  ad- 
justment of  the  subject  of  impressment.  It 
would  leave  the  root  that  must  necessarily  shoot 
up  in  future  animosity  and  hostilities.  Ameri- 
ca can  never  quietly  submit  to  the  deepest  of 
injury.  Necessity  might  compel  her  to  yield 
for  a  moment ;  but  it  would  be  to  watch  the 
growth  of  national  strength,  and  to  seize  the 
first  favorable  opportunity  to  seek  redress.  The 
Worst  enemy  to  the  peace  of  the  two  countries 
could  not  desire  a  more  effectual  means  to  pro- 
pagate eternal  enmity. 

But  it  is  said  that  we  ought  to  offer  to  Eng- 
land suitable  regulations  on  this  subject  to  se- 
cure to  her  the  use  of  her  own  seamen ;  and 
because  we  have  not,  we  are  aggressors.  He 
denied  that  we  were  bound  to  tender  any  regu- 
lations, or  that  we  had  not.  England  was  the 
party  injuring.  She  ought  to  confine  her  sea- 
men to  her  own -service ;  or,  if  that  was  imprac- 
ticable, propose  such  arrangements  that  she 
might  exercise  her  right  without  injury  to  us. 
This  is  the  rule  that  governs  all  analogous  cases 
in  private  life.  But  we  have  made  our  offer  ; 
it  is,  that  the  sliip  should  protect  the  sailor.  It 
is  the  most  simple  and  only  safe  rule ;  but,  to 
secure  so  desirable  a  point,  the  most  liberal  and 
effectual  provisions  ought  and  have  been  pro- 
posed to  be  made  on  our  part  to  guard  the  Brit- 
ish Government  against  the  evil  they  appre- 
hended, the  loss  of  her  seamen.  The  whole 
doctrine  of  protection  heretofore  relied  on,  and 
still  recommended  by  the  gentleman  from  Con- 
necticut, (Mr.  P.,)  is  false  and  derogatory  to  our 
honor ;  and  under  no  possible  modification  can 
effect.the  desirable  objects  of  affording  safety  to 
our  sailors,  and  securing  the  future  harmony  of 
the  two  countries.  Nor  can  it  be  doubted,  if 
governed  by  justice,  she  will  yield  to  the  Offer 
of  our  Government,  particularly  if  what  the 
gentleman  from  New  York  (Mr.  Bleeckee)  says 
be  true,  that  there  are  ten  thousand  of  her  sea- 
men in  our  service.  She  would  be  greatly  the 
gainer  by  the  arrangement.  Experience,  it  is  to 
be  feared,  however,  will  teach  that  gentleman 
that  the  evil  lies  much  deeper.  The  use  of  her 
seamen  is  a  mere  pretence.  The  blow  is  aimed 
at  our  commercial  greatness.  It  is  this  which 
has  animated  and  directed  all  of  her  injurious 
•  councils  towards  this  country.  England  is  at 
the  same  time  a  trading  and  fighting  nation ; 


two  occupations  naturally  at  variance,  and  most 
difiicult  to  be  united.  War  limits  the  number 
and  extent  of  the  markets  of  a  belligerent,  makes 
a  variety  of  regulations  necessary ;  and  produces 
heavy  taxes,  which  are  inimical  to  the  prosperi- 
ty of  manufactories  and  consequently  commerce. 
These  causes  combined  give  to  trade  new  chan- 
nels, which  direct  it  naturally  to  neutral  nations. 
To  counteract  this  tendency,  England,  under 
various  but  flimsy  pretences,  has  endeavored  to 
support  her  coaftmercial  superiority  by  monopo- 
ly. It  has  been  our  fortune  to  resist  with  no 
inconsiderable  success  this  spirit  of  monopoly. 
Her  principal  object  in  contending  for  the  right 
of  impressment  is  to  have,  in  a  great  measure, 
the  monopoly  of  the  sailors  of  the  world..  A 
fixed  resistance  will  compel  her  to  yield  this 
point  as  she  has  already  done  her  Orders  in 
Council.  Success  wUl  amply  reward  our  exer- 
tions. Our  future  commerce  will  feel  its  invig- 
orating effects.  But,  say  gentlemen,  England 
will  never  yield  this  point,  and  every  effort  on 
our  part  to  secure  it  is  hopeless.  To  confirm 
this  prediction  and  secure  our  reverence,  the 
prophecies  of  the  last  session  are  relied  on. 
Mr.  0.  felt  no  disposition  to  disparage  our  op- 
ponents' talents  in  that  line ;  but  he  very  much 
doubted  whether  the  whole  chapter  of  woes  had 
been  fulfilled.  He  would,  for  instance,  ask 
whether  so  much  as  related  to  sacked  to,wns, 
bombarded  cities,  ruined  commerce,  and  revolt- 
ing blacks,  had  been  realized  ? 

Such,  then,  is  the  cause  of  the  war  and  its 
continuation ;  and  such  the  nature  of  the  oppo- 
sition experienced,  and  its  justification.  It  re- 
mains to  be  seen;  whether  the  intended  effect 
will  be  produced.  Whether  animosity  and  dis- 
cord will  be  fomented,  and  the  zeal  and  union 
of  the  people  to  maintain  the  rights  and  indis- 
pensable duties  of  the  community  will  abate ; 
or,  describing  it  under  another  aspect,  whether 
it  is  the  destiny  of  our  counti-y  to  sink  under 
that  of  our  enemy  or  not.  Mr.  0.  said  he  was 
not  without  his  fears  and  his  hopes. 

On  the  one  hand  our  opponents  had  manifest- 
ly the  advantage.  The  love  of  present  ease  and 
enjoyment,  the  love  of  gain,  and  party  zeal, 
were  on  their  side.  These  constitute  part  of 
the  weakness  of  our  nature.  We  naturally  lead 
that  way  without  the  arts  of  persuasion.  Ear 
more  difficult  is  the  task  of  the  majority.  It  is 
theirs  to  support  the  distant  but  lasting  interest 
of  our  country ;  it  is  theirs  to  elevate  the  minds 
of  the  people,  and  to  call  up  all  of  those  quali- 
ties by  which  present  sacrifices  are  made  to  se- 
cure a  futcu-e  good.  On  the  other  hand,  our 
cause  is  not  without  its  hope.  The  interest  of 
the  people  and  that  of  the  leaders  of  a  party 
are,  as  observed  by  a  gentleman  from  New  York, 
(Mr.  Stow,)  often  at  variance.  The  people  are 
always  ready,  unless  led  astray  by  ignorance  or 
delusion,  to  participate  in  the  success  of  the 
country,  or  to  sympathize  in  its  adversity. 
Very  different  are  the  feelings  of  the  leaders ; 
on  every  great  measure  they  stand  pledged 
against  its  success,  and  almost. invariably  con- 
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sider  that  their  political  consequence  depends 
on  its  defeat.  The  heat  of  debate,  the  spirit  of 
settled  opposition,  and  the  confident  prediction 
of  disaster,  are  among  the  causes  of  this  oppo- 
sition between  the  interest  of  a  party  and  their 
country ;  and  in  no  instance  under  our  own 
Government  have  they  existed  in  a  greater  de- 
gree than  in  relation  to  the  present  war.  The 
evil  is  deeply  rooted  in  the  constitution  of  all 
free  Governments,  and  is  the  principal  cause  of 
their  weakness  and  destruction.  It  has  but  one 
remedy,  the  virtue  and  intelligence  of  the  peo- 
ple— it  behooves  them,  as  they  value  the  bless- 
ings of  their  freedom,  not  to  permit  themselves 
to  be  drawn  into  the  vortex  of  party  rage.  For 
if  by  such  opposition  the  firmest  Government 
should  prove  incompetent  to  maintain  the  rights 
of  the  nation  against  foreign  aggression,  they 
win  find  realized  the  truth  of  the  assertion  that 
government  is  protection,  and  that  it  cannot  ex- 
ist where  it  fails  of  this  great  and  primary  ob- 
ject. The  authors  of  the  weakness  are  common- 
ly the  first  to  take  the  advantage  of  it,  and  to 
turn  it  to  the  destruction  of  liberty. 

Mr.  Desha. — ^Mr.  Speaker,  it  is  not  my  in- 
tention to  detain  you  long ;  my  principal  object 
in  rising  is  to  conjure  gentlemen  to  bring  this 
debate  to  a  close.  Su",  what  can  gentlemen 
flatter  themselves  by  suffering  this  discussion  to 
be  protracted  to  so  unwarrantable  a  length  ?  It 
cannot  be  supposed  that  the  substantial  part  of 
this  House  (I  mean  those  who  think  much  and 
speak  little)  will,  by  theoretical  or  sophisticated 
remarks,  be  driven  from  their  course.  Then, 
sir,  those  long-winded  speeches  must  be  either 
intended  for  the  gallery,  or  for  gentlemen's  con- 
stituents. It  would  certainly  be  unjustifiable 
to  sport  away  the  public  money ;  to  exhaust 
the  public  patience  in  making  long  speeches, 
merely  for  the  purpose  of  amusing  the  ear  of 
the  gallery.  And,  sir,  your  constituents  would 
much  rather  you  would  act  with  decision,  with 
promptitude,  in  adopting  measures  calculated 
for  a  vigorous  prosecution  of  the  war,  that  it 
might  be  brought  to  a  speedy  and  honorable 
termination,  than  to  take  up  weeks  in  detailing 
the  causes  of  the  war.  The  people  are  fully 
apprised  of  the  causes  of  the  war,  from  the 
documents  that  have  been  promulgated ;  they 
are  satisfied  that  it  is  a  just  and  necessary  war : 
that  it  has  been  forced  upon  us  by  the  injustice 
and  oppression  of  our  enemy,  occasioned  in  a 
great  measure  by  the  violent  opposition  of  a 
party  to  the  Administration.  Sir,  act  so  as  to 
give  a  vigorous  prosecution  to  the  war,  and  act 
promptly,  and  the  people  will  support  you  with 
manly  firmness,  independent  of  the  considera- 
tion of  expense. 

Mr.  Speaker,  this  bill  contemplates  raising 
twenty  thousand  men  for  one  year.  Although 
I  shall  vote  for  the  bill  under  consideration,  I 
do  not  altogether  approve  of  it.  Sir,  the  time 
of  service  is  too  short  to  answer  a  valuable 
purpose.  I  am  not  so  sanguine  as  to  suppose 
that  we  will  overrun  the  British  provinces  in 
one  season.    I  should  like  it  much  better  if  the 


time  of  service,  as  has  been  proposed,  was  ex- 
tended to  eighteen  months,  and  the  bounty 
raised  in  proportion.  Yon  would  then  have 
the  advantage  of  two  campaigns ;  in  the  last 
of  which,  you  might  calculate  on  a  certainly 
of  being  able  to  do  something  of  a  decisive 
character,  as  you  would  have  the  advantage  of 
disciplined  troops ;  and  really,  sir,  if  this  Ml  is 
to  answer  any  valuable  purpose,  it  ought  to  havd 
been  passed  some  time  since.  Gentlemen  certain- 
ly must  see  that  the  object  of  the  opposition  is 
procrastination ;  they  have  predicted  that  the 
bill  under  consideration,  if  adopted,  will  not 
only  run  the  country  to  extraordinary  expenses, 
swell  the  national  debt  to  an  enormous  size^ 
but  that  it  wUl  ultimately  bring  disgrace  on  the 
Government.  And,  sir,  they  are  determined 
that  their  predictions  shall  be  realized,  by  put- 
ting off  the  passage  of  the  bill  until  late  in  the 
season,  thereby  preventing  you  from  obtaining 
the  men  in  time  to  do  any  thing  of  a  decisive 
character  next  summer.  This,  in  my  mind,  is 
unquestionably  their  object ;  and  I  believe  the 
ambition  of  some  of  them  is  such,  that,  rather 
than  be  found  false  prophets,  they  would  endan- 
ger the  only  republic  in  the  world.  Sir,  I  do 
not  wish  to  be  understood  to  include  tiie  whole 
Federal  party ;  fer  from  it.  I  believe  there  are 
some,  and  I  hope  a  considerable  portion,  who 
are  American  in  principle,  and  would,  perhaps, 
go  as  far  as  any  American  in  defending  their 
country's  rights.  Sir,  it  is  not  my  intention  to 
arraign  motives ;  but,  speaking  of  party,  what 
has  been  the  conduct  of  the  Federalists  for 
twelve  years  past,  ever  since  .the  terminatioii 
of  the  Beign  of  Terror  ?  A  uniform  opposition 
to  every  thing  of  a  prominent  character  prop 
posed  by  the  different  republican  Administrsr 
tions.  Kow,  sir,  if  Mr.  Jefferson  and  Mr. 
Madison  had  been  the  weakest  of  men,  as  well 
as  the  wickedest,  (which  no  man  in  his  senses, 
who  had  any  respect  for  his  character,  or  stand- 
ing in  society,  would  assert,)  they  must  have 
accidentally  happened  on  something  right  in  the 
course  of  twelve  years. 

Mr.  Speaker,  it  is  mortifying  to  see  gentle- 
men who  call  themselves  Ainerioans,  rise  up  in 
the  face  of  the  nation  to  palliate  and  vindicate 
the  conduct  of  an  enemy,  and  at  the  same  time 
reprobate,  in  the  strongest  language  of  ridicule^ 
every  step  proposed  by  the  Administration  cat 
cnlated  to  counteract  the  iniquitous  and  de- 
structive policy  of  our  enemy.  Can  such 
conduct  be  called  American?  Sir,  when  it 
ought  to  be  the  duty  and  pride  of  every  man 
having  any  pretensions  to  American  principles, 
to  rally  under  the  governmental  standard,  in 
order  to  assist  in  expelling  our  tyrannical  op- 
pressors from  the  continent,  by  which  extri- 
cating the  Government  from  its  present  diflS- 
oulties,  you  see  the  Federal  party  making  every 
exertion  in  their  power  to  make  the  war  a 
dishonorable  one. 

I  know,  Mr.  Speaker,  that  it  is  in  the  nature 
of  tyrannical  or  despotical  Governments  to  take 
arbitrary  strides;  yet,  su:,  I  do  believe  that  the 
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impositions  and  oppressions  heaped  npon  the 
American  Government ;  the  evils  under  which 
■we  at  this  time  labor,  are  measurably,  if  not 
entirely,  attributable  to  the  party  hostility  ar- 
rayed against  the  Administration.  Sir,  they 
have,  by  their  uniform  opposition,  led  the 
British  to  believe  that  they  had  a  powerful  par- 
ty in  this  coimtry;  that  parties  were  nearly 
equally  balanced ;  that  it  woqld  be  impossible 
for  a  Kepublican  Administration  to  adiere  to 
any  decided  stand  taken  against  England,  and 
that  finally  the  English  party  would  prevail. 
Thus,  sir,  have  Government  been  beset  by  party. 
They  have  been  baffled  in  every  peaceable  step 
calculated  to  vindicate  our  rights,  or  redress 
our  grievances,  until,  by  the  injustice  of  our 
foreign  enemy,  bottomed  on  the  aid  they  calcu- 
lated on  receiving  if  ova.  our  domestic  foes,  the 
Government  have  been  forced  into  war.  And 
now  you  are  told  to  put  a  stop  to  the  war,  and 
try  once  more  if  Briton  will  not  do  us  justice. 
Degrading  thought!  Sir,  we  have  already 
humbled  ourselves  in  making  proposals,  and  all 
efforts  on  the  part  of  the  Administration  failed. 
The  world  has  seen  and  understood  that  the 
fwlure  was  attributable  to  her  own  wickedness, 
and  not  to  our  pertinacity.  Sir,  the  American 
Administration  has  exhibited  an  example  of 
moderation  unparalleled  in  the  annals  of  the 
world ;  our  forbearance  has  astonished  the  uni- 
verse, and  we  have  the  consolation  to  see  that 
neither  the  guilt  of  aggi'ession,  nor  the  folly  of 
ambition,  can  be  fairly  attributed  to  it.  Nego- 
tiation, as  well  as  patience,  has  been  exhausted. 
Instead  of  appealing  again  to  the  justice  of  a 
Government  that  makes  principle  bend  to 
power,  we  have  been  necessarily  compelled 
(though  reluctantly)  to  appeal  to  arms,  and  I 
trust  in  God  that  they  will  never  be  laid  down 
short  of  justice. 

Mr.  Chevbs  rose. — ^It  was  for  some  time 
during  this  debate,  said  he,  my  intention  to 
have  mingled-  my  unimportant  opinions  and 
sentiments  with  those  of  other  gentlemen  in 
this  discussion ;  but  I  gave  way  from  time  to 
time  before  the  eagerness  of  others  who  were 
desirous  of  presenting  themselves  to  your  atten- 
tion, and  I  had  entirely  abandoned  the  idea  of 
taking  any  part  in  the  argument ;  but  the  sud- 
den and  unexpected  indisposition  at  this  mo- 
ment of  my  worthy  fnend  and  honorable  col- 
league, (Mr.  WrLLiAMS,)  the  chairman  of  the 
committee  with  whom  this  bUl  originated,  who 
was  expected  to  close  the  debate,  has  left  a 
vacuum  in  the  argument  which  I  propose  to 
fill.  Could  he  have  addressed  you,  as  he  was 
prepared  and  anxious,  in  the  faithful  discharge 
of  his  duty  to  do,,  it  would  have  rendered  the 
feeble  attempt  which  I -shall  make  as  unneces- 
sary as  it  would  have  been  impertinent  and  ob- 
trusive. I  propose,  then,  to  speak,  as  my 
ionorable  friend  would  probably  have  done, 
generally,  but  briefly,  on  the  several  heads  of 
discussion  which  have  been  introduced  into  the 
debate,  which  has  not  been  on  the  bUl  before 
you,  but  on  the  general  merits  of  the  war ;  the 


origin,  progress,  and  continuance  of  it.  I  mean 
not  to  censure  lie  wide  range  which  this  dis- 
cussion has  taken.  It  is  fair  and  right  in  gen- 
tlemen of  the  opposition  to  select  some  occasion 
during  each  session  on  which  to  discuss  the 
great  questions  of  state  which  the  public  events 
of  the  passing  times  present ;  and  the  one  far- 
nished  by  the  biU  before  you  was  perhaps  as 
proper  as  any  other. 

Almost  all  the  gentlemen  who  have  addressed 
you,  have  verj  gravely  told  you,  by  way  of  ex- 
ordium, of  their-  unquestionable  right  to  do  so, 
and  of  the  firmness  with  which  they  mean  to 
assert  and  exercise  it,  as  if  there  had  been,  at 
any  time,  really  an  opposition  to  this  freedom  of 
discussion.  These  introductions  must  be  a  little 
amusing  to  the  members  of  this  House  and  to 
the  attendants  in  your  galleries,  who  have  been 
in  the  habit  of  listening  to  the  gentlemen.  But 
if  there  ever  could  have  been  a  doubt  on  this 
subject,  and  surely  there  never  was  any,  the 
debate,  which  I  hope  is  about  to  be  closed,  af- 
fords an  ample  refutation  of  it.  There  are 
parts  of  this  debate  which  will  descend  to  dis- 
tant posterity  as  a  monument  of  the  freedom 
of  discussion  in  this  Hall.  I  trust,  sir,  we  shall 
furnish  few  such  testimonials — I  hope  never  to 
see  another  exhibition  on  this  floor.  They  must 
be  looked  upon  with  apprehension  by  all  those 
who  consider  the  restraints  of  personal  polite- 
ness and  the  urbanity  of  social  esteem  as  af- 
fording a  better  security  to  those  who  love 
peace  and  good  manners,  for  the  preservation 
of  these  valuable  objects,  than  can  be  lent  by 
the  strongest  arm  or  the  severest  sanctions 
which  positive  institutions  have  established; 
restraints  under  which  even  "  vice  itself  loses 
half  its  eril,  by  losing  all  its  grossness."  I  shall 
imitate  the  example  of  gentlemen  who  followed 
in  the  debate — I  shall  pour  oil  upon  the  wavi^, 
and  endeavor  to  stiU  the  raging  of  the  storm. 

Gentlemen,  fruitful  in  epithets,  yet  rather 
fruitful  in  their  abundance  than  in  their  variety, 
have  called  this  an  unjust,  wanton,  wicked,  ana 
unnecessary  war.  I,  on  the  contrary,  assert  it 
to  be  a  just  and  necessary  war.  One  charac- 
teristic difficulty  here  presents  itself,  which  has 
occurred  in  all  the  discussion  in  and  out  of  this 
House  on  this  subject.  "What  is  a  just  and  ne- 
cessary war  ?  By  the  advocates  of  war  it  is 
asserted  that  the  injm'ies  and  insults  of  the  en- 
emy demanded  war,  and  rendered  this  war  just 
and  necessary.  The  opponents  of  war  admit 
the  magnitude  of  the  insults  and  injuries,  but 
deny  the  inference.  They  assert  that  the  war 
is  unnecessary  and  not  justifiable,  because  the 
pecuniary  expenditure  and  loss  wiU  exceed 
in  value  the  commercial  objects  for  which  we 
are  contending.  The  advocates  of  war  deny 
both  the  premises  and  the  conclusion.  The  ob- 
jects of  the  war  are  not  merely  commercial,  but, 
if  they  were,  the  inference  is  denied.  They  ad- 
mit that  the  pecuniary  expenditure  and  loss 
will  exceed  the  pecuniary  value  of  the  com- 
mercial objects  for  which  they  contend,  but 
they  deny  that  a  war  for  commercial  objects  is 
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therefore  unnecessary  or  indefensible.  To  an 
intelligible  argument  it  seems,  therefore,  under 
these  circumstances,  necessary  that  we  should 
li6gin  by  some  definition  of  a  just  and  neces- 
sary Var ;  and  yet  it  seems  to  be  a  melancholy 
labor  in  a  great  and  free  State,  where  public 
sentinient  should  be  unequivocal  on  such  sub- 
jects, to  proceed  by  rules  of  logic  to  establish 
F-eat  first  principles  of  public  sentiment ;  but 
fear  that,  as  all  good  things  are  purchased  by 
concomitant  sacrifices,  we  have  not  obtained 
the  innumerable  blessings  and  advantages  of 
the  freedom  of  speech  and  of  the  press  for 
nothing.  I  fear  they  have  sometimes  substitu- 
ted an  erring  reason  for  a  better  guide — the 
great  uncontaminated  current  of  public  feeling 
— ^the  moral  sense  of  the  nation,  of  which  the 
honorable  gentleman  from  Massachusetts  (Mr. 
Quinct)  so  often  tells  so  much. 

But  we  must  inquire,  what  is  a  just  and  ne- 
cessary war?  A  war  is  just  and  necessary 
when  waged  to  protect  and  defend  the  violated 
pecuniary  interests  of  the  country ;  or  to  de- 
fend and  secure  the  sovereign  rights  and  inde- 
pendence of  a  country ;  or,  lastly  and  princi- 
pally, to  support  and  maintain  the  national 
honor.  The  last,  indeed,  embraces  all  the  others ; 
and,  if  I  have  distinguished,  it  is  rather  in  con- 
formity with  custom,  or  for  the  purpose  of  elu- 
cidation than  from  any  practical  separation 
which  I  admit  between  the  last  and  the  former. 
But  I  am  likely  to  incur  the  derision  of  the  hon- 
orable gentlemen  in  the  opposition  by  speaking 
of  national  honor.  They  seem  not  to  have  ad- 
mitted the  term  into  their  vocabulaiy;  they 
treat  it  as  a  new  language ;  they  remind  me  of 
the  character  of  Ooldflnch  in  one  of  HolcrdfCa 
plays,  who,  when  he  hears  the  Eomans  men- 
tioned, exclaims,  "  Eomans !  Eomans !  who  are 
they  ?"  So  the  gentlemen,  "  national  honor  I 
what's  that?  what's  that?"  Yet,  sir,  strange 
as  it  may  seem  to  the  honorable  gentlemen  over 
the  way,  the  maintenance  of  the  principle  of 
national  honor,  by  which  I  mean  that  principle 
which  animates  and  sustains  an  elevated  fitness 
Of  character  and  conduct,  is  the  only  justiflahle 
cause  of  war ;  and,  if  necessary,  the  principle 
ought  to  he  maintained  by  all  the  sacrifices  of 
war  in  its  worst  shape.  No  war  is  justifiable 
or  necessary  which  is  waged  merely  for  pecuni- 
ary objects,  if  we  can  suppose  such  a  war,  for 
all  wars  involve  expense  and  loss  greater  than 
the  amount  of  any  pecuniary  objects  for  which 
they  can  be  waged.  On  the  ground  of  interest 
merely  they  would  not,  therefore,  be  justifiable ; 
and  there  is  to  be  superadded,  what  cannot  be 
,  valued  in  money,  the  value  of  human  hfe.  But 
the  value  of  every  thing  is  founded  on  the  secu- 
rity with  which  it  is  enjoyed.  One  unpunished 
violation  of  right  provokes  another  and  an- 
other, until  all  security  is  destroyed;  and, 
therefore,  it  is  necessary  to  resist  given  infrac- 
tions of  pecuniary  right  by  sacrifices  beyond 
the  value  of  the  right  itself,  because  resistance 
18  necessary  to  the  security  of  all  other  pecuni- 
ary rights— nay,  to  the  security  of  all  other 


rights.     Security  of  rights  is  a  political  thing'; 
it  is  the  protection  of  Government ;  it  derives 
its  value,  and  a  great  portion  of  its  power,  too, 
from  a  faithful  and  unrelaxed  application  of  ^  it 
to  all  the 'rights  and  interests  of  a  nation ;  and 
is  diminished  in  its  value,  and  in  its  power  also, 
by  any  failure  to  afford  the  protection  which  is 
due   by  Government  to  the  subjects  and  the 
interests  under  its  control.     To  abandon  any 
interest  is  to  abandon  all,  and  to  protect  one  is 
to  protect  aU ;  war,  therefore,  waged  to  protect 
one  political  right  is  waged  to  protect  all  poli- 
tical rights ;  no  war  is,  in  consequence,  made 
for  any  given  right  merely  as  such,  but  for  all 
the  rights  and  interests  which  are  bound  to- 
gether in  a  nation  under  the  social  and  civil 
compacts.     To   compare  the  expenditure  and 
losses  of  war  "with  the  valua  of  commercial  ob- 
jects, which  may  be  the  immediate  cause  of 
war,  is  to  talk  idly,  and  to  forget  the  true  end 
of  all  war  and  the  first  great  purpose  of  Gov- 
ernment— security.    A  great  man  (Sir  James 
Mackintosh)  has  said,  "the  paramount  interest 
of  every  State,  that  which  comprehends  aH 
others,  is  security."     Will  you,  then,  it  may  be 
inquired,  go  to  war  to  avenge  the  infraction  of 
the  smallest  right  under  the  protection  of  Gov- 
ernment, and  for  this  object  jeopardize  every 
other,  and  spill  the  blood  of  your  fellow-citi- 
zens ?    Certainly  not.     There  is  a  fitness  which 
cannot  be  defined  in  anticipation,  but  which 
is  easily  discoverable  when  the  occasion  occurs, 
which  determines  when  a  war  is  necessary.    It 
may  depend  upon  the  nature  of  the  injury ;  on 
the  character  which  the  nation  has  acquired; 
on  its  ability  to  avenge  the  injury;   on  the 
character  of   the  nation  which  has  inflicted 
tlie  injury,  and  a  thousand  other  circumstan- 
ces.   The  question  ought  always  to  be.  What 
becomes  the  nation?    What    is    due    to    the 
national  honor?     What  is  necessary   to  sus- 
tain an  elevated  fitness  of  character  and  con- 
duct in  the  nation  ?    If  the  injury  sustained 
be  one  which  cannot  or  will  not  probably  be 
repeated,  it  is  less  necessary  to  avenge  it.    If 
the  nation  be  poor  and  feeble,  it  may  be  obliged 
to  submit  to  the  violation  of  a  great  right.     If 
it  be  great  and  powerful,  it  njust  sometimes  re- 
sent a  smaller  injury ;  it  may  sometimes  disdain 
to  notice  a  considerable  aggression  upon-  its 
rights ;  in  short,  in  no  instance  is  the  expense 
of  the  war  a  rule  which  will  prove  it  just  and 
necessary,  or  otherwise ;  in  every  instance  is 
national  honor,  that  is,  a  fitness  of  character 
and  conduct,  the  rule  by  which  its  necessity 
and  justifiable  character  are  determinable.  Gen- 
erally when  a  nation  is  able  to  resist  with  effect 
the  Infraction  of  important  pecuniary  rights,  it 
seems  indubitable  that  an  elevated  fitness  Of 
character  and  conduct  requires  resistance.   But 
this  obligation  is  increased,  and  is  less  doubtful 
when  any  of  the  sovereign  rights  of  a  nation 
are  infringed,  as  in  gross  and  reiterated  insults 
to  the  national  flag,  habitual  violations  of  the 
personal  liberty  of  its  subjects,  invasion  of  its 
territories,  and  the  like ;  these  ale  assaults  upon 
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ita  indepeadence,  and  there  is  no  room  left  for 
an  inquiry  into  the  fitness  of  resistance ;  it  may 
indeed  be  supposed  to  change  from  a  question 
of  expediency  to  an  act  of  necessity ;  it  is  a 
struggle  for  self-preservation ;  the  nation  acts 
upon  a  principle  which  is  inherent  in  the  mean- 
est insect,  and  of  which  inanimate  matter  is 
not  divested ;  the  worm,  when  trodden  on, 
writhes  in  resistance  as  well  as  anguish,  and  the 
reaction  of  inanimate  matter  seems  to  he  the 
repulsive  act  of  self-preservation. 

What,  then,  did  an  elevated  fitness  of  charac- 
ter and  conduct  require  of  the  American  Gov- 
ernment, in  relation  to  Gi-eat  Britain,  at  the 
moment  war  was  declared?  "What  does  it  still 
require  ?  I  repeat,  the  war  is  a  just  and  neces- 
sary war.  This  will  he  proved  by  adverting  to 
the  causes  of  the  war.  What,  then,  were  the 
causes  of  the  war?  They  were  principally  new 
and  before  unheard-of  blockades — the  Orders 
in  Council,  which  have  been  generally  so  called, 
by  way  of  pre-eminence ;  the  spoliations  of  our 
commerce  under  various  unfounded  and  insult- 
ing pretexts,  and  the  impressment  of  our  sea- 
men. I  am  not  permitted  by  the  circumstan- 
ces under  which  I  address  you  to  go  at  length 
into  any  of  these  subjects.  But  I  may  ask, 
what  on  the  ocean  did  we  enjoy  but  by  the  suf- 
ferance of  Gjeat  Britain?  What  insults,  what 
injuries  had  we  not  suffered?  When  did  they 
begin ;  when,  though  they  may  have  been  va- 
ried in  character,  were  they  relaxed  in  degree, 
and  when  were  they  probably  to  cease'? 

Great  Britain  has  been  properly  selected  as 
the  first  object  of  our  hostility.  When  a  prop- 
osition was  made  to  include  France  as  well  as 
Great  Britain  in  the  declaration  of  war,  gentle- 
men on  neither  side  of  the  House  did  support  it. 
The  opposition  prints  throughout  the  Union 
laughed  it  to  scorn.  Few  men  thought  of  re- 
sisting both  at  once.  The  voice  of  both  par- 
ties appeared  to  be  against  it.  The  Govern- 
ment, obliged  to  resist,  was  obliged  to  select  its 
enemy.  Should  France  have  been  selected? 
With  the  blood  of  our  citizens  insultingly  slaugh- 
tered without  the  slightest  provocation,  on  the 
shores  of  our  own  territory,  unatoned  for  till 
the  moment  of  the  declaration  of  war,  with  the 
habitual  impressment  of  our  seamen  in  every 
sea,  with  the  continual  and  reiterated  violation 
of  your  right  to  seek  where  you  choose  a  mar- 
ket for  your  native  produce,  all  before  your 
eyes,  and  with  no  hope  of  a  discontinuance  of 
these  injuries,  we  are  told  that  we  ought  to 
have  diverted  our  enmity  from  Great  Britain, 
and  directed  it  against  France.  Where,  sir, 
could  we  attack  France?  Where  are  her  cdo- 
nies  into  which  we  could  carry  our  arms? 
Where  could  we  subjugate  her  provinces? 
Where  are  her  ships? — where  her  commerce? 
Where  could  we  have  carried  on  against  her 
any  of  the  operations  of  war?  Would  the 
chivalry  of  gentlemen  on  the  other  side  of  the 
House  have  suggested  an  invasion  of  France? 
An  honorable  gentleman  from  New  York,  (Mr. 
Gold)  said  it  would  not  have  required  another 


man  nor  another  ship,  to  have  resisted  France. 
But,  why,  I  pray  you  1  Because  such  a  resist- 
ance would  have  been  confined  to  the  idle  and 
nugatory  act  of  declaring  it.  Effectual  resist- 
ance would  have  been  impracticable.  Gentle- 
men would  resist  France,  would  declare  war 
against  France,  merely  to  show  their  indigna- 
tion at  her  perfidy  and  injustice ;  and  here  I 
confess  my  feelings  go  with  the  gentlemen^I 
would  do  so  too,  had  we  no  other  enemy  to 
contend  with^  But  if  we  had  abandoned  or  de- 
ferred our  resistance  to  the  injuries  of  England 
and  as  a  pretext  for  it  assailed  France,  would 
not  the  act  have  been  idle  and  weak  1  Would 
it  not  have  been  wicked,  to  borrow  one  of  tie 
epithets  which  gentlemen  have  applied  to  the 
war  with  England,  so  to  have  sported  with  the 
public  feelings  and  the  national  resentment  as 
to  have  declared  war  against  France,  the  minor 
aggressor,  whom  we  could  not  touch,  and  tohave 
suppressed  our  resentment  against  Great  Brit- 
ain, whose  injuries  were  unlimited  and  unceas- 
ing, and  whom  alone  we  could  reach?  But 
why,  sir,  are  the  injuries  these  nations  have 
done  contrasted,  and  those  of  the  one  made  an 
apology  for  those  of  the  other  ?  Why  are  we 
partisans  of  either  ?  Have  we  no  country  of 
our  own?  Is  there  a  land  upon  the  globe  so 
fair,  so  happy,  and  so  free  ?  And,  beholding 
and  enjoying  these  blessings, 

"  Breathes  there  a  man  with  soul  so  dead 
Who  never  to  himself  hath  said, 
This  is  my  own^  my  native  landP^ 

Sir,  I  feel  neither  as  a  Frenchman  nor  Briton, 
but  as  an  American.  As  a  citizen  of  the  Unit- 
ed States,  I  bear  no  affection  to  any  other 
country.  If  I  have  any  feeling  of  partiality  for ' 
either  of  the  great  belligerents,  it  is  for  the 
country,  and  the  people  of  Great  Britain.  From 
them  I  draw  my  blood  in  a  very  short  descent. 
But  that  nation  is  the  injurer  of  my  country, 
and  I  can  see  her  in  no  other  light  than  that  of 
an  enemy,  nor  can  I  find  any  apology  for  her 
in  the  injuries  France  has  done  us.  Sir,  the 
Government  did  right  in  discriminating  between 
Britain  and  France,  and  selecting  the  former.  It 
was  the  only  mode  of  real  practical  resistance. 
The  world  would  have  laughed  at  us  had  we 
declared  war  against  France,  who  was  no  long- 
er able  to  injure  us,  whom  we  could  not  assail 
with  effect,  and  have  left  the  unceasing  injuries 
of  Great  Britain  to  go  on  unresisted  and  unre- 
sented.  The  world  would  have  considered  it 
as  a  mere  cover  for  our  pusillanimity.  I  say, 
then,  that  the  Government  was  not  tricked  into 
a  war  with  Great  Britain.  It  was  commenced 
in  the  prosecution  of  the  best  and  most  deliber- 
ate policy.  It  was  the  only  honorable  and 
practicable  course.  If  there  has  been  an  error, 
and  I  think  there  has,  it  was  in  not  having  long 
since  resisted  England.  War  against  England 
should  have  followed  the  first  embargo;  that 
was  a  wise  measure,  but  it  could  not  endure 
forever ;  it  carried  the  policy  of  commercial  re- 
striction upon  the  enemy  as  far  as  such  a  policy 
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should  ever  be  carried,  which  from  its  nature 
can  only  be  temporary.  It  at  the  same  time 
prepared  the  nation  for  war ;  it  brought  home 
your  wealth  and  seamen ;  it  brought  home  your 
vessels,  and  placed  you  in  the  attitude  in  which 
the  nation  ought  to  have  been  previous  to  war, 
and  its  termination  ought  to  have  been  follow- 
ed'by  immediate  and  vigorous  war.  The  pulse 
of  the  nation  was  high,  and  the  confidence  of 
the  people  in  their  rulers  and  resources  great. 
Distrust  has  grown  out  of  the  hesitation  and 
timidity  then  manifested.  If  the  embargo  had 
been  followed  up  by  war,  some  of  the  greatest 
injuries  we  have  since  suffered  would  not  have 
occurred.  France  would  not  have  ventured  to 
have  seized  and  sequestered  our  vessels  and 
property  as  she  subsequently  did.  She  was 
tempted  to  do  it  because  she  saw  we  would 
suffer  and  submit  to  any  injury. 

Gentlemen  say,  that  popular  opinion  was 
against  the  war.  I  deny  it,  sir.  It  was  called 
for  by  popular  opinion;  and  this  will  not  be 
disproved,  however  soon  popular  opinion  shall 
incline  to  peace,  and  gentlemen  on  the  other 
side  of  the  House  regain  the  reins  of  power, 
as  they  are  not  unlikely  to  do,  however  just 
and  necessary  the  war.  Any  man  who  thought 
with  half  the  ability  with  which  the  gentlemen 
do,  must  have  believed  that  in  voting  for  war, 
he  was  probably  surrendering  himself  politically 
a  victim  on  the  altar  of  his  country;  yet  it  is 
frequently  declared,  that  the  majority  have  de- 
clared this  war  to  preserve  their  seats.  They 
declared  it  against  popular  opinion,  too,  to  pre- 
serve their  seats,  which  they  hold  by  the  ten- 
ure of  popular  opinion!  Are  gentlemen  seri- 
ous? Look  at  the  history  of  nations,  and  see  if 
the  war-makers  have  been  generally  the  peace- 
makers. 

But  war  was  prematurely  declared,  it  is  said, 
because  we  had  not  a  regular  disciplined  army 
at  the  time.  Prepa,ration  for  operations  on 
land  must  have  been  relative  to  the  defence  of 
our  own  territory,  or  the  invasion  of  the  ene- 
my's territory.  The  militia  are  the  proper  and 
the  adequate  defenders  of  the  soil  on  which 
they  live ;  for  this  purpose  we  did  not  want  any 
other  army.  They  might  have  been  made 
more  extensively  useful.  I  join  not  with  their 
revilei's — I  wish  that  their  usefulness  had  not 
been  circumscribed  by  a  doctrine  subversive  of 
the  true  principles  of  the  constitution  which 
was  maintained  on  this  floor.  I  rejoice  that  I 
combated  that  doctrine ;  yet  I  do  not  mean  to 
consider  them  as  a  fit  army  of  invasion.  I  ac- 
knowledge that  we  were  not  prepared  with  a 
regularly-disciplined  army,  qualified  for  the  in- 
vasion and  conquest  of  the  enemy's  country. 
But  should  we  have  been  prepared  by  winter, 
the  time  to  which  gentlemen  wished  to  have 
deferred  the  declaration  of  war  ?  It  is  a  truth 
that  a  Government  like  ours  never  will,  and 
never  can,  be  prepared  for  war  in  peace.  The 
great  and  effective  preparation  for  war  must 
grow  out  of  the  progress  and  events  of  the  war. 
Notwithstanding  our  disasters  on  land,  I  believe 


our  preparation  is  greater,  and  our  situation 
better,  than  it  would  have  been  had  the  war 
been  deferred.  We  were  to  expect,  in  the  com- 
mencement of  the  war,  to  suffer  such  misfor- 
tunes. Except  in  the  affair  of  Detroit,  nothing 
has  happened  which  should  cause  us  to  blush  : 
that  disgrace,  like  the  disgrace  of  the  Chesa- 
peake, will  be  the  harbinger  of  glory — I  take  it 
as  an  omen  of  victory.  I  pledge  myself,  if  the 
war  continue  it  will  be  so  in  the  event.  As  the 
war  stands  at  this  moment,  we  have  suffered 
little,  and  we  have  humbled  the  pride  of  the 
enemy  where  it  was  most  insulting.  We  have 
insured  the  confidence  of  the  nation,  from  the 
seashore  to  the  mountains  beyond  them,  as  far 
as  our  population  reaches,  in  our  naval  ability. 
I  ask  the  gentlemen  on  the  other  side  of  the 
House,  whether  we  have  not  gained  something 
in  this  respect  by  the  war  ?  In  one  word,  who 
would  now  commence  the  war  and  take  the 
chance  of  better  success  in  preference  to  the 
actual  fortune  of  the  war  since  it  has  been  de- 
clared. It  was  not  prematurely  declared.  I 
now  contend  the  war  ought  to  be  continued. 
Some  gentlemen  have  thought  fit  to  say  in  de- 
bate, that  the  only  alleged  cause  of  war  was 
formed  by  the  Orders  in  Council.  But  from 
their  own  act,  their  celebrated  protest,  I  will 
prove  the  contrary.  Impressment  is  there  enu- 
merated as  among  the  causes  of  war,  as  it  was 
in  all  the  public  acts  of  the  time  relative  to  the 
causes  of  war.  Without  more  words,  I  am  au- 
thorized in  asserting  that  impressment  was  one 
of  the  principal  causes  of  the  war ;  and  although 
had  the  Orders  in  Council  been  revoked,  and 
their  revocation  known  to  us  before  war  was 
declared,  we  would  no  doubt  have  temporized 
longer ;  yet  this  cause  itself  must  in  the  end 
have  produced  war. 

It  appears  that  very  soon  after  the  General 
Government  went  into  operation,  this  practice 
was  the  subject  of  remonstrance ;  this  was  un- 
der the  Administration  of  General  Washikgton. 
It  has  been  the  subject  of  negotiation  and  re- 
monstrance under  every  succeeding  Adminis- 
tration. But  it  is  alleged,  because  it  was  not 
settled  in  the  Treaty  of  1794,  that  it  was  not 
considered  by  General  Washington  as  justifia- 
ble cause  of  war,  and  it  is  inferred  that  it  ought 
not  now  to  be  considered  as  snflScient  cause  for 
the  continuance  of  the  war.  What,  sir,  shall 
constitute  cause  of  war?  The  spoliation  of 
your  property  ?  Not  so,  say  gentlemen,  because 
the  expenditure  for  redress  will  be  greater  than 
the  injury  sustained.  The  violation  of  the  per- 
sonal liberty  of  your  citizens  and  the  degrada- 
tion of  the  ensign  of  your  sovereignty  ?  No, 
say  gentlemen,  Genersd  WashingtSn  did  not 
consider  these  as  sufficient  cause  of  war.  Will, 
then,  any  injury,  or  any  combination  of  inju- 
ries, authorize  or  require  national  resentment? 
The  reasoning  of  the  gentlemen  would  lead  us 
to  a  negative  conclusion.  But  in  their  estimate 
of  the  actual  causes  of  the  present  war,  they 
appear  to  consider  the  business  of  impressment 
as  trivial,  and  the  Orders  in  Council  as  every 
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thing.  What,  sir,  will  you  go  to  war  for  prop- 
erj^y,  the  value  of  which  is  only  relative,  and 
■which,  compared  with  personal  liberty,  is  worth- 
less, and  refuse  to  go  to  war  for  the  personal 
liberty  of  the  citizen  ?  for  that  which  is  alike 

"Given  to  the  fool,  the  vain,  the  evil — 
To  Ward,  to  Waters,  Chartres,  and  the  Devil!" 

You  win  wage  war,  and  not  to  rescue  your  fel- 
low-citizens from  imprisonment  and  stripes? 
But  however  this  subject  was  to  be  viewed  be- 
fore we  were  actually  involved  in  war,  it  must 
now  be  put  on  a  footing  of  certainty;  if  our 
claim  be  not  secured  it  will  be  surrendered; 
to  make  peace  Without  obtaining  any  security 
against  the  abuse  of  which  we  complain,  would 
be  to  acquiesce  in  it,  and  to  acquiesce  in  it 
would  be  to  surrender  the  rights  of  the  country. 
This  was  the  reasoning  of  Mr.  King,  who  in  one 
qf  his  communications  to  Government  on  this 
subject  says,  he  has  abandoned  negotiation,  be- 
cause to  acquiesce  in  the  views  of  the  British 
Government  would  be  to  surrender  our  rights. 
And  shall  I  be  obliged,  sir,  to  come  here  with 
volumes  of  documents  to  prove  the  rights  of  the 
citizen ;  to  demonstrate  that  the  naval  officers 
of  Britain  have  not  a  right  to  incarcerate  him ; 
to  drag  him  to  the  gangway  and  flog  him? 
Shall  I  be  obliged  by  a  laborious  process  of  rea- 
soning to  prove  the  obligation  of  Government 
to  rescue  him  from  such  suffering?  'So,  gen- 
tlemen generally  have  abanddned  this  ground, 
and  say,  that  the  impressment  of  our  citizens 
is,  under  proper  circumstances,  justifiable  cause 
of  war ;  and  the  gentleman  from  North  Caroli- 
na, (Mr.  Peaeson,)  who  opened  the  debate  on 
this  subject  says,  that  if  a  fit  proposition,  accom- 
panied by  means  calculated  to  give  it  a  fair 
chance  of  success,  were  tendered  and  did  not 
procure  a  cessation  of  the  practice  of  impress- 
ment, he  would  support  the  war.  What  is  the 
proposition  which  he  submits  ?  That  we  shall 
prohibit  fi-om  serving  in  our  ships  the  seamen 
of  Great  Britain  and  other  foreign  seamen,  and 
confine  our  crews  to  our  own  citizens.  This 
being  done  he  will  support  the  war.  I  chal- 
lenge gentlemen  on  the  other  side  of  the  House 
to  say  distinctly  to  the  people,  for  whom  an 
honorable  gentleman  (Mr.  Qudiot)  has  said  this 
debate  was  intended,  that  this  war  should  not 
be  continued  for  the  protection  of  our  seamen ; 
they  wfil  not,  they  dare  not.  But  if  they  are 
against  the  continuance  of  the  war,  it  is  on  that 
ground  and  no  other.  The  honorable  gentle- 
man from  Virginia  (Mr.  Eandouh)  says.  Great 
Britain  has  a  right  to  insist  on  the  services  of 
her  own  subjects,  and  that  England  would  not 
be  England  if  she  could  not  command  them.  I 
say  that  America  wiU  cease  to  be  America  if 
she  suffers  her  to  conunand  them  at  the  price 
of  the  liberty  of  her  citizens  and  the  honor  of 
her  flag.  The  same  gentleman  says,  England 
vill  nail  the  flag  to  the  mast  and  go  to  the  bot- 
tom with  it,  rather  than  surrender  the  right  of 
taking  her  seamen  from  on  board  our  merchant 
vessels.    I  hope,  sir,  we'  shall  imitate  the  noble 


example  she  sets  us,  and  make  fivery  sacrifice 
rather  than  give  up  our  citizens  to  bondage  and 
stripes. 

But,  say  gentlemen,  the  public  law  of  all  na- 
tions on  earth,  ancient  and  modem,  has  denied 
the  right  of  expatriation. '  Admit  that  they  are 
correct,  and  for  the  purpose  of  the  argument, 
I  do  admit  that  such  is  the  general  law.  But 
what  is  this  law  as  modified  by  the  practice  of 
nations  ?  Every  nation  which  has  thus  forbid- 
den expatriation  has  at  the  same  time  granted 
naturahzatioii?  and  the  general  practice  of  na- 
tions is  undoubtedly  the  law  of  nations.  Does 
not  England  naturalize  foreigners!  Does  she 
not  naturalize  your  citizens  ?  If  she  does  not 
do  it  as  generally  as  you  do,  it  is  because  it  is 
not  her  policy  to  do  so ;  it  is  enough  that  she 
naturalizes  your  seamen ;  it  is  enough  that  all 
nations  have,  at  the  same  moment,  forbidden 
expatriation  and  granted  naturalization.  The 
law  must  be  the  result  of  neither,  exclusively, 
but  of  both  these  practices.  Mr.  Burke,  (the 
great  Edmund,)  who  was  certainly  no  innovator, 
denominates  Charles  XII.  the  murderer  of  Pat- 
kul.  Patkul  was  bom  a  Swedish  subject  and  had 
repeatedly  taken  up  arms  against  his  Sovereign; 
he  was  adopted  by  Russia  and  had  been  her 
Minister  at  the  Court  of  Poland.  Charles  XII., 
the  Sovereign  to  whom  his  natural  allegiance 
was  due,  obtained  possession  of  his  person  and 
put  him  to  death — this  act  Mr.  Burke  denomi- 
nates murder ! 

Governments  which  have  naturalized  foreign- 
ers have  protected  their  naturalized  subjects, 
and  the  Government  to  whom  the  native  alle- 
giance of  such  subjects  was  due,  though  they 
have  denied  the  right  of  expatriation,  have  not 
impugned  the  protecting  interposition  of  the 
adopted  sovereign.  If  they  have,  it  has  been 
considered  as  an  act  of  unprincipled  violence, 
and  in  the  instance  of  Patkul  has  merited  and 
received  the  denomination  of  murder.  On  this 
subject  I  wiU.  quote  a  single  sentence  from  one 
of  Mr.  King's  letters;  he  says,  "it  behooves 
the  British  Government  to  adhere  to  the  prin- 
ciple of  natural  allegiance  whoUy,  or  renounce 
it  wholly."  Contending  themselves  for  the  right 
of  naturalization,  can  the  British  Government 
deny  it  to  others  ?  On  the  part  of  this  Govern- 
ment sufficient  evidence  of  its  pacific  and  ac- 
commodating disposidon  appears  in  its  offer  to 
surrender  every  thing  it  can,  consistently  with 
national  faith.  On  the  part  of  Britain  a  pro- 
traction of  the  war,  by  refusing  to  meet  us  on  the 
terms  proposed,  can  proceed  from  no  other  mo- 
tive than  a  determination  to  continue  that  abuse 
of  power  which  she  has  inflicted  and  we  have 
suffered  so  long.  The  ground  taken  by  this 
country  is  what  we  must  insist  upon  keeping, 
and  I  doubt  not  we  wiU  succeed  if  we  contend 
for  it  as  we  ought.  The  informality  of  the  ne- 
gotiation between  our  Charg6  d'Affaires  and 
the  British  Government  has  been  mentioned  as 
a  cause  of  its  failure.  If  there  had  been  an  amica- 
ble disposition  on  the  part  of  the  British  Gov- 
ernment, the  authority  would  have  been  consid- 
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ered  ample.    If  there  be  not  an  amicable  dispo- 
sition we  will  negotiate  in  vain.   We  must  fight, 
or  we  shall  never  succeed  in  obtaining  a  recog- 
nition of  our  rights.    I  will  advert  to  one  argu- 
ment of  the  gentleman  from  New  York,  (Mr. 
Emott,)  who  has  examined  this  subject  with 
ability.     It  is  that  one  which  appeared  to  me 
to  make  the  greatest  impression  on  the  House. 
He  said  he  had  examined  the  voluminous  docu- 
ment on  the  subject  of  impressment,  which  was 
printed  during  the  last  session  by  order  of  the 
House,  and  that  it  did  not  appear  from  that 
document  that  more  than  ninety-three  Ameri- 
can seamen  had  been  impressed  in  the  year 
1809 ;   from  which  I  believe  every  one  who 
heard  him  inferred  that  it  was  proved  affirma- 
tivelj  by  that  document,  that  no  more  than 
ninety-three  American  seamen,  who  were  named 
therein,  were  impressed  in  that  year.    Now, 
what  is  the  fact  ?    The  document  does  not  state 
in  one  ca.ie,  -perhaps  of  eight  or  ten,  when  the 
impressment  took  place,  and  there  are  one  thou- 
sand five  hundred  and  fifty-eight  persons  named 
in  that  document.     Of  course  the  gentleman 
could  not  be  authorized  to  say  that  but  ninety- 
three,  or  any  other  precise  number,  were  im- 
pressed in  1809.     All  those,  the  date  of  whose 
detention  is  not  stated,  may  have  been  impress- 
ed in  1809.     It  is  probable  much  the  greatest 
portion  was.    A  more  particular  examination  of 
this  point  of  inquiry  will  prove  the  magnitude 
of  the  evil.    From  the  1st  of  April,  1809,  to 
the    30th  of   September,   1810,   a    period   of 
eighteen  months  only,  a  single  agent  of  this 
Government,  in  London,  received  one  thousand 
five  hundred  and  fifty-eight  applications  from 
impressed  seamen.     How  many  were  unable  to 
apply  ?     Men  imprisoned  on  board  ships  of 
war,  scattered  over  the  ocean  and  on  distant 
stations,  how  could  they  apply  to  Mr.  Lyman 
in  London  and  give  in  their  names  ?    The  num- 
ber impressed  must  have  been  great,  indeed, 
when  a  single  agent  in  the  short   space  of 
eighteen  months,  registered  the  names  of  one 
thousand  five  hundred  and  fifty-eight  appU- 
cahts.    Of  this  number  a  part  was  discharged, 
acknowledged  to  be  Americans  beyond  the  pos- 
sibility of  denial ;  a  small  number  is  detained 
as  being  born  in  England,  and  the  remainder 
are  detained  under  various  pretexts — such  as 
supposed  to  be  born  in  England,  being  on  dis- 
tant stations,  having  consular  certificates  prov- 
ing them  Danes,  Swedes,  &?. ;  as  if  they  had 
any  better  right  to  take  from  on  board  an 
American  vessel  a  Swede  or  a  Dane  than  an 
American  citizen.    Even  their  own  doctrine 
goes  to  assert  a  right  to  seize  none  but  their 
own  subjects.     I  ask,  now,  whether  the  im- 
pression made  by  the  gentleman  from  New 
York  was  a  just  one?    Whether  it  does  not 
appear  probable  that  at  least  one  thousand  of 
those  contained  in  this   list  were  impressed 
without  even  a  plausible  pretext?     But  if  in 
a  single  statement  I  make  out  a  result  so  vari- 
ant  from  the  statement  of  the  gentleman,  I  beg 
you  and  the  public  to  test  the  other  statements 


of  the  gentleman  in  the  same  way.  Not,  sir, 
that  the  gentleman  made  the  statement  w^tli 
any  unfair  intention,  for  no  man  is  more  hon- 
orable or  correct — ^he  has  my  highest  esteem — 
but,  it  will  show  how  liable  we  are  to  err — nay, 
how  prone  we  are  to  err  when  our  feelings  and 
habit  of  thinking  run  with  our  argument.  So 
much  for  impressment.  It  is  an  abuse  such  as 
cannot  be  tolerated  by  an  independent  nation. 
It  is  one  which  ought  to  be  resisted  by  war. 

The  question  was  then  taken  on  the  passage 
of  the  bill,  and  decided  in  the  aflarmative — ^For 
the  biU  77,  against  it  42,  as  follows : 

Yeas. — Willis  Alston,  jun.,  William  Anderson, 
Stevenson  Archer,  Daniel  Aveiy,  Ezekiel  Bacon,  Da- 
vid Bard,  Josiah  Bartlett,  Burwell  Bassett,  William 
W.  Bibb,  William  Blackledge,  JBobert  Brown,  Wil- 
liam A.  Bnrwell,  William  Butler,  John  C.  Calhoun, 
Francis  Carr,  Langdon  Cheves,  James  Cochran,  John 
Clopton,  Lewis  Condict,  William  Crawford,  Kichard 
Cutts,  Roger  Davis,  John  Dawson,  Joseph  Desha, 
Samuel  Dinsmoor,  Ellas  Earle,  William  Findlay, 
James  Fisk,  Meshack  Franklin,  Thomas  Gholson, 
Isaiah  L.  Green,  Felix  Grundy,  Boiling  Hajl,  Obed 
Hall,  John  A.  Harper,  Aylett  Hawes,  John  M.  Hyne- 
man,  Richard  M.  Johnson,  Joseph  Kent,  William  B. 
King,  Abner  Lacock,  Peter  Little,  Aaron  Ijle, 
Thomas  Moore,  William  McCoy,  Samuel  Mciee, 
Alexander  McKim,  Arunah  MetcalF,  Samuel  L.  Mit- 
chlll,  Jeremiah  Morrow,  Hugh  Nelson,  Anthony 
New,  Thomas  Newton,  Stephen  Ormsby,  Israel 
Pickens,  James  Pleasants,  jun.,  Benjamin  Pond, 
William  M.  Richardson,  Samuel  Ringgold,  Thomas 
B.  Robertson,  John  Rhea,  John  Koane,  Jonathan 
Roberts,  Ebenezer  Sage,  Lemuel  Sawyer,  Ebenezer 
Seaver,  John  Sevier,  Adam  Seybert,  Samuel  Shaw, 
George  Smith,  John  Smith,  William  Strong,  John 
Taliaferro,  George  M.  Troup,  Charles  Turner,  jr., 
William  Widgery,  and  Richard  Wynn. 

Nays.— rJohn  Baker,  Abijah  Bigelow,  Hermanns 
Bleecker,  James  Breckenridge,  Elijah  Brigham, 
Epaphroditns  Champion,  Martin  Chittenden,  Mat- 
thew Clay,  Thomas  B.  Cooke,  John  Davenport,  jr., 
WiUiam  Ely,  James  Emott,  Asa  Fitch,  Thomas  R. 
Gold,  Charles  Goldsborough,  Edwin  Gray,  Jacob 
Hufty,  Richard  Jackson,  jun.,  Philip  B.  Key,  Lyman 
Law,  Joseph  Lewis,  jr.,  William  Lowndes,  Archibald 
McBryde,  James  Milnor,  Jonathan  O.  Mosely,  Jo- 
seph Pearson,  Timothy  Pitkin,  jun.,  Elisha  B.  Pot- 
ter, Josiah  Quincy,  John  Randolph,  William  Reed, 
Henry  M.  Ridgely,  William  Rodman,  Daniel  Sheffey, 
Richard  Stanford,  Lewis  B.  Stnrges,  Samuel  Tag- 
gart,  Benjamin  TaUmadge,  Uri  Tracy,  Laban  Whea- 
ton,  Leonard  White,  and  Thomas  Wilson.  \ 

Ordered,  That  the  title  be,  "  An  act  in  addi- 
tion to  the  act,  entitled  '  An  act  to  raise  an  ad- 
ditional military  force,  and  for  other  purposes'.' " 


Ehidat,  January  15. 
Land  clmrm  in  Missouri  Territory — Confirma- 
tion ofpriAsate  claims — Pre-emptions, 
Mr.  Hempstead  observed,  that  he  had  certain 
resolutions  to  submit,  on  which,  as  they  were 
somewhat  in  detail,  he  would  ask  the  liberty  to 
make  a  few  remarks.  Under  the  second  section 
of  the  first  act  for  adjusting  land  claims  in  the 
Territory  of  Louisiana,  (now  Missouri,)  ea<?.h  ao- 
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tual  settler  was  entitled  to  six  hundred  and 
ftirty  acres  of  land,  together  with  such  other 
and  further  quantity  as  heretofore  had  been  al- 
lowed for  the  wife  and  family  of  snch  actual 
settler,  agreeably  to  the  laws,  usages,  and  cus- 
toms of  the  Spanish  Government.  A  majority 
of  the  Board  of  Land  Commissioners  in  that 
Territory  were,  under  that  section,  so  liberal  in 
their  grants,  that  it  excited  the  alarm  of  Gov- 
ernment. This  alarm,  sir,  was  soon  transferred 
to  the  people,  and  has  continued  ever  since; 
because  a  majority  of  the  Board  passed  from 
one  extreme  to  the  other,  and  granted,  in  many 
instances,  only  one  hundred,  one  hundred  and 
fifty  or  two  hundred  arpens,  where  they  had 
before  granted  seven  or  eight  hundred  arpens. 
The  grants  for  the  smaller  quantities  are  con- 
tained in  the  lists  of  grants,  and  being  final 
against  the  United  States,  would  never  come 
before  Congress,  unless  upon  petitions  from  in- 
dividual claimants.  Other  boards  of  Commis- 
sioners, acting  under  the  same  law,  have  granted 
to  the  actual  settler  in  every  instance,  when 
the  law  had  been  complied  with,  six  hundred 
and  forty  acres ;  and  it  would  seem  to  me,  sir, 
that  the  people  of  the  Missouri  Territory  are  en- 
titled to  the  same  justice. 

The  second  resolution  is  to  provide  as  well 
for  rejected  claims,  in  which  no  testimony  has 
been  adduced,  as  when  testimony  has  been  re- 
ceived; and  to  prevent  individual  claimants 
from  loading  our  table  with  petitions.  The 
mode  pointed  out  will  present  all  claims  to 
Congress  at  one  time.  With  these  observations 
I  shall  submit  the  resolutions  for  the  sanction 
of  the  House : 

Resolved,  That  the  Committee  on  the  Public  Lands 
be  instructed  to  Inquire  into  the  expediency  of  au- 
thorizing, in  favor  of  the  claimants,  the  re-examina- 
tion of  the  grants  of  land  made  hy  the  board  of 
Commissioners  for  ascertaining  and  adjusting  the 
titles  and  claims  to  land  in  the  district  of  Louisiana, 
under  the  second  section  of  the  act,  entitled  "An 
act  for  ascertaining  and  adjusting  the  titles  and 
claims  to  land  within  the  Territory  of  Orleans  and 
the  district  of  Louisiana,"  passed  the  2d  of  March, 
1805 ;  and  also  the  grants  made  hy  the  Recorder  of 
Land  Titles  for  the  Territory  of  Missouri,  under  that 
part  of  the  third  section  of  the  act,  entitled  "  An  act 
further  providing  for  settling  the  claims  to  land  in 
the  Territory  of  Missouri,"  passed  the  13th  of  June, 
1812,  which  provides  for  settlement  of  donation 
righto  in  all  cases  where  the  quantity  of  land  granted 
is  less  than  six  hundred  and  forty  acres ;  and  that 
said  committee  have  leave  to  report  by  bill,  or  other- 
wise. 

Resolved,  That  the  Committee  on  the  Public  Lands 
be  instructed  to  inquire  into  the  expediency  of  au- 
thorizing the  Recorder  of  Land  Titles  for  the  Terri- 
tory of  Missouri  to  receive  testimony  in  all  the  claims 
to  land  in  which  none  has  been  adduced,  and 
which  are  rejected  in  the  report  mad6  by  the  late 
board  of  Commissioners  for  ascertaining  and  adjust- 
ing the  titles  and  claims  to  land  in  the  then  district 
of  Louisiana,  now  Territory  of  Missouri ;  and,  after- 
wards, to  arrange  into  classes,  according  to  their 
respective  merits,  as  well  the  claims  embraced  by 


this  resolution,  as  the  other  rejected  claims  mentioned 
in  said  report,  and  made  abstracts  containing  the 
snbstance  of  the  evidence  in  support  of  such  claims, 
and  such  other  informa,tion  and  remarks  as  may  be 
necessary  to  a  proper  decision  thereon,  and  report  on 
said  claims  to  the  General  Commissioner  of  the 
Land  Office ;  and  that  said  committee  have  leave  to 
report  by  bill,  or  otherwise. 

Resolved,  That  said  committee  be  instructed  to  in- 
quire into  the  expediency  of  granting  the  right  of 
pre-emption  to  actual  settlers  on  the  pubUc  lands  in 
the  said  Territory  of  Missouri ;  and  that  said  com- 
mittee have  le^e  to  report  by  bill,  or  otherwise. 

The  resolutions  were. then  agreed  to. 


Monday,  January  18. 
Two  other  members,  to  wit :  from  Massa- 
chusetts, Peleg  Tallman  ;  and  from  Pennsyl- 
vania, William  Piper,  appeared,  and  took  their 
seats. 

Encouragement  to  Pritatesr  Captures. 

The  House  resolved  itself  into  a  Committee 
of  the  Whole  on  the  bill  "  relating  to  captures." 

[The  bill  provides  that  compensation  shall  be 
allowed  to  the  oflttcers  and  crews  of  our  public 
vessels,  for  vessels  of  the  enemy  necessarily 
destroyed  at  sea  after  their  capture.] 

Mr.  Bassett  stated  to  the  House  the  consid- 
erations by  which  the  Naval  Committee  had 
been  induced  to  report  this  biU.  It  grew  more 
immediately  out  of  the  case  of  the  Guerriere 
destroyed  by  the  Constitution — a  case  precisely 
in  point.  Such  a  principle  as  that  which  the 
bUl  proposed,  he  believed,  had  been  engrafted 
in  the  British  service.  It  was  at  least  required 
by  equity  and  sound  policy,  where  the  pubho 
service  required  the  destruction  of  a  vessel  for 
fear  of  re-capture  by  the  enemy  in  its  disabled 
state,  that  some  compensation  should  be  made 
to  the  captors  in  lieu  of  that  which  would  have 
accrued  from  the  sale  of  the  vessel  had  it  been 
brought  into  port. 

Mr.  H.  Clay  (Speaker)  spoke  in  opposition 
both  to  the  principles  and  details  of  the  bUl. 
He  was  disposed  to  believe  the  principle  un- 
precedented in  any  other  country ;  but  even  if 
it  were  not,  he  thought  it  ought  not  to  exist  in 
this  country.  It  would  have  the  effect  to  make 
it  the  interest  of  the  captor,  unless  the  vessel 
should  be  immediately  on  the  coast,  or  in  the 
very  mouth  of  our  rivers,  to  destroy  the 
captured  vessel.  On  consulting  the  under- 
writers, gentlemen  would  find  the  premium  re- 
quired on  bringing  in  a  vessel  of  any  descrip- 
tion from  any  considerable  distance,  would  be. 
equal  to  one-half  her  value ;  and,  as  proof  of  it, 
Mr.  C.  instanced  the  high  insm-ance  even  from 
Charleston  and  New  Orleans,  along  our  own 
coast,  to  a  northern  port.  The  strongest  possi- 
ble temptation  would,  therefore,  be  offered  by 
giving  half  the  value  of  the  destroyed  vessel 
to  the  captors  in  case  of  her  destruction.  Mr. 
C.  moved  to  strike  out  the  first  section  of  the 
bill. 

Mr.  Bassett  replied  to  Mr.  Clay,  and  de- 
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fended  the  bill,  on  the  gironnd  of  expediency 
and  'of  precedent.  In  the  British  nation,  he 
said;  rewards  were  always  liberally  bestowed 
on  skill  and  valor,  and  they  must  always  be 
by  every  country  that  wishes  to  encourage 
these  qualities  in  its  citizens.  The  principle 
did  exist  in  the  British  service,  not  by  statun, 
tory,  but  by  admiralty  regulations;  and  in 
all  such  cases  rewards  had  been  liberally  dis- 
pensed. 

Mr.  Bacon  opposed  the  bill  as  inexpedient 
and  unprecedented.  To  show  that  it  went  be- 
yoad  th^  British  legal  provisions  in  that  re- 
spect, he  quoted  a  statute  of  that  nation  which 
aUows  to  the  captors  of  vessels  so  destroyed, 
as  the  bill  contemplates,  a  bounty  of  five 
pounds  for  every  man  found  alive  on  board 
said  captured  vessels,  the  aggregate  to  be 
equally  distributed  among  the  crew  of  the  cap- 
toM.  Further,  he  believed,  that  Government 
had  not  gone. 

Mr.  Cheves  on  this  remarked,  that  every  en- 
couragement was  aflEbrded  to  British  naval  offi- 
cers,: by  their  Government,  as  well  by  promo- 
tions to  higher  office  and  to  nobUity,  &p.,  which 
were  not  known  in  this  country,  as  by  pecu- 
niary rewards  and  pensions,  not  in  ail  cases 
by  statutory,  but  by  Executive  sanctions.  He 
was  disposed  to  be  liberal  to  our  officers,  to 
foster  our  rising  navy.  But,  though  friendly 
to  the  principle,  he  otgected  to  the  particular 
details  of  tie  bUl,  which  he  thought  suscep- 
tible of  modifications  which  would  be  better 
made  in  select  committee  than  in  the  House. 
He,  therefore,  moved  that  the  committee  rise. 

Mr.  QunfCT  objected  to  the  principle  of  the 
bill,  which  hp  thought  fundamentally  question- 
able. He  was  for  providing  specially  by  statute 
for  each  case  after  its  occurrence,  where  the 
circumstances  of  the  case  required  an  exercise 
of  liberality  by  Congress,  and  to  legislate  gen- 
erally fbr  future  'occurrences. 

The  committee  then  rose,  reported  progress, 
and  were  refused  leave  to  sit  again ;  and. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  Cheves,  the  bill  was  re- 
committed to  the  Naval  Committee. 


Tuesday;  January  19. 
Privateer  Pensions. 

The  House  then  resolved  itself  into  a  Com- 
mittee of  the  Whole,  on  the  bill  regulating 
pensions  to  persons  on  board  private  armed 
ships. 

[This  bill  directs' that  the  two  per  cent,  re- 
served in  the  hands  of  consuls  and  collectors,  in 
pursuance  of  an  act  of  June  last,  respecting  pri- 
vate armed  vessels,  &o.,  be  paid  into  the  Ti-eas- 
ui-y,  to  constitute  a  fund  for  pensions  to  per- 
sons disabled  on  board  private  armed  vessels,  of 
the  mode  and  degree  of  which  disability  the  log 
book  of  6ach  vessel  is  to  be' evidence.] 

Mr.  BtTEWELL  moved  to  strike  out  the  vital 
section  of  the  bill,  with  a  view  to  try  the  prin- 
ciple. In  support  of  the  motion,  he  remarked 
that  he  conceived  it  improper  to  adopt  a  prin- 


ciple so  ex  tremriy.  liable  to  abuse  as  this,  es? 
pecially  when  pensions  had  been  refused  to  at! ; 
least  equally  meritorious  sufferers  during  the" 
Revolution.  The  evidence  which  the  log  book 
of  a  vessel  would  afibrd,  wonldbeso  very  liable 
to  error,  and  so  indefinite,  as  not  to  be  entitled 
to  that  conclusive  weight  given  to  it  ty  the  bill. 
The  proper  course,  he  conceived,  would  be,  io 
■  leave  the  subject  open  to  the  annual  disposition 
of  Congress ;  which  was  now  tie  case  with  cei'-' 
taift  other  pensions.  * 

Mr.  Bassett  stated,  in  reply,'  that,  at  the  last 
session,  two  per  cent,  having  been  reserved 
from  the  wages  of  the  seamen  on  board  private 
armed  vessels,  for  the  avowed  and  declared  pur- 
pose of  constituting  a  fund  for  pensions  to  the 
wounded,  this  bill  now  merely  indicated  the  mode 
of  carrying  this  provision  into  effect.  The  money 
had  been  reserved  by  the  collectors  and  consuls, 
and  as  it  was  never  the  intention  of  Congress  to 
make  thenl  a  present  of  it,  it  remained  fbr  Con- 
gress to  dii'ect  the  mode  of  its  distribution.  If 
the  principle  was  .  incorrect,  it  ought  to  have 
been  objected  to  when  the  pledge  was  given ,  by 
the  House  last  session  on  the  subject. 

The  question  on  striking  out  the  section  was 
negatived  by  a  very  small  majority;  and  the 
committee  rose  and  reported  the  bill. 

Mr.  Stow  made  a  motion  going  to  confine  the 
pensions  allowed  by  the  bill-to  each  as  should 
be  disabled  in  actual  service,  *nd  spoke  in  sup" 
port  of  his  motion.  ' 

Mr,  MoKm  opposed  the  motion.  The  ser- 
vices rendered  by  the  privateers  were  valuable 
io  the  country  and  ought  to  be  encouraged. 
The  duties  on  pri^e  goods,  he  said,  brought  into 
the  port  of  Baltimore  alone,  had  amounted  to 
tljree  .hnndredj  and,  fifty-four  thousand  doUarsi. 
This  showed  the  importance  of  this  system  in  a 
pecuniary,  point  of  view. 

Mr.  Stow  questioned  the  benefit  rendered  to 
the  public  interest  by  privateering,  and  said  ha 
was  in  favor  of  letting  this  fund  accumulate,  ^and 
first  see  whether  there  was  sufficient  to  pension 
those  having  received  known  wounds  in  action, 
before  they  agreed  to  extend  it  to  all  casualties 
on  board  private  armed  vessels. 

Mr.  LiTTtE  asserted  the  ntUity  of  privateers 
and  their  efficiency  as  a  means  of  annoying  the 
enemy,  He  bore  testimony  to  the  bravery  thjOT 
had  displayed  in  all,  conflicts  with  the  eneioy, 
and  to  the  injuries,  they  had  inflicted  on  his 
commerce.  The  enterprising  individuals  con- 
cerned in  it  ought  tp  be  encouraged ;  for,  by  the 
impediments  to  the  prosecution  of  thar  enter- 
prise, many  had  been  already  djsconraged  and 
had  dismantled  their  vessels.  If  properly,  en- 
couraged, they  would  scour  every  sea,  however 
distant,  and  ransack  every  port  and  harbor  in 
search  of  the  enemy.  He  was  in  favor  of  ex- 
hibiting the  most  Uberal  disposition  towards 
them. 

Considerable  further  debate  took  pkco ,  on 
the  amendment,  which  was  at  last  agreed  to  by 
a  very  small  majority. 

Mr.  Ehea  snbsequtatly  moved  to  recommit 
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the  bill  to  the  same  committee  which  reported 
it,'  for  the  pm-pose  of  amendment ;  and  the  bill 
was  recommitted. 


Wednesday,  January  20. 
Astronomical  Observatory. 

Mr.  MiTcniLL,  from  the  committee  to  whom 
was  referred  the  memorial  of  WiUiam  Lambert, 
and  the  report  made  thereon  by  the  Secretary  of 
State  at  the  last  session,  presented  a  biU  author- 
izing the  establishment  of  an  Astronomical  Ob- 
servatory ;  which  was  read  twice,  and  commit- 
ted to  a  Comiuittee  of  the  Whole  onFriday  next. 

The  report  is  as  follows : 

On  the  27th  December,  1809,  Mr.  Lambert  ad- 
dressed the  House  of  BepresentatWes  upon  the  expe- 
diency of  establishing  a  first  meridian  for  the  United 
States  at  their  permanent  seat  of  Government.  This 
was  ordered  for  consideration  to  a  select  number  of 
gentlemen,  who,  on  the  28th  March,  eighteen  bun- 
dled and  ten,  laid  upon  the  table  an  able  and  learned 
opinion,  accompanied  with  scientific,  calculations  il- 
lustrative of  the  object.  They  concluded  their  inves- 
tigation by  recommending  that  provision  should  be 
made,  by  law,  for  determining,  with  the  greatest  ac- 
cm-aoy,  the  distance  between  the  City  of  Washing- 
ton and  Greenwich  in  England,  and  that  the  proper 
instruments  should  be  procured. 

Afterwards,  on  the  23d  January,  1811,  the  memo- 
rial was  'referred  to  a  select  committee  ;  and,  on  the 
23d  of  the  ensuing  February,  that  committee  was 
discharged,  and  the  memorial  referred  to  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  his  consideration. 

Conformably  to  the  desire  of  the  House,  that  officer 
wrote  to  the  Speaker  a  letter  which,  after  having 
been  read,  on  the  third  day  of  July,  1812,  was  or- 
dered to'lie  on  the  table.  That  letter  was,  on  the 
8th  December  last,  ordered  to  the  present  committee, 
who  have  diligently  weighed  the  matters  which  it 
contains. 

It  is  their  opinion  that  astronomical  observations 
are  highly  useful  to  a  navigating  and  commercial 
people,  already  eminent  for  their  progress  in  science 
and  the  arts,  and  who  are  laboring  for  the  comple- 
tion of  their  national  dignity  and  splendor. 

The  most  ready  method  of  obtaining  the  informa- 
tion to  be  derived  from  noting  the  phenomena  of  the 
heavens,  is  by  the  estabhshinent  of  an  observatory. 
This  may  be  erected  at  the  city  of  Washington.  By 
such  an  institution,  means  may  be  adopted  not  only 
to  fix  the  first  meridian,  but  to  ascertain  a  great 
number  ofsother  astronomical  facts  and  occurrences 
through  the  vigilance  of  a  complete  astronomer. 

Thttesdat,  January  21. 
The  House  met  with  closed  doors ;  and,  after 
being  opened,  another  member,  to  wit,  from 
New  York,  Peteh  B.  Poetee,  appeared,  and 
took  his  seat. 


Feidat,  January  22. 
Encouragement  to  Privateers. 
The  House  again  resolved  itself  into  a  Com- 
mittee of  the  Whole  on  the  report  of  the  Com- 
mittee of  Ways  and  Means  on  the  petitions  of 
Joshua  Barney  and  Stephen  Kingston. 
The  resolution,  reported  by  the  Committee  of 
Vol.  IV— 45 


Ways  and  Means,  "  that  it  is  inexpedient  to  le- 
gislate upon  the  subject  of  the  petitions,"  was 
disagreed  to ;  and  the  following  was  reported  to 
the  House  as  a  substitute  thereto ; 

"  Reserved,  That  any  right  or  claim  of  the  United 
States  to  British  property  which  may  have  been  cap- 
tured by  American  privateers,  arising  from  forfeiture 
under  any  provision  of  the  non-importation  acts,  ought 
to  be  relinquished  for  the  benefit  of  the  captors." 

The  question  on  the  original  resolution  was  also 
disagreed  to  by  a  vote  of  the  House.  For  disa- 
greeing 61,  against  it  47. 

And  the  resolution  proposed  in  Committee  of 
the  Whole  as  a  substitute,  was,  as  stated  above, 
agreed  to ;  and  was  referred  to  the  Committee 
of  Ways  and  Means  to  bring  in  a  biU  in  pursu- 
ance thereof. 

Impressed  Sea/men. 

The  following  Message  was  received  from  the 
Peesident  of  the  United  States  : 
To  the  Senate  and  Souse  of 

Representatives  of  the  United  States  : 

I  transmit,  for  the  information  of  Congress,  copies 
of  a  correspondence  between  John  Mitchell,  Agent 
for  American  Prisoners  of  War  at  Halifax,  and  the 
British  Admiral  commanding  at  that  station. 

I  transmit  for  the  hke  purposes  copies  of  a  letter  from 
Commodore  Rodgers  to  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy. 

Janbaey  22,  1813.  JAMES  MADISON. 

Extract  of  a  letter  from  John  Mitchell,  Esq.,  Agent  for 
American  Prisoners  of  War  at  Halifax,  to  the  Sec- 
retary of  State,  dated 

"Decembers,  1812. 
*' I  cover  you  a  copy  of  a  correspondence,  which 
took  place  in  consequence  of  difierent  applications  I 
received,  either  by  letter  or  personally,  from  persons 
detained  on  board  His  Britannic  Majesty's  ships  of 
war  in  this  place. 

"  I  foi-merly  mentioned  to  you  that  tiie  Admiral  had 
assured  me  that  he  would  discharge  all  the  citizens  of 
the  United  States  who  were  in  the  fleet,  and  actually 
did  discharge  several.  This  induced  me  to  think  I 
should  be  correct,  and  in  the  perfect  line  of  my  duty, 
in  sending  him  a  list  of  the  apphcants  to  me,  and  re- 
questing an  inquiry  to  be  made, and  discharges  granted 
to  all  who  were  citizens  of  the  United  States ;  I,  there- 
fore, covered  him  a  list  of  the  names  now  enclosed  to 
you,  which  produced  his  letter  to  me  of  the  same  date, 
(December  1,  1812.) 

"  I  read  it  with  surprise,  because  some  of  the  men 
had  informed  me  their  captains  had  refused  to  report 
them  to  the  Admiral.  Now,  if  no  one  here  was,  or  is, 
allowed  to  do  it,  their  situation  is  hopeless. 

"  It  is  not  my  place,  sir,  to  reason  with  you  on  this 
business.  Proof  of  ifativity,  in  his  first  letter,  is'  a 
strong  expression ;  and  how  few  are  in  possession  of 
it,  and  how  many  who  cannot  obtain  it. 

"  The  second  paragraph,  in  the  second  letter,  pre- 
vents my  interfering ;  and  I  have  since  been  obhged 
to  send  a  man  away,  requesting  him  to  apply  to  his 
commanding  officer." 

Copy  of  a  tetter  from  John  Mitchell,  Esq.,  Agent  for 
American  Prisoners  of  War  at  Halifax,  to  Sir  John 
Borlase  Warren,  dated 

December  1,  1812. 
Sib  ;  Since  the  sailing  of  the  last  cartels,  in  which 
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you  wore  pleased  to  send  home  several  Americans, 
who  had  been  in  His  Britannic  Majesty's  service,  oth- 
ers who  are  now  on  board  of  the  Cewtiirion  and  Sta- 
tira  have  requested  of  me  to  procure  their  dieii^arge, 
and  to  be  sent  home. 

Will  you,  sir,  have  the  gpodne»a  to  direct  an  in- 
quiry, and  order  the  Telea^e  of  such  as  are  citizens  of 
the, United  States?  .   ., 

Besides  the  enclosed  list,  I  am  told  there  are  others 
whose  names  I  have  not. 

I  have  the  honor  to  be,  &c., 

JOHN  MITCHELL,  Agmt. 

Copy  of  a  letter  from  Admiral  Sir  John  Borlaae  War- 
■    ren,  to  John  Mitchell,  Esq.,  Agent  for  American 
'Prisoners  of  War  at  Halifax,  dated 

Decembeh  1,  1812. 

Sir  :  I  have  the  honor  to  acknowledge  the  receipt 
of  your  letter  of  thjs  date,  respecting  some  men, 
therein  mentioned,  on  board  His  Majesty's  ships  un- 
der my  command,  said  to  be  citizens  of  the  United 
States,  and  in  reply,  beg  to  acquaint  yon,  that  when- 
ever I  have  received  representations  from  the  cap- 
tains of  His  Majesty's  ships  of  any  part  of  their 
crews  being  citizens  of  America,  with  sufHcient  proof 
of  their  nativity,  I  have  directed  their  discharge 
from  the  service. 

I  must  observe  to  you  that  I  cannot  permit  the  in- 
terference of  aiiy  applications  from  men  belonging  to 
His  Majesty's  ships,  but  through  their  commanding 
ofBcSrs :  and  in  yorir  department,  of  prisoners  of  war 
only,  I  shall  at  all  times  be  most  happy  to  receive 
your  communications. 

I  have  the  honor  to  be,  &c., 

JOHN  B.  WAEEEN. 

Copy  of  a  letter  from  John  Mitchell,  Esg.,  Agent  far 

American  Prisoners  of  War  at  Halifax:,  to  Admiral 

Sir  John  Barlase  Warren,  dated 

December  3,  1812. 

Sir  :  I  had  yesterday  the  honor  to  receive  your 
letter,  dated  the  1st  instant,  in  which  you  observe 
that  you  cannot  permit  the  interference  of  any  appli- 
cation from  men  on  board  of  His  Britannic  Majesty's 
ships  of  war,  but  through  their  commanding  officers. 

Desirous  of  conforming  as  far  as  possible  to  estab- 
lished regulation*,  permit  me  the  hondr  to  inquire  of 
your  Excellency,  if  by  your  letter  I  am  to  under- 
stand that  I  am  not  to  receive  the  applications  of  sea- 
men declaring  themselves  citizens  of  the  United 
States,  who  are  on  board  of  His  Majesty's  ships  of 
war,  and  communicate  the  same  to  you  ?  If  this  is 
the  meaning,  I  shall  most  certainly  conform,  though 
I  must  lament  the  regulation. 
I  have  the  honor  to  be,  <!ic., 

J.  MITCHELL,  Agent,  &c. 

Copgofa  letter  from  Admiral  Sir  John  Borlase  War- 
ren, to  John  Mitchell,  JSsq.,  Agent  for  American 
Prisoners  of  War  at  Halifax,  dated 

December  i,  1812. 
Sir  :  In  reply  to  your  letter,  dated  yesterday,  I 
have  to  acjuamt  you  that  whenever  any/address  is 
made  relative  to  men  on  board  His  Majesty's  ships,  it 
must  be  by  the  commanders  of  such  vessels  direct. 
_  I  cannot  permit  any  application  by  other  persons  in 
time  of  war,  but  in  the  above  mode. 

It  will  always  afford  me  pleasure  to  attend  to  your 
wishes  m  any  respect  relative  to  the  situation  or  ex- 


change of  prisoners,  or  t»  afford  any  aid  or  relief  in 
my  power.    I  haye  the  honor  to  be,  &c., 

JOHN  B.'WAKEEN. 

From  Commodore  Rodgers  to  the   Secretary  of  '(he 
Navy,  "'    ■     1 

U,  S-  Erigate  President, 
Boston,  Jan.  14,  1813. 

Sir  :  Herewith  yon  will  receive  two  muster  books, 
of  His  Britannic  Majesty's  vessels  Moselle 'an4'^ap- 
pho,  found  on  board  the  British  packet  Swallow,,  ,- 

As  the  J^ritish  haye  always  denied  that  they  de- 
tained on  board  their  shipsof  war  American  citii^ns, 
knowing  them  to  "be  such,  I  send  yon  the  enclosed,  as 
a  public  document  of  their  own,  to  prove  how  illy 
such  an  assertion  accords  with  their  practice. 

It  will  appear  by  these  two  muster  books  t^t.so 
late  as  August  last,  about  an  eighti  part  of  the  Ifo- 
selle  and  Sappho's  crews  were  Americans ;  conse- 
quently, if  there  is  only  a  quarter  part  of  .that  pii)- 
portion  on  board  their  other  vessels,  that  iiiey  have 
an  infinitely  greater  number  of  Americans  in  their 
service  thdn  any  American  has  yet  had  an  idea  of. 

Any  further  comment  of  mine  on  this  subject,  I 
consider  urmecessaiy;  as  the  enclosed  documents 
speak  but  too  plainly  for  themselves.  I  have  the 
honor  to  be,  &e., 

JOHN  RODGERS;- 

Hon.  Paul  Hamiltos-,  Secretary  of  the  Navy. 

The  Message  and  documents  were  read,  and 
referred  to  the  Committee  of  Foreign  Eelations. 


TtTEBDAT,  January  26. 
Treamiry  Notes. 
On  motion  of  Mr.  Ohetes,  the  House  l^e- 
solved  itself  into  a  Committee  of  the  Whole  on 
the  bill  reported  by  the  Committee  of  Wajys 
and  Means  authorizing  the  issuing  of  Treasury 
notes  for  the  service  of  the  year  1812. 

[The  bill  authorizes  the  President  of  the  tinifed 
States  to  cause  to  be  issued  Treasury  notes  to  the 
amount  of  five  millions  of  doHors,  and  also,  if  he 
shall  deem  it  expedi6nt,  to  issue  a  further  amount, 
not  exceeding  five  millions  of  dollars,  prbvidW  the 
amount  issued  under  the  latter  provision  shall  be 
deemed  and  held  to  be  in  part  of  the  loan  of  sixteen 
millions  of  dollars  authorized  by  the  bill  passed'this 
day.  The  notes  to  bear  interest  at  the  rate  of  five 
and  two-fifths  per  cent,  per  annum,  to  be  redeemed 
one  year  after  the  day  on  which  they  are  respectively 
issued.] 

_  The  hill  having  been  read  through  by  sec- 
tions, and  no  ol^eotion  having  been  made  there- 
to, the  committee  rose  and  reported  it. 

The  bill  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed  for  a 
third  reading  without  division  ;  and  then  the 
House  adjoui-ned.       .  . 


Feidat,  January  29. 
A.  new  member,  to  wit,  from  New  York, 
Thomas  P.  Oeosvknoe,  elected  to  supply  the 
vacancy  occasioned  by  the  resignation  of  Rob- 
ert Le  Roy  Livingston,  appeared,  produced  Ms 
credentials,  was  qualified,  and  took  his  seat. 
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Grant  to '  Daniel  Boorue. 
Mi.  Hempstead,,^  from  the  committee  to 
whom  were  feferred  the  petition  of  Daniel 
Boone,  and  the  resolutions  of  the >I#gisJatnre -of 
Kentucky  in  his  hehaj^  jiiade  a  report;  which 
was  read  twice,  and  committed  to  a  Committee 
of  tiie  "Whole  on  Monday  next. 

Territory  of  Missouri.,, . 
Mr.  MoKee,  from  the  sel«ot  committee  which 
was  directed  to  inquire  into  the  propriety  of 
amending  the  act  for  the  government  of  the 
Missonri  Territory,  reported  against  any  amend- 
ment.   The  report  is  as  follows : 

That  they  have  had  the  subject  to  them  referred 
under  their  consideration,  and  have  examined  the 
act  above  recited.  The  pidndpal  difficulty  enggested 
to  the  committee,  occorring  in  the-  execution  of  the 
law,  appears  to  relate  to  the  election  of;  a  delegate  to 
represent  the  interest  of  the  Territory  in  the  Congress 
of  the  United  States.  By  the  first  clause  of  the  6th 
section  of  the  act  it  is  provided  "  that  the  House  of 
Representatives  shall  be  composed  of  members  elected 
every  second  year,  by  the  people  of  the  said  Terri- 
tory, to  serve  for  two  years."  By  the  13th  section  of 
the  said  act  it  is  also  provided  "  tjiat  the  citizens  of 
the  said  Territory  entitled  to  vote  for  Representatives 
to  the  General  Assembly  thereofj  shall,  at  the  time 
of  electing  their  Representatives  to  the  said  General 
Assembly,  also  elect  one  delegate  from  the  said  Terri- 
tory to  the  Congress  of  the  United  States."  It  also 
appears  that  an  election  was  held  in  pursuance  of  the 
act  on  the  second  Mondaiy  of  November  last,  when  a 
delegate  was  elected.  It  appears  that  doubts  have 
been  entortained  whether  the  delegate  thus  elected 
can  legally  hold  his  seat  aftej  the  3d  day  of  March 
jiext,  and  an  alteration  of  the,  l^^v,  has  been  suggested 
as  necessary  to  obviate  the  difiiculty.  It  seems  to  the 
committee  that  the  first  clause  of  the  6th  section,  and 
the  13th  section  of  the  act,  taken  together,  leaves  ho 
room  for  doubt,  but  evidently  fixes  the  period  for 
which  the  delegate  may  hold  his  seat  at  two  years 
from  the  second  Monday  of  November  last ;  and  it 
follows,  as  a  necessary  consequence,  that  the  delegate 
elected  in  pursuance  of  the  law,  and  for  the  term  of 
two  years,  cannot  be  deprived,  of  his  right, to  a  seat 
by  any  subsequent  law. 

It  also  appears  to  the  committee  that  the  Terri- 
torial Legislature  are  furnished,  by  the  7th  section  of 
the  act,  with  competent  power  to  change  the  time,  of 
holding  electiona  so  as  to  obviate  any  difficulty  that 
may  occur  in  the  subsequent  elections  of  a  delegate. 

The  committee,  therefore,  recommend  the  fojlow- 
ing  resolution : 

Resolved,  That  the  act  entitled  "An  aCt  providing 
for  the  government  of  the  Territory  of  Missouri,"  re- 
quires no  amendment. 

By  Benjamin  Howard,  Gove/mor  Of  «Ae  Territory  of 
Louisiana,  Gommander-im-Chief  of  the  Militia 
thereof,  and  Superintendent  of  Indian  Affairs,  in 
and  over  the  same: 

A  PBOCLAMATIOX. 

In  discharge  of  those  duties  enjoined  on  the  Gov- 
ernor of  this  Territory  by  an  act  of  the  Congress  of 
the  United  States  of  America,  approved  the  4th  of 
June,  1812,  entitled  "  An  act  providing  for  the  gov- 
ernment of  the  Territory  of  Missouri,"  I  have  made 
the  following  arrangements,  preparatory  to  the  new 


organization  of  Government  to  be  instituted  by  the 
said  act,  and  which  will  commence  its  operation  on 
the  fii^st  Monday  in  December  next ;  that  is  to  say; 
-  I  have  divided  the  fiiture  Territory  rf  Missouri  into 
five  counties,  excluding  from  the  civil  jurisdiction  of 
each  of  said  counties  any  tract  or  tracts  of  coiintry 
which  ihay  fall  within  their  respective  general  limits, 
as  hereinafter  set  forth,  the  Indian  title  to  which  may 
not  have  been  extinguished. 

That  portion  of  territory  situated  north  of  the  Mis- 
sonri River,  and  usually  known  by  the'  name  of  the 
Forks,  as  lying itetween  that  river  and  the  river  Mis- 
sissippi, shall  compose  one  county,  and  be  called  the 
county  of  St.  Charles. 

That  portion  of  territory  bounded  by  the  Missonri 
river  on  the  north  ;  by  the  Mississippi  on  the  east ; 
on  the  south  by  the  Platin  creek,  from  its  mouth  to 
its  source ;  thence  by  a  west  line  tp  the  Miisouri 
river,  or  to  the  western  boundary  of  the  Osage  pur- 
chase ;  and  on  the  west,  by  the  said  western  boun- 
dary of  the  Osage  purchase,  shall  compose  one  other 
county,  and  be  called  the  county  of  St.  Louis,  - 

That  portion  of  territory  bounded  by  the  county  of 
St..  Louis  on  the  north ;  on  the  east  by  the  Missis- 
sippi ;  on  the  south  by  Apple  creek,  from  its  mouth  to 
its  source ;  thence  by  a  due  w^st  line  to  the  western 
boundary  of  the  Osage  puithase  ;  and  on  the  west, 
by  the  said  western  boundary  of  the  Osage  purchase, 
shall  compose  one  other  county,  and  be  called  the 
county  of  St.  Genevieve. 

That  portion  of  territory  bounded  on  the  north  by 
the  south  limit  of  the  county  of  St  Genevieve ;  east 
by  the  Mississippi ;  west  by  the  western  boundary  of 
the  Osage  purchase;  and  south  by  that,,  line  which 
formerly  separated-the  commanders  of  Cape  Girardeau 
and  New  Madrid,  and  known  more  recently  as  the 
boimdaiy  between  these  two  districts,  shall  compose 
one  other  county,  and  be  called  the  county  of  C^pe 
Girardeau. 

That  portion  of  territoiy  bounded  north  by  the 
south  limit  of  the  county  of  Cape  Girardeau ;  east  by 
the  Mississippi;  south  by  the  33d  degree  of  north 
latitude,  (the  southern  boundary  of  this  Territory  as 
settled  by  act  of  Congress ;)  west  by  the  western 
boundary  of  the  Osage  purchase ;  and  from  the 
southern  extremity  thereof  to  the  33d  degree  of  north 
latitude  aforesaid,  shall  compose  one  other  county, 
and  be  called  the  county  of  New  Madrid. 

And  I  do  hereby  make  known  and  declare  that 
elections  of  Representatives,  t»  serve  in  the  General 
Assembly  of  the  fiiture  Territory  of  Missonri,  shall  l)e 
holden  throughout  the  Territory,  on  the  second  Mon- 
day of  November  next,  at  the  respective  seats  of  jus- 
tice of  the  present  districts,  which,  are .  hereby  de- 
clared to  be  the  seats  of  justice  for  the  several  future 
counties  respectively  except  that  the  town  of  New 
Madrid  shall  be  the  seat  of  justice  of  the  future 
county  of  New  Madrid,  which  said  future  county 
will  comprehend  the  present  districts  of  New  Madrid 
and  Arkansas ;  to  wit :  at  the  town  of  St.  Charles  for 
the  future  county  of  St.  Charles,  at  which  time  and 
place  there  will  be  chosen  for  the  said  county  two 
Representatives.  At  the  town  of  St.  Louis  for  the 
future  county  of  St.  Louis,  at  which  time  and  place 
there  will  be  chosen  four  Representatives.  At  the 
town  of  St.  Genevieve  for  the  fiiture  county  of  St. 
Genevieve,  at  which  time  and  place  there  will  be 
chosen  for  the  said  county  three  Representatives.  At 
the  town  o'"  Cape  Girardeau  for  the  future  county  of 
Cape  Girardeau,  at  which  tirhe  and  place  there  will 
be  chosen  for  the  said  county  two  Representatives. 


708 


ABRlDt^MENT  OF  THE 


H.   OK  ft.] 


Amiiti^  and  OliUfiHff  the  Militia. 


[Janhabt,  18t3. 


Aiii  at  the  town  of  New  l^adrid  fb*  the  future 
dotinty  of  New  Madrid,  at  which  time  and  place  there 
Will  be  chosen  for  the  Said  colitaty  two  RepfeSenta- 
tivea. 

And  I  A6.  moreover,  make  known  and  iedane  that 
on  the  said  second  Monday  of  NoTembor  next,  an 
election  will  also  ihei  holden,  at  the  several  seats  of 
justice  aforesaid,  for  a,  Territorial  delegate  to  the 
Congress  of  the  United  States,  And  I  do  enjoin  and 
require  that  these  elections  be.  hplden  by  the  sherifis 
pf  the  present  districts,  or  in  tbeir  absence,  or  in- 
ability to  act,  by  tlie  po^oners  respectively ;  that  the 
said  sheriff  or  coroners  shall  take  the  polls  pf  those 
qualified  to  vote ;  that  the  clerks  of  the  courts  of  the 
preseiit  districts,  or  their  deputies,  shbU  respectively 
write  down  the  names  of  the  voters  in  a  fair  and  legi- 
ble '  manner,  and  that  the  presiding  judges  of  the 
courts  of  the  present  districts  respectively,  or  in  case 
of  absence,  or  inability  to  act,  thenext  in  commis- 
sion shall  attend,  and  be  judges  of  the  qualifica- 
tion of  the  voters;  that  the  said  elections  shall  be 
opened  at  the  respective  seats  of  justice  aforesaid, 
at  or  before  .9 ,  o'clock  in  the  morning  of  the  said 
second  Monday  of  November,  and  clos«  at  sunset  of 
that  day. 

And  the  sheriffs  or  coroners  respectively,  after 
having  caused  the  pro(^s-verbal  of  said  polls  to  he 
signed  by  the  clerks  or  their  deputies,  who  may  liavS 
respectively  comrnitted  the  same  to  writing,  and 
countersigned  by  the  judges  respectively '  tvho  may 
have  attended  the  elections,  will  (hemselfes  certify 
the  some,  explicitly  stating,  nt  large,  the  names  ti( 
the  persons  elected  as  Representatives,  and  the 
name  of  the  person  having  the  greatest  njimber  of 
votes  as  a  delegate  to  Congress,  and  make  immediate 
return  thereof  to  the  Governor  of  the  Territory. 

And  I  do,  lastly,  enjoin  and  require,  that  the  Rep- 
resentatives, of  the  several  future  counties,  so  as  afore- 
said to  be  elected,  do  convene  in  the  town  of  St. 
Louis  on  the  first  Monday  in  December  next,  as  pro- 
vided by  the  act  of  Congress  aforesaid. 

In  testiinony  whereof,  I  have  caused  the  seal  of 
the  Territory  of  Louisiana  to  be  hereunto  affixed. 
Given  under  my'  hand,  at  the  town  of  St.  Louis,  the 
first  day  of  October,  in  the  year  of  our  Lord  one 
thousand  eight  htmdred-  and  twelve,  and  of  the  inde- 
pendence of  the  United  States  Of  America  the  thirty- 
seventh.  BENJAMIN  A.  HOWARD. 

For'  the  information  of  the  people  who  are  called 
on  to  decide  the  right  of  .suffrage  by  the  Governor's 
proclamati^)  we  have  inserted  below  that  part  of 
the  law  wjiiqh  defines  the, qualification  as  well  of  the 
Representative  as  of  the  voter. 

"  No  person  shall  be  eligible  or  qualified  to  he  a 
Representative,  who  shall  not  have  attained  to  the 
a^e  of  twenty-one  years,  and  who  shall  not  have  re- 
sided in  the  Territory  one  year  next  preceding  the 
day  of  election,  and  who  shall  not  be  a  freelTolder 
within  the  county  in  which  he'  may  be  elected;  and 
no  person  holding  an  dffioS  under  the  United  States, 
or  an  office  of  profit  under  the  Territory,  shall  be  a 
Representative.  In  case  of  vacancy,  by  death,  resig- 
nation, or  removal  or  otherwibe  of  a  Representative, 
the  Governor  shall  issue  a  writ  to  the  county  wher- 
ever a  vacancy  may  be  as  aforesaid,  to  elect  another 
person  to  serve  the  residue  of  the  term.  That  all 
free  white  male  citizens  of  the  United  States  above 
**«  age  of  twenty  one  years,  who  Ijaye  resided  in 
sa;,d  Territory  twelve  months  neict  preceding  an  flec- 
tion, and  who  shall  have  paid  a  territorial  or  county 


tiix,  assessed'  at  least  six  months  previous  thereto, 
Shall''be  entitled  to  vote  for  Representatives  tei  the 
General  Assembly  of  said  Territory."  •    ;  o 

ihe  report  was  ordered  to  lie  on  tHe  table. 

Arming  and' Classing  t?le  Militia. 

The  House  resumed  the  consideration  of  tlie 
bill  supplementary  to  tbe  act  fpr  flrn)ing  the 
militia,  and  for  classing  the  same. 

Mr.  FiTon  moved  to  strike  out  all  that  part 
of  the  bill  which  provides  for,  the  iclassing  the 
militia  of  the  United  States.  . 

Mr.  Ely  said  t}iat  he  was  totallj;  opposed  to 
the  classification  of  the  militia ;  that  it  had 
been  pressed  upon  us  from  year  to  yi^ar,  by 
gentlemen  from  the  Southern  section  of  the 
Union,  he  knew  not  why ;  that  he  thought  the 
effects  of  the  measure  in  rendering  ihe  militia 
efficient,  for  constitutional  purposes,  were  very 
trifling  and  unimportant.  From  some  cause  or 
other,  the  militia  in  the  Southern  States  are 
very  little  improved,  and  gentlemen  seemed  to 
imagine  that  classification  was  to  supply  th^ 
place  of  arms,  of  organi;;atioD.,  of  discipline,  of 
every  thing.  This  would  not  prove  to  .be  the 
case.  He  said  that  the  laws  heretofore  m|i^ 
had  proved  in  the  Jforthern  States,  particularly; 
in  Massacliusetts,  abundantly  sufficient  to  an- 
swer all  the  purposesof  forming  an  efficient 
militia ;  but  they  have  been  followed  up  by 
State  regulations  which,  had  been  enjoined  by 
penalties  sufflcieutly  severe.  Tliese,  he  had  -un- 
derstood, had  been  in  a  great  measure  neglect- 
ed in  the  South,  and  this  was  the  reason  that 
the  militia  were  so  imperfect ;  and  if  the  States 
would  not  enforce  those  laws,  he  had  no  idea 
they  would  enforce  this.  The  sums  expended 
on  the  militia  in  Massachusetts,  both  from,  the 
public  treasury,  and  by  private  individu^- 
is  very  great;— that  State  has  furnished  m9re 
than  sixty  artillery  companies,  with  their  pieces, 
amrnunition  carriages,  and  every  thing  appur- 
tenant to  them,  complete;  the  artillery  an^ 
cavalry  are  completely  umlbrmed  and  equipped, 
and  are  required  so  to  be  by  law ;  for  the  greater 
part,  the  infantry  are  in  uniform  complete,  are 
well  armed,  aod  are  equal  in-all  respects  to  any 
militia  in  the  world.  That  this  classification 
would  add  to  their  burdens,  and  they  h^d  al- 
ready burdens  enough ;  that  it  would  be  au  m- 
sidious  thing,' and  so  considered  by  the  militia, 
and  go  to  destroy  the  harmony  of  the  militifl 
corps.  That  i;f  gentlemen  in  the  South  thought 
it  would  be  useful,  let  th'eir  State  governments, 
who  were  the  best  judges,  adopt  aamuch  of  it 
as  they  pleased.  No  one  would  object  to  thatj. 
if  tlipy  did  not  interfere  with  existing  regula- 
tions. All  will  acknowlecfge  tha^  the  State 
Governments  have  it  in  their  powei-,  and  it  has 
been,  in  some  form  or  otiier,  exerpised  by  some 
of  the  States,  and  particularly  by  Pennsylvania 
—this  measure  will  interfere  with  their  favorite 
mode.  Hess^idhe  was  disposed  to  have  the 
militia  in  the  South  improved,  but  ha  , prayed 
gentlsmeninotio  adopt  a,measure"cabuiated  to 
injure  one  part"  of  the  militia,  naore  than  it 
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wonldj  ^enefit-the^ other ;  he  hoped  the, provi- 
sionsifor  classing  the  militia  would  be  stricken 
out  of  the  bill.        ' 

Mr-  ^UfJAMS:  and  Mr.  Stow  opposed  the 
motioiiJ 

The  question  was  decided  by  yeas  and  nays : 
For  striking  out  58,  against  it  65. 

The;  bill  wasthen  ordered  to  be  engrossed  for 
a  third  reading.      ' 


Satubdat,  January  80. 
A  new  member,  to  wit,  from  North  Caroli- 
na, WitnAM  KJENDEDT,  elected  to  supply  the 
vacancy  occasioned  My  the  death  of  Gen.  Thom- 
as Blount,  appeared,  -was  qualified,' and  took  his 
seat. 

Constitution  and  Gverriere. 

The  engrossed  bill  providing  compensation'  to 
Captain  Hull,  and  the  officers  and  crew  of  the 
frigate  Constitution,  for  the  capture  and  de- 
struction of  the  British  frigate  Guerri«rB,  was 
read  a  third  time. 

[The  bill  authorizes  a  grant  of  $50,000.] 

Mr.  McKbe  opposed  the  passage  of  the  bill, 
on  the  ground  that  the  Pi-esideht  has  no  author- 
ity to  expend  the  public  money  in  gratuitous 
gi-ants  to  individuals.  ,   -    '     " 

Mr.  Sawyeb  stated,  that  he- wish*l  to  make 
some  remarks  in  reply  to  Mr.  MoKee,  but,  from 
the  lateness  of  the  hour^  and  an  indispositicm 
w^ith  -which  he  was  oppressed,  it  was  not  now 
in  his- power.  He  therefore  moved  an  adjourn- 
ment, which  was  carried^ — ay«s  64;  ' 


Monday,  February  1. 
Mr.  Seater  presented  a  petition  of  Benjainiii 
Waterhouse,  medical  doctor,  of  Boston,  stating 
that  he  is  wllliiig,  alid"  wishes  to  undertake  the 
inoculation  of  the"  army  Of  the  United  States 
with  the  '^  kirte-pock  ihoculatioi],"  and  prayibg 
the  aid  and  patronage  of  Congress  in  that  un- 
dertaking.^Referred  to  the  Committee  on  Mil- 
itary Affairs. 

Conatitation  and  Gtierrmre. 

The  House  resumed  the  order  of  the  day  on 
the  bill  making  compensation  to  the  officers  and 
crew  of  the  Constitution  for  the  destruction  of 
the  frigate  Gnerriere.  The  bifl  being  on  its 
third  reading — 

"  Mr.  Sawtee  spoke  in  support  of  the  bill,  and 
in  reply  to  Mn  MoKee. 

Mr.  Dawsoit. — ^Mr.  Speaker :  The  bUl  which 
is  now  on  your  table,  and  which  I  hope  will 
soon  receive  your  signature,  waa'drawn  from  a 
resolution,  or  rather  the  pkrt  of  a  resolution 
which  I  had  the  honor  to  offer  yon  at  the  very 
commencement  of  the  session. 

When  I  offered  you  that  resolution,  I  did 
hope,  and  I  did  believe,  that  it  would  have  re- 
ceived the  immediate  attention  and  nnaniraons 
approbation  of  this  House ;  that  regardless  of 
those  punctilios  which  too  often  shackle  the 


best  intentions,  and  do  injury  to  the  best  causes, 
ajid,  in  compliance  with  the  sentiments  and 
feelings  of  th^  nation,  we  shojild  have  imme- 
diately expressed  our  own,  thereby  giving  force 
to  that  expression,  and  have  Tendered  that  trib- 
ute which  is  justly  due  to  undaunted  valor,  and 
to  modest  merit ;  that  we  should  have  declared 
onr  admiration,  and  the  high  sense  we  enter- 
tain of  the  gallant  conduct  of  the  defenders  of 
their  country's'  flag,  and  the  defenders  of  her 
rights,  and  while  we  gave  to  some  testimonials 
of  ohr  approbafioh,  we  should  have  yielded  to 
all  that  which  is  justly  due. 

In  this  expectation  I  have  been  wofuUy  dis- 
appointed; doubts,  difficulties,  and  delays  have 
taken  place ;  commitment  has  succeeded  com- 
mitment, and  60  many  amendments,  or  rather 
alterations,  have  been  made  to  the  original  res- 
olution, that  I  can  8carcel5''  call  it  my  own ;  it 
has  received  the  fostering  care  of  so  many  step' 
fathers  that  I  am  almost  constrained  to  disown 
it  as  Olegitimate ;  but  as  it  is  natural  to  pro- 
tect that  which  we  call  "  our  own,"  although 
all  the  features  do  not  please  us,  so  I  shall  vote 
foi:  that  bill  although  all  its  provisions  do  not 
please  me. 

Some  gentlemen,  with  a  liberality  which  I 
neither  envy,  nor  shall  1  imitate,  are  willing  to 
load  those  braver  tars  with  all  the  praise,  with 
aU  the  applause,  which  the  pride  of  language 
can  bestow,  oir  which  a  resolution  written  on 
paper  gilded  with  gold  can  confer;  and,  becom- 
ing their  own  judges,  they  think  that  ample 
compensation  for  all  the  hardships  they  have 
suffered,  for  all  the  dangers  they  have  encoun- 
tered, for  all  the  wounds  they  have  received. 
With  all  the  respect  which  I  feel  for  these  hon- 
orable gentlemen,  and  the  high  value  which  I 
set.  on  theii,'  good  opinion,  I  do  not  think  it  am- 
ple compensation  to  the  brave  and  indigent 
tars  vrhq  have  boldly  fought  your  battles,  and 
generously  sacrificed  their  interest  for  your 
good ;  they  merit  some  more  substantial  stuff 
than  air ;  they  have  acquired  for  you,  sir,  they 
have  given  to  your  enemy,  something:  more 
substantial. 

Others  there  are,  who  are  well  pleased  to  be- 
stow on  the  brave  officers  who  have  distin- 
guished themselves,  some  testimonials  of  our 
approbation — some  insignia  of  their  merit. 
With  these  gentlemen  I  most  perfectly  agree, 
and  most  cordially  voted  in  favor  of  the  bill  for 
that  purpose.  But,  while  I  remember  the  gal- 
lant captain  who  proudly  steps  the  quarter- 
deck, I  will  not  forget  the  sailor  boy,  "  who 
whistles  o'er  the  lee,"'  or  the  aged  mariner  who 
fathoms  the  deep,  and  on  whom,  when  the  bat- 
tle rages,  danger  has  no  more  effect  than  the 
foaming  surge  which  surrounds  him  has  on  the 
hard  rook,  when  it  dashes  and  breaks  against 
its  side ;  they  aU,  sir,  are  entitled  to  your  ap- 
plause and  gratitude;  they  all  demand  youi 
justice;  and  to  render  that  justice  is  the  object 
of  the  bin  now  on  your  table;  as  I  will  presently 
show,  and  which  had  it  passed  at  an  earlier  pe- 
riod of  the  session,  as  I  did  expect  it  would, 
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your  "  Constellation  "  would  not  have  lain  for 
■weeks  w  ithin  your  view  for  the  want  of  men, 
and  is  still,  I  believe,  in  your  waters,  but  would 
long  since  have  been  at  sea,  and  would  have 
added  new  trophies  to  those  already  won. 
'  The  Secretary  of  the  Navy,  I  mean  the  late 
Secretary,  in  whose  veracity  and  integrity  I 
have  the  highest  confidence,  who  carries  to  his 
retirement  the  best  wishes  of  my  heart,  and 
under  whose  auspices  this  gallant  exploit  was 
achieved,  and  Ooipmodore  Hull,  whose  disinter- 
estedness seems  only  equalled  by  his  valor,  have 
informed  us  that  "the  Guerriere"  when  she 
wont,  into  action  was  worth  two  lundred 
thousand  dollars,  and  that  she  had  articles  on 
board  to  the  value  of  one  hundred  thousand 
dollars.  She  was  one  of  the  finest  frigates  in 
the  British  navy,  well  manned,  and  commanded 
by  one  of  their  most  experienced  and  gallant 
captains  I  This  ship,  our  frigate,  "  the  Consti- 
tution," of  equal  force,  attacked,  vanquished, 
and  captured,  after  a  short,  though  one  of  the 
most  brilliant  actions  recorded  in  the  naval  his- 
tory of  any  country;  thereby  giving  certain 
presages  lOf  future  glory,  and  a  character  to  our 
rising  navy,  coeval  almost  with  its  existence, 
and|  setting  an  example  which  other  oflBcers 
and  crews,  equally  emulous  of  fame,  have  since 
imitated,  and  have  obtained  the  same  laurels, 
which  will  never  fade. 

Agreeably  to  the  act  for  the  better  govern- 
ment of  the  Navy  of  the  United  States,  the 
ship,  with  all  articles  on  board  her,  became  their 
.  prize ;  they  might  have  used  it  to  their  best 
advantage ;  they  might  have  brought  her  into 
port,  and  divided  the  whole  among  themselves ; 
but  apprehensive  that  from  the  crippled  state 
of  the  prize  she  might  again  fall  into  the  hands 
of  your  enemy ;  nay,  sir,  that  your  own  frfgate 
might  be  endangered  in  protecting  and  convoy- 
ing her,  they  with  that  liberality,  with  that 
fBjagnanimity  which  marks  the  character  of  thei 
sailor,  determined  to  destroy  her,  thereby  sac-* 
rificing  their  interest  for  your  good.  , 

And  here,  Mr;  Speaker,  let  me  adc  what  oth- 
er class  of  men  in  our  society  can  you  find  who 
would  have  actfed  thus  nobly?  I  fear,  sir,  we 
shall  search  for  them  in  vain.  I  am  sure,  sir, 
that  we  shall  not  find  them  among  those  who 
daily  tiolate  your  laws,  relieve  your  enemy  of 
his  surplus  manufactures,  or  supply  him  with 
your  provisions,  and  then  come  here  and  re- 
ceive indemnification,  remission  for  the  crimes 
which  they  have  comtnitted. 
■  And,  sir,  what  is  the  mighty  boon  which 
these  brave  and  indigent  tars  ask  from  you  ?  or 
rather  was  it  that  I,  in  the  name  of  justice,  de^ 
manded  for  them  ? — ^it  is  one-sixth  part  in  value 
of  that  property— of  their  property,  which 
they  have  sacrificed  for  yollr  good,  rather  than 
it  should  fall  into  the  hands  of  your  enemy. 
And  will  you  refuse  it  2  No,  vou  will  not,  you 
<jannot,  you  dare  not:  You  will  not,  because 
■every  consideration  of  Jjolioy,  and  the  best  in- 
terest of  our  country,  forbid  it;  you  cannot^ 
because  ^very  feeling  which  ennobles  the  hu- 


man heart,  and  I  think  I  know  yoiirs;  forbids 
it ;  you  dare  not,'beeouse  justice  forbids  it ;  and 
you  dare  not  doan  act  so  flagitious. 

Mr.  Speaker,  during  the  very  lengthy  discus 
slons  which  have  taken  place  in  this  session,  1 
have  remaiped  silent  iji  my  seat;  thi?  has, not 
arisen  from  a  supineness  of  disposition,  of  from 
an  inattentioji  to  the  puljlic  business,  or  the 
public  welfare,  but  in  the  hope,  that  when  gen- 
tlemen had  exbaustecj  all  their  eloquence,  they 
wonld  have  permitted  iis  to  prbgress,  and  to 
place  our  country  in  the  situation  dfemahdedliy 
the  crisis ;  and  I  should  have  indulged  that  dis- 
position which  I  have  to  be  silent,  had  not  an 
attempt  been  made  to  deprive  the  brave  and 
needy  tars  of  that  which  is  justly  due  to  the&; 
but  under  these  circumstances  I  could  not  re- 
strain my  feelings,,  and  have  to  regret  that  I 
cannot  give  to  them  that  utterance  which  the 
occasion  calls  for. 

[The  argument  against  this  bill  was,  that  -it 
wonld  be  setting  a  precedent  which  would  be 
considered  authoritative  in  future  cases ;  that 
it  was  giving  a  donation  for  an  act  of  duty  only, 
though.- gallantly  performed.  It  was  rewarding 
a  service,  which,  had  it  been  rendered  on  land, 
would  have  received  no  remuneration,  as  expe- 
rience had  proved  in  the  case  of  the  Tippecanoe 
expedition  ;  and  that  it  was  contrary  to  jnstioe 
to  confer  pecuniary  rewards  on  one  class  of  our 
citizens  in  exclusion  of  others.  In  favor  of  the 
bUl  it  was  stated  that  the  captured  vessel,  if  she 
had  been  brought  into  port,  wonld  have  pro- 
duced six  times  the  amount  now  proposed  to 
be  aUowed  to  her;  and  that  the  captors' oiight 
not  to  incur  a  total  loss  from  the  destruction'  of 
the  Vessel,  which  the  fear  erf  her  falling  into 
the  hands  of  the  enemy  had  rendered  necessai^ 
to  the  public  service.  It  was  urged,  that  if  any 
city  m  the  United  States  had  to  legislate  on  this 
subject,  five  times  as  much  would  hare  "been 
awarded  as  is  now  proposed.  All  the  gentle- 
men who  spoke,  offered  the  tribute  of  their  re- 
spect to  the  gallantry  and  conduct  of  the  offi- 
cers and  seamen  of  our  public  vessels.] 

The  question  on  the  passage  of  the  bill  was 
decided  in  the  negative — yeas  55,  nays  59. 

WEDTTEsiiAT,  February  3. 
Virginia  Military  Sounty  Limits. 

The  House  then  proceeded  to  consider  the  r|e- 
port  of  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  on  tiie  re- 
port of  the.  select  committee  touching  the  claims 
of  the  oflSoers  and  soldiers  of  the  Virginia  line 
of  the  Revolutionary  army  to  military  bounty 
lands. 

The  question  was  then  taken  to  concur  with 
the  Committee  of  the  whole  House  in  their  dis- 
agreement to  the  resolution  recomjnendisd.iiy 
the  select  committee,  which  is  as  fpllo ws : ; . 

Resolved,  That  provision  slionld  te  made  for  'se- 
curing to  the  oiBcers  and  soldiers  of  the  Revolntion- 
ary  ahny  of  Virginia,  on  State  establisllnient,!  in  the 
land  or  Sea  serrioe  of  tbe  said'  iState,  the'bonnty  lands 
■which  were  promised  to  them,  either  by  a  law;or 
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leaohitiioB  of  the  said  i  Commonwealth,  out  of  the 
^RDdp.iiot.jotherwise^ppropyiate^  and.  lying  on  the 
northwest  side  of  the  river  Ohio,.wifhm.  the  Virginia 
ee£sion,  to  be  of  good  quality,  according  to  the  true 
.intei;>t  and  meaning  of  the  promises  made  on  the  part 
of  "Virginia,  and  that,  if  a  sufficiency  of  good  land 
]  withi?  tlic  meaning  of  the  aforesaid  engagement 
cannot  there  be  foimd,  that  their  bounties '  shall  be 
satisfied  ont  of  any  other,  pnblic  land  of  the  United 
States,  not  heretofore  otherwise  appropriated : 

And  was  determined  in  tlie  afflrmative-^yeas 
66,  naj3  41. 


,  Frijjat,  reWpary  5, 

Encoweagement  to  Pv^Ue  and  to  Private  Armed 
•       Pimateerg.       <  ,. 

On  itiotioli  of  Mr.  MoKim, 
'  Besohed,  That  the  Cominittiee  on  Naval  Af- 
fairs be  instructed  to  inqnire  into  the  expe- 
diency of  relinquishing,  in  favor  of  the  officers 
and  crews  of  the  pnblic  armed  ships  of  the 
United  States,  a  greater  portion  of  the  value  of 
prizes  than  they  are  now  by  law  entitled  to; 
-aid,  also,  to  inquire  into  the  expedieney  of  pro- 
viding farther  encouragement  to  equipping  and 
employing  private  armed  vessels  of  war  against 
tbe  ships  and  commerce  of  the  enemy;  and 
that  the  committee  have  leave  to  report  by  bill, 
or  otherwise.  '  ' 


Wedkesdat,  jFebrnary  10. 
A  message  was  received  from  the  Senate  in- 
forming the  House  that,  owing  to  the  indisposi- 
tion of  Mr.  Gaillaed,  the  Senate  have  appoint- 
ed Mr.  Franklest  the  teller,  on  their  part,  at 
t"he  counting  of  the  votes  of  the  Electors  for 
President  and  Vice  President  of  the  United 
States. 

Counting  of  Electoral  Votes. 

The  hour  of  12  having  arrived,  the  Senate 
entered  the  Hall  of  Kepresentatives,  preceded 
by  their  President,  Secretary,  Sergeant-at-Arms, 
and  Doorkeeper,  and  proceeded  to  seats  pre- 
pared for  them — the  members  of  the  House 
having  risen  to  receive  them,  and  remaining 
standing  until  all  had  entered.  The  President 
of  the  Senate  took  a  seat  which  had  been  pre- 
pared for  him  at  the  Speaker's  right  hand,  and 
the  Secretary  of  the  Senate  was  placed  beside 
the  Clerk  of  the  House.  The  Tellers— Mr. 
FEA>'KtiN  of  the  Senate,  and  Messrs.  Macost 
and  Taximadge  of  the  House — ^were  seated  at 
a  table  in  front  of  the  Speaker's  chair. 

The  President  of  the  Senate  then  proceeded 
to  open  and  hand  to  the  Tellers  the  sealed  re- 
turns from  each  State,  which  were  severally 
read  aloud  by  one  of  the  Tellers,  and  noted 
down  agd,  announced  by  the  Secretaries  of  each 
House.  ,,,  _ 

The  votes  having  all  been  opened  and  read, 
the  following  result  was  announced  from  the 
Chair,  by  the  President  of  the  Senate,  viz : 


SlATEa. 


New  Hampshire 

Massachnsetts   tt 

Rhode.  Island 

Connecticut 

Vermont 

New  York 

New  Jersey 

Pennsylvania      '  ' 

Delaware 

Maryland 

Virginia 

North  Carolina 

South  Carolina 

Georgia 

Kentucky 

Tennessee 

Ohio 

Louisiana 

■  Total 


President. 

Vice 
President. 

1 

to 

i 

1-5 

1 

i 
* 

1 

-5 

_ 

8 

1 

7 

_ 

22 

2 

20 

_ 

4 

_" 

4 

_ 

9 

_ 

9 

8 

_ 

8 

- 

29 

- 

29 

_ 

8 

_ 

8 

25 

- 

25 

- 

_ 

4:. 

i    - 

4 

6 

5 

ft 

5 

25 

- 

25 

- 

15 

- 

15 

- 

11 

- 

11 

- 

8 

- 

8 

-. 

12 

- 

12 

- 

8 

- 

8 

■    - 

7 

- 

7 

- 

3 

■~ 

3 

- 

128 

89 

131 

86 

RECAPITULATION  OF  ELECTORAL  VOTES. 

For  President  of  the  United  States. 
James  Madisok,  of  Virginiia,         .  .    128 

Db  Vitt  OuNTOir,  of  New  York,  .      89 

217 

For  Vice  President  of  tJie  United  States 
Elbeidge  Geert,  of  Massachusetts,        .     131 
Jaeed  Ingebsoli.,  of  Pennsylvania,         .      86 

217 

The  President  of  the  Senate,  in  pursuance  of 
the  joint  resolutions  of  the  two  Houses,  then 
announced  the  state  of  the  votes  to  both  Houses 
of  Congress,  and  declared  "  That  James  Madi- 
son, of  tie  State  of  Virginia,  was  duly  elected 
President  of  the  United  States,  for  four  years, 
to  commence  on  the  fourth  day  of  March  next ; 
and  that  EtBErooE  Geebt  was  duly  elected 
Vice  President  of  the  United  States,  lor  the 
like  term  of  four  years,  to  commence  on  the 
said  fourth  day  of  March  next." 

The  two  Houses  then  separated,  and  the  Sen- 
ate returned  to  their  Chamber. 


Thuesdat,  February  11. 
A  message  from  the  Senate  informed  the 
House  that  the  Senate  have  appointed  a  com- 
mittee, on  their  part,  to  join  such  committee  as 
this  House  may  appoint  on  their  part,  to  wait 
upon  the  President  of  tJie  United  States,  and 
to  inform  him  of  his  re-election,  for  four  years, 
to  commence  on  the  fourth  day  of  March  next. 
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Additional  General  Offwen, 


[FEBjBDAnr,  1813. 


Regulation  of  Seamen, 

The  House  resumed  the  consideration  of  the 
bill  excluding  foreign  seamen  from  the  service 
of  the  United  States. 

Mr.  PiTKra'f)  motion  to  strite  out  the  first 
section  of  the  bill,  for  the  purpose  of  inserting 
a  proposed  amendment,  being  still  under  con- 
sideration, considerable  discussion  took  place 
on  it,  but  it  was  eventually  vt'ithdrawn  to  give 
way  to  the  following  motion. 

Mr-  RiDGBLT  moved  to  strike  out  of  the  first 
section  all  the  words  in  brackets,  as  follows : 

Sec.  1.  Be  it  enacted,  <tc.,  That  from  and  after  the 
termination,  by  a  treaty  of  peace,  of  the  war  in 
which  the  United  States  are  now  engaged  with  Great 
Britain,  it  shall  not  be  lawful  to  employ  aa  seamen, 
or  otherwise,  on  board  of  any  public  vessel  of  the 
United  States,  or  of  any  vessel  owned  by  citizens  of 
the  United  States,  or  sailing  nnder  their  flag,  any 
person  or  persons,  except  natural  born  citizens  of  the 
United  States,  or  citizens  of  the  United  States  at  the 
time  of  such  tieaty  being  made  and  concluded,  [or 
persons  who,  being  resident  within  the  United  States 
at  the  time  of  such  treaty,  and' having  prevloudy  de- 
clared, agreeably  to  existing  laws,  their  intention  to 
become  citizens  of  the  United- States,  shall  be  admit- 
ted as  such  within  five  years  thereafter  in  the  man- 
ner prescribed  by  law.] 

After  some  conversation,  the  motion  was  nega- 
tived by  yeas  and  nays — ^for  it  40,  against  it  80. 


Satfed AT,  February  13. 
Encouragement  for  Primteering — Bounty  for 
Prisoners. 
Mr.  Bassett,  from  the  Committee  on  the 
Naval  Establishment,  made  a  report  relative  to 
the  expediency  of  aflfbrding  greater  enisbnrage- 
ment  to  privateering.  The  report  is  as  fol- 
lows:— 

That,  in  relation  to  the  first  inquiry,  they  find 
that,  by  the  British  statutes  of  the  13th  and  27th  of 
George  the  Second,  the  whole  prize  of  each  and 
every  public  armed  vessel  is  given  to  the  officers  and 
crews  making  the' capture;  and  they  find  this  prin- 
ciple published  by  British  proclamation,  in  relation 
to  the  present  war  with  the  United  States.  The 
laws  of  the  United  States,  vol  3,  page  360,  direct 
that,  if  a  capture  be  made  by  an  American  public 
armed  vessel,  of  equal  or  superior  force,  the  captur- 
ing vessel  shall  have  the  whole;  in  all  other  cases  of 
capture,  one-half  is  distributed  to  the  oflBcers,  and  the 
other  half  is  paid  to  the  Commissioners  of  the  Navy 
Pension  Fund,  pledged,  first,  for  the  payment  of  pen- 
sions, and  the  surplus  to  be  disbursed  for  the  comfort 
and  benefit  of  seamen.  This  fund  for  Navy  pen- 
sions amounts  to  something  more  than  two  hundred 
thousand  dollars,  yielding  an  annual  interest  of  fifteen 
thousand  dollars;  and  the  amount  of  pensions  is  from 
seven  to  eight  thousand  dollars ;  leaving  a  yearly 
balance  of  seventeen  thousand  dollars  in  favor  of  the 
fupd,  and  this  without  the  addition  of  the  prizes 
made  this  war,  which  are  known  to  exceed  one  hun- 
dred thousand  dollars,  and  will  probably  amount  to 
two  hundred  thousand  dollars,  so  as  to  double  the 
fund ;  while  only  four  persons  have  been  added  to 
the  list  by  the  war,  to  receive  twenty-one  dollars, 
trom  the  above  it  appears,  that,  from  the   old  pen- 


sion list,  the  amount  of,  pensions  is  little   morjj  fiipji, 
three   per  centum  on  the  aQiount  of  prizes      Were 
five  per  cent,  from  the  future  prizes,  to  be  added  tOf: 
this  fund,  on   past   experience  it  would  promise  an. 
adequate  sum  for  the  payment  of  pensions.     Your 
committee,  however,  concluded   that  it  would  not  ^o  , 
to  i rely  conclusively  on  pMt  experience,  and,  on  th^ 
ground  of  certainty,  deemed  it  best  for  the  f!]ad,tq 
remain  as  established  for  anoiier  year,  when  more 
experience  would  give  more  confidence  to  the  decision.' 
As  this  report  is  intended  to  bring  the  subject,  under 
the  view  of  the  House,  with  the  hope  that  jt  will  not. 
be  lost  sight  of  at  the  next  session,  it  will  be  prQ{«r,. 
here  to  odd,  that,  with  soma  of  the  committee,  the 
idea  was   entertained   that  ten  per  cent,  should  b^  . 
withheld  from  distribution,  viz. :  five  per  cent,  for  the 
pension,  and  five   for  the   navy  hospital   fund ;  in 
which  not  only  the  imbecility  of  decrepitude,  but  the 
imbecility  of  infancy  should  always  find  an  asylum. 
On  the  other  branch  of  the  inquiry,  your  committee  , 
give  their  fullest  attestation  to  the  utihty  and  impor- 
tance of  privateers.     If,  at  other  times  and  in  other 
countries,  the  effect  of  individual  exertion  has  been  , 
disti-osted,  the  unexampled  gallantly  of  our  citizens, 
in  that  way,  since  the  declaration  of  war,  assures  us 
that,  with  Americans,  even  the   individual  arm  caa 
make  an  efficient  impression  on  the  foe.     The  mode, . 
however,  of  giving  encouragement,   they  found  not 
free  from  difficulty.     As  least  liable  to  objection,  they 
recommend  that  a  bounty  be  paid  for  every  prisoner 
brought  in ;  and,  that  this  proposition  may  be  regu- 
larly before  the  House,  they  report  a  hill, 

Mr.  Bassett,  from  the  Naval  Committee,  then 
reported  a  bill  allowing  a  bounty  tp  privateers. 
[Allowing  a  bounty  of  — —  dollars  for  each 
person  they  bring  in.]  Twice  read  and  com- 
mitted: 

Additional  General  Officers. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  "Williams,  the  House  re- 
solved itself  into  a  Committee  of  the  Whole  on 
the  bill  authorizing  the  appointment  of  addi- 
tional general  officers  in  the  Army  of  the  Unit- 
ed States. 

[The  bill  provides  for  the  appointment  of •- ' 

additional  Major  Generals,  and ■  Brigadier 

Generals.]  >     t  s 

The  following  letters  from  the  Secretary  of 
War  were  read : 

Adjotant  General's  Office, 

WAsmsGTOn,  December  23,  1812. 

Sir:  Before  I  reply  to  your  question,  "Tiow  many 
major  generals  and  brigadiers  are  necessary  for  an 
army  of  thirty-five  thousand  men  ?"  it  may  not  be 
amiss  to  state  what  is  believed  to  have  been  the  pro- 
portion of  officers  of  these  grades  in  the  Revolutiona- 
ry army,  and  what  is  understood  to  be  the  proportion, 
at  this  time,  in  European  armies.  ' 

In  the  first  army  of  the  Revolution,  raised  in  1775, 
we  had  a  cotnmander-in-chief,  four  major  generals, 
and  eight  brigadiers.  In  1776,  five  brigadiers  were 
promoted  to  the  rank  of  major  generals,  and  twentyr 
three  brigadiers  appointed.'  In  1777,  six  brigadiers 
were  promoted  to  the  rank  of  major  generals,  and 
three  major  generals  and  eighteen  brigadiers  ap- 
pointed. 

The  loss  of  papers  in  the  War  Office,  by  fire,  in 
1800,   renders  it  impossible  to  say,  with  precision^ 
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at  what  particular  periods  many  of  these  general  offi- 
cers left  the  service  ;  but  it  is  within  my  recollection 
that,  on  the  28th  of  June,  1778,  fourteen  m^te  gen- 
erals, and  sixteen  brigadiers,  were  actually  in  sen'ice 
of  the  United  States.  Yet,  by  refeiring  to  the  offi- 
cial letters  of  Cfeneral  Washington,  in  1778  and  1779, 
it  will  be  seen  that  a  further  increase  of  general  offi- 
cers was  often  and  warmly  recommended. 

The  main  army,  under  the  iinmediate  command  of 
General  Washington,  it  is  believed,  never  amounted 
to  thirty-five  thousand  men,  and  it  is  by  no  means 
certain  that  this  number  was  ever  in  service  at  one 
and  the  ssime  time,  in  the  whole  of  what  was  desig- 
nated "the  continental  army."  Yet,  at  no  period, 
between  tie  first  of  May,  1777,  and  the  close  of  the 
war,  had  we  less  than  thirty  general  officers  in  ser- 
vice. 

It  was  deemed  necessary,  in  tlie  Revolution,  and  it 
is  understood  to  be  the  general jpractioe  ia  Europe,  at 
this  time,  to  have  at  least  one  brigadier  general  for 
every  two  thousand  men,  and  one  major  general  for 
every  four  thousand. 

In  this  cotintry  we  hav.e  never  had  a  grade  between 
the  commander-in-chief  and  that  of  major  general ; 
h^ncc  it  was  found  necessary,  in  the  ''continental 
army,"  to  give  to  the  senior  major  general  the  com- 
mand of  the  right  wing,  and  'to  the  nest  in  rank, 
that  of  the  left,  which,  from  the  limited  number  of 
general  offices,  often  left  a  division  to  a'  brigadier,  a 
brigade  to  a  colonel,  and  a  regiment  to  a  subordinate 
field  officer ;  but,  in  Europe,  this  difficulty  is  obvia- 
ted by  the  appointment  of  general  officers  of  higher 
grades. 

Frotn  the  best  information  I  have  been  able  to  ob- 
tain on  this  subject,  I  have  no  hesitation  in  saying 
that  eight  major  generals,  and  sixteen  brigadiers,  to 
command  the  divisions  and  brigades  of  an  army  of 
thirty-five  thousand  men,  is  the  lowest  estimate 
which  the  uniform  practice  of  Trance,  Knssia,  and 
England,  will  warrant,'  and  that  this  is  much  below 
the:  proportion  of  officers  of  these  grades  actually  em- 
ployed in  the  army  of  the  Eevolution. 

As  yon  have  not  required  my  opinion  whether  it 
be  -necessary  to  have  a  higher  grade  than  that  of 
major  general,  I  have  not  deemed  it  proper  to  touch 
this  subject,  and  have  confined  myself  to  the  number 
ofmajor  generals  and  brigadiers  deemed  necessary 
to  command  the  divisions  and  brigades  of  an  army  of 
thirty-five  thousand  men.  It  may  not,  however,  be 
improper  to  remark  that,  if  it  is  intended  to  have  no 
higher  grade  than  that  of  major  general,  their  num- 
ber should  be  increased  1&  eleven ;  so  as  to  give  one 
for  the  chief  comnjaiid,  one  for  each  wing,  and  one 
for  each  division  of  four  thousand  men. 

1  am,  sir,  very  respectfully,  yours,  &a. 

T.  H.  GUSHING,  Adft  Gen. 

The  Hon.  Seceetabt  of  Wab. 


Wae  Departjient,  F^.  10,  1813. 

Sik':  In  reply  to  the  letter  you  did  me  the  honor 
to  write  to  me,  on  the  5th  instant,  by  direction  of 
the  Committee  on  Military  Affairs,  I  respeotfuHy  suh- 
mit^the  following  opinions  : 

1st.  That  an  increased  number  of  general  officers 
is  essential  to  the  public  service.  The  number  of 
regttnents  provided  for  by  law,  is,  two  of  light  dra- 
goons, three  of  heavy  artillery,  one  of  light  artiUeryj 
one  of  riflemen,  and  forty-five  of  infantiy,  making, 
together,  fifty-two  regiments.  .,.     -^     .• 


The  simplest  organization  is  ever  the  best.  Hence 
it  is,  that,  as  a  re^ment  consists  oC  two  battalions^  so 
a  brigade  should  consist  of  two  regiments,  and  a  di- 
vision of  two  brigades. 

Ibis  sphere  of  command  will  he  found  in  practice, 
sufficiently  large.  The  management  of  two  thousand 
rnen  in  the  field,  will  be  ample  duty  for  a  brigadier, 
and  the  direction  of  double  that  number  will  give 
full  occupation  to  a  major  general.  To  enlarge  the 
sphere  of  command  in  either  grade  would  not  Ije  a 
mean  of  best  promoting  the  puHic'good. 

Taking  these  ideas  as  the  basis  of  the  rule,  and 
taking  ibr  granted,  also,  that  our  rank^  are  filled, 
the  present  establishment  would  require  twenty-five 
brigadiers  and  twelve  major  generals.  But  the  latter 
admission  requires  qualification,  and,  under  existing 
circumstances,  it  may  be  sufficient  that  the  higher 
staff  should  consist  of  eight  major  generals,  and  six- 
teen brigadiers.  .  r  . 

The  general  argument,  on  this  head,  might  be  for- 
tified by  onr  own  practice  during  the  war  of  the  Eev- 
olution, and  by  that  of  European  nations  at  all  times> 
Believing,  however,  that  this  view  of  the  subject  has 
been  already  taken  by  the  adjutant  general,  in  a  late 
communication  to  yon,  I  forbear  to  do  more  than 
suggest  it. 

2.  The  recruiting  service  would  be  much  pro- 
moted, were  the  bounty  in  land  commutable  into 
money,  at  the  option  of  the  soldier,  and  at  the  end. 
of  his  service.  This  modification  woidd  be  addressed 
to  both  descriptions  of  men — those  who  would  prefer 
money,  and  such  as  would  prefer  land. 

I  need  hardly  remark  that  bounties,  at  the  close 
of  service,  have  many  advantages  over  those  given 
before  service  begins.  The  former  tie  men  down  to 
their  duty  ;  the  latter  furnish,  if  ngt  the  motive,  at' 
least  the  means  of  debauch  and  desertion. 

Another,  and  a  public  reason,  -for  the  preference, 
may  be  found  in  the  greater  convenience  with  which 
money  may  be  paid  at  the  end,  than  at  the  com- 
mencement of  a  war, 

I  have  the  honor  to  be,  with  great  respect,  &e. 
JOHN  AEMSTEONG. 

Hon,  D,  E.  Williams, 

Chairman  Com.  on  Military  Affairs. 

The  bill  authorizing  the  appointment  of  addi- 
tionar  general  ofiBcers  in  the  Army  of  the  "Unit- 
ed  States,  was  then  read  a  third  time,  and 
passed  by  yeas  and  nays :  for  the  bill  95,  against 
it  30. 


MoNDAT,  February  15. 
Suspensi&n  of  Non-Importation. 

Mr.   CheveSj  from  the  Oommittee  of  "Ways 
and  Means,  made  the  following  report : — 

The  Committee  of  Ways  and  Means  report :  That 
they  have  deemed  it  to  ha  their  duty,  that  the  public 
service  may  not  suffer  and  that  the  public  credit  may 
be  duly  supported,  to  look  beyond  the  ways  and  : 
means  of  the  'present  year,  and  to  take  into  con- 
sideration  the  revenue  which  may  Jie  wanted  for  the 
year  1814.  That  an  estimate  of  the  probable  amount 
of  the  revenue  which  will  accrue  under  existiiig  laws, 
and  be  receivable  within  that  year,  has  been  submit- 
ted to  Congress  in  the  Annual  Eeport  of  the  Secre- 
tary of  the  Treasuiy  made  daring  the  present  session. 
That,  comparing  the  amount  thereof  with  the  sums 
which  will  probably  be  required  by  a  prudent  regard 
to  the  public. «a:edit,  it  appears  to  the  committee  in- 
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dispBDsably  neoossaryito  mftke  a  fiirther  provision ; 
that  this  may  be  done  by  a  partial  suspension  of  tb? 
non-importation  acts,  which  will  not  greatly  l^^sen 
their  iryurious  eflfects  upon  the  enemy,  by  an  addi- 
tional duty  on  foreign  tonijage,  and  by  the  imposi- 
tion of  internal  taxes  and  duties :  That,'  in  their 
opinion,  all  these  means  will  be  necessary  to  supply 
the  revenue  which  will  be  wanted :  That  it  is  im- 
practicable, during  the  present  session,  consistently 
with  4  due  attention  to  the  othe*  busiiless  of  the  na 
tion,  to  enact  the  lawS  necessary  to  embrace  the  last- 
mentioned  object ;  but  that  this  may  be  done  withoiut 
difficulty  and  without  a  delay  which  will  be  injurious 
either  to  the  public  credit  or  .the  public  service,  by 
an  earlier  meeting  of  Congress  than  the  constitutional 
period,  which  it  will  be  the  duty  of  Congress,  or  the 
Executive  branch  of  the  iGovernmeut,  to  6x.  at  such 
time  as  shall  be  deemed  mpst  proper  and  expedient : 
That  it  is,  however,  necessary  that  the  suspension  of 
the  non-importation  acts  which  is  contemplated 
should  be  enacted  at  the  present  session  of  Congress  : 
and  for  this  purpose  and  tlie  imposition  of  additional 
duties  on  foreign  tonnage,  they  beg  leave  to  report  a 
bill.  They  also  report  herewith  a  correspondence 
between  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  and  this  com- 
mittee on  the  subject  of  this  report. 

Xietter  from  tht  CImirman  of  tlie  Committee  of  Ways 
and  Means  to  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury : 

CoMjoTTEE-EooM,  Feb,  3, 1813. 
SiE :  I  am  directed  by  the   Committee  of  Ways 
and  Means  to  req^iest  from  you  the  favor  of  a  reply 
to  the  following  questions  : 

'  1.  What,  in  your  opinion,  would  be  the  probable 
■  amount  of  revenue  applicable  to  the  service  of  the 
year  1814,  which  would  result  from  a  modification  or 
partial  repeal  of  the  non-importation  acts,  such  as  is 
suggested  in  your  letter,  of  the  10th  of  June,  1812, 
addressed  to  the  Committee  of  Ways  and  Means  ? 

2.  Is  the  modification  suggested  by  that  letter  the 
best  in  your  opinion  that  can  be  devised  to  obtain  a 
given  revenue,  with  the  least  J)Dssible'  diminution  of 
the  effects  of  the  non-importation  acts  ?  If  not,  be 
pleased  to  suggest  such  alteratiOilS  and  improvements 
as  occur  to  your  mind.     '' 

3.  Are  there,  in  your  opinion,  any  further  legal 
provisions  necessary,  or  will  any  be 'expedient,  jnore 
effectually  to  enforce  the  non-importation  acts,  or  to 
insure  the  more  effectual  collection  of  the  revenue  ? 

4.  Would  it,  in  your  opinion,  be  advisable  to  in- 
crease the  duty  on  foreign  tonnage  ?  If  it  woul5,  to 
what  amount?  and  what  would  be  ^be  probable 
addition  to  the  revenue  applicable  to  the  year  1814 
by  smch  increase  ?     I  am,  &c., 

LANGDON  CHEVES. 
Hon.  AiiBEBT  Gallatin,  &c. 

Answer  of  the  Seeretary. 
Tkeasuky  Department,  Feb.  9,  1813. 

Sir  :  I  have  the  honor  to  submit  the  following  an- 
swer to  the  questions  proposed  in  your  letter  o|  the 
3d  instant ;  ,  - 

1.  It  is  believed  from  the  reasons  stated  in  my  let- 
ter of  the  10th  June  last  to  the  Comhlittee'of'  Ways 
and  Means,  that  the  amount  of  revenue  applicable  to 
the  serVide'  of  the  year  1814,  which  would  reAtilt  from 
a  modification  of  the  non-importation,  acts  suggested 
in  the  said  letter,  may  be  estimated  at  abotit  five 
million  of  dollai'S,  provided  that  modification  takes 
place  during  the  present  session  of.  Congress. 


2.  No  better  modification,  for  tb^  purposes  tfierein 
intended,  l^as  suggested  itself  ,tban  that  proposed  in 
the  letter  aforefeaid.  But  it  would  seem  requisite,' for 
the  same  object,  that  no  drawlAck  Should  be  allowed 
on  the  re-exportation  of  the  merchandise  which  may 
be  thus  imported, 

8.  The  most  important  legal  provision  which  apr 
pears  necessary  to  enforce  the  non-importation  aaUr 
is  a  positive  prohibition  of  a  restoration  by  ordet  of ' 
court  of  merchandise,  the  Jmjortatiop  pt  which  )p 
prohibited  by  la;W,  It  is  also  Ijejieved  tbatit  w;il)^be 
nepes^aiy  to  ord^r.^aU  the  cargoes  of  salt,  particu-r 
larly  from  Lisbon,  tp  be  discharged  under  the  insjiec- 
tion  of  proper  oflicers ;  and  it  appears  reasonable 
that  the  expense  should  be  defrayed  by  the  importers. 

4.  It  appears,  in  every  point  of  vietf,  highly,'4e- 
sirable,  that  the  duly  on  foreign  tonnage  shouH-  be 
increased.  A  duty  of  ten  dollars  per  ton  does  not 
seem  greater  than  what  is  required  for  the  prot^btion 
of  American  vessels.  But  I  cannot  ibrm  any  tsot- 
rect  estimate  of  the  probable  addition  resulting  to 
the  revenue  from  such  increase.  Much  would  depend 
on  the  suppression  of  the  trade  carried  on  by  Ameri- 
can vessels  with  enemies'  licenses.  j\,,,  '■■ 

With  respect  to  the  necessity  of  providing ,  an  ad- 
ditional revenue  for  the  year  1814,  I  beg  leave  to 
refer  to  the  statements  made  and  opinions  ex^e^ed, 
when  I  had  the  honor  several  weeks  ago  to  wail  on 
the  Committee  of  Ways  and  Means.  And  I  b«g 
leave  to  add  that  this  necessity  has  been  considerably 
increased  by  the  subsequent  expenditures  authorized 
by  law ;  amongst  which  must  be  particularly  men- 
tioned the  aot  for  the  increase  of  the  navy,'and  that  for 
raising  twenty  thousand  men  fpr  one  year.  Indeed, 
considering  the  general  rate  of  expenditure  resulting 
from  the  war  measures  which  have  been  adopted,  I 
am  of  opinion  it  will  be  necessary  to  recur  both  to  a 
modification  or  repeal  of  the  non-importation  acts 
and  to  the  proposed  internal  taxes,  in  order  to  pro- 
vide a  revenue  commensurate  with  those  expenses. 
When  an  additional  revenue  of  five  millions  was  be- 
lieved sufficient,  that  opinion  was  predicated  on  the 
supposition  made  by  the  committee,  that  annual  loans 
of  only  ten  or  twelve  millions  of  doUars  would  be 
wanted.  With  a  revenue  of  twelve  millions  of  dol- 
lars for  this  year,  it  is  ascertained  that  a  loan  of  at 
least  sixteen  millions  is  necessaiy, 

I  have  the  honor  to  be,  &c., 

ALBERT  GAILATIN. 

Hon,  Langdon  Gheves;  Chairman,  ^-c. 

The  report  and  documents  were  read.     / 
Mr,  Cheves  then  introduced  the  bill  ahose 
mentioned,  which  was  read  the  first  time,  and 
ordered  to  be  read  a  second  time  by  a  vote  of 
44  to  36. 


Tdesbat,  February  16. 
Mr.  MiLNOE  presented  a  memorial  of  the 
Pennsylvania  Society  for  promoting  the  Aboli- 
tipn  of  Slavery,  oomplainii^g  ,that  American 
vessels,  navigated  by  Ainerican  citizens,  are  en- 
gaged in  the  African  slave  trade,  under  the 
flags  of  foreign  nations,  ^nd  praying  that  Con- 
gress will  take  this  subject  into  consideration, 
and  pass  such  laws  as  will  remedy  the  evil  of 
which  they  complain. — Referre'd  to  a  select 
committee ;  and  Mr.  Milnoh,  Mr.  Eobeetson, 
Mr.  Gbosvenob,  Mr.  Wheatpst,  and  Mr.  Eable, 
were  appointed  the, committee. 
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"Naiv/t;gl,izUiiqn  Laws. 

On  motioQ  .of  Mr.  Laoook,  the  House  re- 
solved itself  imtp  a;  Committee  ofj  the  Whole, 
pnthe  hill  to  .amend  the  naturalization  laws 
of  the  United  States;  which,  having  been 
amended  in  committee,  was  reported  to  the 
•House.  ■'-'-'; 

Mr.  Laoook  moved  to  amend  the  bill  by  ex- 
tending the  naturalizatioti  of  aliens  to  aU  those 
"who  have  heretofore  or'  may  within  nine 
iMonths  hereafter,  declare  their  intention  agree- 
ably to  law  to  become  citizens  of  the  United 
States,"  and^pclai'ing  that  they  may  be  adniit- 
ted  as  such.  M    ,     , 

This  motion  was  negatived.— -For  the  amend- 
ment.4r5,  .against  it  48>..  ,, 

On  the:  question  pf  concurrence  with  the 
committee  in  striking  out  the  second  section  of 
the  bill,  which  deprives  pf  his  right  to  the 
privileges  of  citizenship  any  citizen  wio  shall 
depart  from  and  remain  without  the  limits  of 
the  United  States'for  a  term  of  two  years— the 
yeas  and  nays  were,  for  striking  out  the  section 
71,  against  it  48.' ' 

The  bill  haying  been  thus  amended,  was  or- 
dered to  be  engrossed  fora  third  reading. 


WKDNiisDAT,  February  17., 
The    engrossed  bill  supplementary  to    the 

several  alcts  on  the  subject  of  a  uniform'  rule 

of  riatUralizati-on,  was  read  a  third  time. 
M!r.  Bacon  opposed  its  passage  on  the  ground 

oi  the  impolicy  of  ehcoui-aging  the  emigration 

of  alien.enfimies  during  the   existence  of  war ; 

and  concluded;a,  shprtspeech  against  the  bill  by 

moving  its  commitment  to  a  Committee  of  the 

Whole. 
.Mr.   GEtJKDT  supported  the  motion  on -the 

ground  of  defects  in  the  detail  of  the  bill, 

which  he  wished  to  amend. 

The  motion  for  recommitment  was  carried 

by  a  large  majority,  and  the  billmade  the  order 

of  tlie  (£iy  for  Mo:nday. 

War  Taxes. 

Mr.  Little  introduced  the  following  resolu- 
tion, with  some  remarks  in  favor  of  the  policy 
of  the  non-importation  act,  to  which  he  avowed 
himself  to  be  very  friendly,  and  to  the  suspen- 
sion of  which  he  was  opposed :  i     J 

"Resolved,  That  tie  Comraittee  of  Ways  and 
Meaps  be,  arid  hereby  are,  instrticted'to  report  to  this^ 
House  a  bill  or  bills  laying  taxes  for  the  Support  of 
tteWar." 

The  question  of  considering  of  this  resolution 
was  decided  in  the  affirmative,  by  yeas  and 
nays — ^for  consideration  66,  against  it  38.      ' 

The  resolution  being  thus  presented'  to  the 
House  for  its  adoption — 

A  desultory  debate  of  two  hours  took  place 
on  it,  in  the  coai-se  of  which  a  motion  was 
inadeby  Mt.'GeOTBT  to  lay  the  resolution  on 
the'table,  and  negatived— 60  to  45. 

The  following  was  the  course  of  the  debate, 


which  was  of  too  irregular  a  natm-e  to  be  re- 
ported entire : 

Mr.  Geitndt  opposed  the  motion,  because  it 
had  already  been  declared  impracticable,  by  thfe 
Committee  of  Ways  and  Means,  to  act  properly 
on  the  subject  at  the  present  session. 

Mr.  Little  supported  it,  on  the  ground  of 
his  opposition  to  a  suspension  of  the,  non-im- 
portation act,  .a,  measure-  which  he  reprobated 
as  injurious  to  the  manufactui:es  of  our  country, 
and  weakening  our  measures  against  Great 
Britain,  of  wmoh  he  considered  the  non-im- 
portation act  to  be  as  powerful  as  any. 

Mr.  Stow  advocated  the  motion,  because  ire 
wished  the  House  to  redeem  the  pledge  given 
at  the  last  session,  that  taxes  would  be  laid  at 
this,  and  to  observe  something  like  consistency 
in  theirprpceedings. 

Mr.  Weight  was  alsp  warmly  in  favor  of  the 
measure,  andjather  iniput^d  blame  to  the  Com- 
mittee of  Ways  and  Means  for  not  haying  be- 
fore ,aote4  on  this  subject,  withput  waiting  for 
instructions  from  the  Hpuse. 

Mr.  Bibb  replied  to  the  remarks  which  had 
been  made  in  favor  of  the  resolution.  At  the 
last  session  it  was  presumed  that  it  would^  be 
necessary  to  lay  taxes  at  this  session ;  but  the 
revenue  accruing  in  the  intermediate  time  had 
swelled  so  far  beyond  its  anticipated  amount  as 
to  render  it  unnecessary  to  levy  taxes  for  the 
service  of  the  ensuing  year. 

Mr.  Weight  again  spoke  in  favor  pf  the  motion. 

Mr.  Eiohaedsou  was  decidedly  in  favor  of  a 
repeal  or  modification  of  the  npn-impprtatipn 
act,  thpugh  he  believed  both  that  measure  and 
the  imposition  of  taxes  would  be  necessary  to 
supply  tho  revenue.  - 

Mr.  McKiM  was  in  favor  Of  the  motion,  be- 
cause he  was  ppposed  to  the  suspension  or 
weakening  of  the  non-importation  act. 

Mr.  Cheves  spoke  at  length  in  defence  of  the 
Committee  of  Ways  and  Means,  and,  in  demon- 
stration of  the  impracticability  of  acting  on  the 
subject  properly  at  the  present  session.  Sitting 
day  and  night,  and  passing  by  all  other  busi- 
ness, a  proper  system  of  taxation  could  not  be 
digested-  and  put  into  the  form  of  law  before 
the  end  of  the  session.  Twd  only  out  of  four- 
teen of  the  bills  it  Vould  be  necessary  to  pass 
to  carry  the  system  proposed  at  the  last  session 
into  .effeot,  .would  require. the  whole 'of  the 
present  session  to  perfect  them.  The  passage 
of  a  system  of  taxation,  besides,  would  not  ob- 
viate the  necessity  of  the  passage  of  the  law 
suspending  parti&lly  the  non-impoi-tation  act. 
It  would  require  both.  The  taxes,  he  agi;eed, 
must  be  laid,  but  could  not  at  the  present  session. 

Mr.' Weight  replied.'    ■ 

Mr.  Stow  again  spoke.  He  would,  if.aUthe 
tax  bills  could  not  ,be  passed,  .at  lBf|st  pgs^  one, 
and  br^k  the  .charm  which  seemed,  tQ  with- 
hold the  House  from  touching  the  subject! 
.  Mr.-AEOHBE  moved  to  strike,  out  the  whole 
of  the  resolution,  for  the  purpose  of  i  inserting 
an  instruction  to  the  Oomrnittee  of  Ways  and 
Means  to  report  a  bill  or  bills,  pursuant  to  the 
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[FAsiSdaev,  1818: 


report  of  the  Comrnittee  of  Ways  and  Means  on 
this  subject,  which  passed  the  House  on  the  4th 
day  of  March,  1812. 

■^  This  modification  of  the  motion  was  aecgpted 
by  Mr.  LiTTLB. 

Mr.  Cheves  then  withdrew  his  objection  to 
the  motion,  as  it  contained  a  definite  instruc- 
tion, and  he  felt  a  delicacy  as  a  member  of  the 
Committee  of  Ways  and  Means  in  opposing  it, 
though  he  was  convinced  it  would  be  imprac- 
ticable to  pass  the  bills  at  the  present  session. 

Mr.  EoBEETs  opposed  the  motion,  and  ex- 
pressed his  regret  that  the  discussion,  which 
was  fixed  for  to-morrow,  should  be  forestalled 
by  this  resolution. 

Mr.  JoHirsoif  warmly  apposed  the  motion,  as 
going  to  cast  censure  on  a  committee  which  had 
labored  day  and  night  in  its  vocation,  and  re- 
quiring them  to  originate  measures  which  they 
had  already  declared  it  impracticable  to  act  on 
at  the  present  session,  &c. 

Mr.  WiDGEET  also  spoke  against  the  motion, 
decidedly. 

The  question  on  the  adoption  of  the  resolu- 
tion as  modified  by  Mr.  Aechee,  was  decided 
in  the  negative — yeas  47,  nays  69. 

,  THtrnsDAT,  February  18. 
Encouragement  to  Privateering, 

On  motion  of  Mr.  Little,  the  House  resolved 
itself  into  a  Committee  of  the  Whole,  on  the 
bin  remitting  the  claim  of  the  United  States  to 
certain  goods,  wares,  &c.,  captured  by  the  pri- 
vate armed  Vessels  of  the  United  States. 

Mr.  MoKiM,  under  the  belief  that  the  bill  as 
it  now  stands  does  not  place  privateers  on  a 
better  footing  than  before,  and  does  not  answer 
the  object  intended  by  the  resolution  which  pro- 
duced it,  proposed  the  following  substitute  by 
way  of  amendment: 

I'  That  all  right  and  claim  of  the  United  States  to 
British  prpperty,  which  may  have  been  captured  by 
American  privateers,  arising,  from  forfeiture  under 
any  provision  of  the  act  entitled  'An  act  to  prohibit 
commercial  intercourse  between  the.United  States  and 
Great  Britain  and  France  and  their  dependencies, 
and  for  other  purposes,' and  an  act  entitled  'An  act 
concerning  the  commercial  intercourse  between  Great 
Britain  and  France  and  their  dependencies,  and  for 
other  purposes,'  and  an  act  supplementary  to  the  last 
mentioned  act,  be,  and  the  same  is  hereby  relinquish- 
ed for  the  benefit  of  the  owners,  oflScers,  and  crews  of 
the  privateers  respectively  that  may  have  captured 
the  same." 

This  amendmeiit  produced  some  discussion,  in 
which  Messrs.  MoKim  and  WaiGirr  advocated 
the  motion,  and  Messrs.  Robeets  and  Fisk  op- 
posed it ;  when  the  question  was  taken  andiost, 
without  a  divisioti';.      ■ 

Mr.  EoBEETS  moved  to  amend  the  bill,  so  as 
to  mclude  captures  made  of  goods  which  were 
shipped  anterior  to, as  well  as  since  the  declara- 
tion of  war  was  known  in  England.  This 
amendment  was  adopted,  46  to,  32. 

The  committee  then  rose,  i-grtorted  the  bill  to 
the  House,  as  amended ;  the  amendments  were 


concurred  in,  and  the  bill  ordel'id  to  be  engross- 
ed and  read  a  third  time  td-taorWw, '47  to  39, 

FjapAT,  February  19. 
Another  member,  to  wit,  from  New  HlampS- 
shire,  Gkoege  SutLivAW,  appciared,  and  took 
his  seat. 

Encouragement  <ifPrivaie  Armed  Privateering. 

The  engrossed  bill  to  release  the  Claims  of  tJie 
United  States  on  certain  goods,  wares,  and  mer- 
chandise, captured  by  private  armed  Vessels, 
was  read  a  third  time,  and  debated.  ' 

The  bin  was  passed  by  the  Vote,  by  yeas  and 
nays — ^forthe  bill  52,  agaihst  it  38  : 


Capture  of  the  Jata. 
The  following  Message  was  received  from  the 

PeESIDBNT  of  THE  United  States  : 
To  ihe  Senate  and  House  of 

Repreaentaiivet  of  the    Umted  States  : 

I  lay  before  Congress  a  letter,  with  accompanying 
documents,  from  Captain' Bambridge,  now  command- 
ing the  United  States  frigate  "the  Constitution,''  re-, 
portmg  his  capture  and  d'estructiOn  of  the  British 
frigate  "the  Java."  The  eii'cnmstances  and  the 
issue  of  this  combat  afford  another  example  of  the 
professional  skill  and  hel-oic  spirit  which  prevaQ  in 
our  naval  service.  The  signal  display  of  both  by 
Captam  Bairibridge,  his  oiBcers,  and  crew,  command 
the  highest  praise.  i-    <  ^   . 

This  being  a  second  instance  in  which  the  condi- 
tion of  the  captured  ship,  by  rendering  it  impossible 
to  get  her  into  port,  has  barred  acontemplated  reward 
of  successful  valor,  I  recommend  to  the  consideration 
of  Congress  the  equity  and  propriety  of  a  general 
provision,  allowing,, in  such  cases,  both  past  ajid 
future,  a  fair  proportion  of  the  value  which  would 
accrue  to  the  captors  on  the  safe  arrival  and  sale  of 
the  prize. 

Feb.  22, 1813.  JAMES  MADISON.  ' 

U.  S.  FkIGATE   CoifSTITDTION, 

St.  Salvador,  January  3d,  1813.  ! 
Sir:  I  have  the  honor  to  inform  you  that,  on  the 
29th  ultimo,  at  2  P.  M.,  in  south  latitude  13P  6',  and- 
west  longitude  38°,  aboiit  ten  leagues  distant  fiom 
the  coast  of  Brazil,  I  fell  jn  with,  and  captured.  His 
Britannic  Majesty^s  frigate  Java,  of  49  guns,  apd  up- 
wards of  four  hundred  men,  commanded  by  Captain 
Lambert,  a  very  distinguished  officer.  The  action 
lasted  one  hour  and  fifty-fiVe  minutes,  in  which  time 
the  enemy  was  completely  dismasted,  not  havirnr  a, 
spar  of  any  kind  standing.  The  loss  on  board  the 
Constitution  was  nine  killed  and  twenty-five  wound- 
ed, as  per  enclosed  list.  The  enemy  had  si&ty.  killed  < 
and  one  hundred  and  one  wounded,  certainly  ;  (aulong 
the  latter,  Captain  Lambert^  mortally  ;)  but  by  the 
ienclosed  letter,  written  on  board  this  ship,  by  one  tif 
the  officers  of  the  Java,  and  accidentally  found,;it  is 
evident  that,  tlie  ejiemy's  wounded  must  have  been 
much  greater  than  as  above  stated,  and  who  'must 
have  died  of  their  wounds  previously  to  their  being 
removed.  The  letter  states  sixty  killed  and  one 
hundred  and  seventy  wounded. 
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iJPor.  farther  d<etailg  of  the  aotjon,  I  beg  leave  to 
refer  you  to  th^  enclo^.^  extracts  from  my  journal, . 
The  Java  had,  in  addition  to  her  own  crew,  upwards 
of  one  hundred  aupemumerary  oi!icer^  and  seamen, 
to  join  the  British  ships  of  -war  in  li^  East  Indies; 
also.  Lieutenant  General  Hislopj  appointed  to  the 
(sSmmand  of  Bombay,,  Major :  Walkeij  and  Captain 
Wood,  of  his  staff,  and  Captain  Marshall,  master  and 
commander  in  the  British  navy,  going  to  the  East 
Indies  to  talce  command  ef  a  sloop  of 'war  tbere.  -  - 
;  Should  I  attempt  -tq  dp  justice,  by  representat&n, 
to- the  great  ai^d  good  conduct  of  aB  my  officers  and 
crew,  dl9'''''g  ^^  action,  I  sbotdd  fail  in  the  attempt ; 
therefore,  suffice  it  to  say,  that  the  whole  '  of  their 
(^iidapt  waa^ohas  to  merit  my  highest  encomiams. 
rbeg  leave  to  recommend  the  officers  particularly  to 
the  notice  of  Government,'  and  also  me  unfortunate 
seamen  who  were  wounded^  a^d  the  families  of  those 
brave  men  who  fell  in  the  action. 

The  great  distance  from  our  own  coast,  and  the 
perfect  wreck  we  made  of  the  enemy's  frigate,  forbade 
eve.ry  idea  of  attempting  to  take  her  "to  the  United 
States.  I  had,  therefore,  no  alternative  but  burning, 
her,  which  I  did  on  the  31st  ultimo,  after  receiving 
all  the  prisoners  and  their  baggage,  which  was  very 
tedious  worfc,  only  having  one  boat  left  out  of  eight, 
and  not  one  boat  left  on  board  the  Java. 

On  blowing  up  the  frigate  Java,  I  proceeded  to 
this  place,  where  I  have  lauded  all  the  prisoners,  on 
their  parole,  to  return  to  England,  .and  there  remain 
until  regularly  ^exchOinged,  and  not  to  serve  in  their 
profembnal  capacities,  in  any  place,  or  in  any  maimer 
whatever,  against  the  United  States  of  America,  until 
said  exchange  is  effected.  I  have  the  honor  to  be,  &c. 
AVILLIAM  BAINBEIDGE. 

Hon.  Taot.  Hamiltos,  Seeretary  Naiy. 


TtTESDAT,   Febrnary  23. 
The  Mrigate  Constitution. 

The  House  resolved  itselfinto  a  Committee  pf 
the  Whole  on  the  Jsill,  reported  by  the  Na,ya[ 
Committee  this  morning,  to  compensate-  the 
officers  and  crew  of  the  IJnited  States  fr^ate 
Constitution  for  tJie  destruction  of  the  British 
frigates  Gnerriere  and  Java.  [This  biU  provides 
that  tH— dollars  shall  be  paid  out  of  the 
Treasiiry  to  Captain  Hull  and  the  officers  and 
crews  of  the  Constitution  frigate,  and  a  like 
sum  to  Captain  Bainbridge  and  his  crew,  for 
their  two  gallant  achievements  ;  and  appropri-, 
ates  a  sum  of dollars  therefor.]    ,    _ 

Mr.  Bassett  moved  to  fill  the  first  blank  with 
fifty  thousand  dollars. 

After  some  conversation  between  Messrs. 
Bassett,  Ely,  Stow,  and  Milkoe,  on  the  pro^ 
priety  of  making  a  general  instead  of  a, special 
provision  on.  this  head,  as  recommended  by  the 
President,  the  questioni  on  filling  the.  first 
blank  with  fifty  thousand  dollars  was  carried  in 
the  affirmative,  aryes  60. 

The  second  blank  was  then  filled  with,  one 
hundred  thousand  doUars. .  ' 

The  committee  rOse  and  repiorted  the  bill; 
tcni  the  amendments  w:ere  couourred  iia. 

The  bm  was  then  ordered  to  be  engrossed, 
and  read  a  third  tune. 


1,         Wednesdat,  February  24. 
•  ji  The  Frigate  Constitution. 

The  bill  making  compensa;tion  to  the  officers 
and  crew  of  the  frigate  Constitution  .for  the  de- 
struction of  the  British  frigates  Guerriere  and 
Java,  was  read  a  thiM  time  and  passed,  by  yeas 
and  najs.     For  the  bill  61,  against  the  biU  39. 

Order  in  Ooundl. 

The  following  Message  was  received  from  the 
Peesidbnt  of  jhe  United  States: 
To  the  Senate  cmd  House  of 

Representatives  of  the  United  States  : 

I  lay  before  Congress  'oopies  of  .a  proclamation  of 
the  British  Lieutenant  Governor  of  the  island  of 
Bermuda,  which  has  appeared  under  circumstances 
leaving  no  doubt  of 'its  atithenticity.  It  recites  a 
British  Order  hi  Council  of  tber26th  of  October  last, 
providing  for  the  supply  of  the  British  West  Indies 
and  other  colonial  possessions,  by  a  trade  under 
special  licenses ;  and  is  accompanied  by  a  circular 
instruction  to  the  Colonial  Governors,  which  confines 
licensed  importations  from  ports  of  the  United  States, 
to  the  ports  of  the  Eastern  States  exe)nsively. 

The  Government  of  Great  Britain  had  already 
introduced  into  commerce  during  war,  a  system, 
which,  at  once  violating  the  lights  of  other  nations, 
and  resting  on  a  mass  of  forgery  and  perjury  un- 
known to  other  times,  was  making  an  unfortunate 
progress  in  undermining  those  principles  of  morality 
and  religion:  which  are  the  best  foundation  of  national 
happiness.  ' 

'.The  policy  nowproclaimed  to  the  world,  introduces 
into  her  modes  of  warfare  a  system,  equally  distin- 
guished.by  the"  deformity  of  .its  features,  and  the  de-. 
pravity  of  its  character;  having  fo.r  its;  object  to 
dissolve  the  ties  of  allegiance  and  the  sentiments  of 
loyalty  in  the  adversary  nation,  and  to  j  seduce,  and  ■ 
separate"  its  component  parts,  th^  one  from  the  other.. 

The  general  tendency. of  these  demoralizing  and 
disorganizing  contrivances,  will;  be  reprobated  by  the 
civilized  and  Christian  world ;  and  the  insulting  at-' 
tempt  on  the  virtue,  the  honor,  the  patriotism,  and 
the  fidelity  of  our  brethren  of  the  Eastern  States,- 
will  not  fail  to  call  forth  all  their  indignation  and  re-, 
sentment,  and  to  attach  more  and  more  all  the  States 
to  that  happy  Union  and  Constitution^  'against  v/hieh 
such  insidious  and  malignant  artifices  are  directed. 

The  better  to  guard,  nevertheless,  against  the  effect 
of  individual  cupidity  and  treachery,  and  to  turn  the 
corrupt  projects  of  the  enemyagainst  himself,  I  re- 
commend  to  the  consideration  of  Congress  the  expe- 
diency of  an  effectual  prohibition  of  any  trade  what- 
ever, by  citizens  or  inhabitants  bf  the  United  States, 
under  special  licenses,  whether  relating  to  persons  or 
ports ;  and,  in  aid  thereof,  a  prohibition  of  all  cxpor- 
tations  from  the  United  States  in  foreign  bottoms — 
few  of  which  are  actually  employed — ^whilst  multi- 
plying counterfeits  of  their  flags  and  papers  are 
covering  and  encouraging  the  navigation  of  the 
enemyj  . 

JAMES  MADISON. 

Februabt  34,  1813. 

The  Message  and  accompanying  documents  - 
were  referred  to  the  Committee  on  Foreign  Ke- 
lations.   -. 

Exira Session.  .     ,,     , 
The  House  went  into  Comtnittee  of  the  "Whole 
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on  the  bill  to  altei"  tl;e  time  of  the  next  meeting 
of  Congress — a  motion  being  under  considera- 
tion to  fix  on  the  fourth  Monday  in  Octobef. 

Mr.  Gkunby  Bpoke  in  reply  to  some  observa- 
tions of  Mr.  JonNsoif  (on  yesterday)  in  favor  of 
that  day.     Mr.  G.  was  decidedly  in  favor  of 
meeting  in  May ;  he  believed  it  necessary  to  the 
support  of  public  credit  that  the  House  should 
meet  in  May.    Had  not  the  Comnrtttee  of  Ways 
and  Means  first  taught  him  that  an  early  session 
was  necessary  with  that  viey*',  if  revenue  should 
not,  as  it  would  not,  be  provided  at  this  session, 
he  should  not  have  been  found  advocating  an 
extra  session.    The  House  had  been  told  by  their 
financial  committee,  that  it  was  indispensably 
necessary  forthwith  to  provide  a  revenue ;  and 
that  a  paper  system,  without  a  foundation  of 
permanent  revenue,  would  involve  the  nation 
in  disgrace  or  irretrievable  ruin.    Mr.  G.  quoted 
various  reports  of  the  Committee  of  Ways  and 
Means  to  sho*  that  they  had  mAde  such  state- 
ments.    Witb  these  facts  staring  him  in  the  faee, 
how  could  he  do  otherwise  than  tirge  an  early 
session?    If  it  was  indispensably  necessary  a 
day  or  two  ago  to  provide  a  revenne,  what  had 
since  ooouri'ed  obviating  that  fieoessity  ?    Noth- 
ing.     War  bad  been  declared,  and  it  was  the 
duty  of  those  who  declared  it  to  provide  the 
ways  and  means  of  carrying  it  on.    Mr.  G.  pro- 
tested against  the  idea  which  had  been  advanced 
of   giving  enormous  interest  for    loans,   and 
against  accumulating  a  large  debt,  almost  with- 
out the  knowledge  of  the  people  on  whom  it 
would  be  saddled,  and  expressed  his  determina- 
tion, as  far  as  lay  in  his  power,  to  go  on  and 
provide  the  ways  and  means. 


roditns  'Champion,  Martfn  Chlttftriden,  Ja;rnes  Enlfltt' 
Asa  Fitch,  Thotnas  P.  Grosvenor,  Lyman  Law,  {J^s. 
Lewis,  jr.,  Jonathan  0.  Moeely,  Elisha  R.  Pott*r, 
JoSiah  Qaincy,  William  Reed,  WilHam  RoHman, 
Daniel  SheiFey,  Richard  Stanford,  and  Leomu-d 
White.* 


Satubdat,  February  27. 
Power  of  Retaliation. 

The  bill  giving  to  the  President  of  the  United 
States  the  power  of  retaliation  in  certain  cases 
therein  mentioned,  was  read  a  third  time. 

A  motion  was  made  by  Mr.  QutNot  to  ad- 
journ— ^lost,  56  to  16. 

The  bill  was  then  passed  by  the  foUoWmg 
vote : 

Yeas. — Willis  Alston,  jt,  William  Anderson,  Ste- 
venson Archer,  David  Bard,  William  Barnett,  Bur- 
well  Bassett,  WiUiam  W.  Bibb,  William  Blackledge, 
William  Butler,  John  C.  Calhoun,  Francis  Carr, 
Langdon  Cheves,  James  Cochran,  John  Clopton, 
Richard  Cutts,  John  Dawson,  Joseph  Desha^  Samuel 
Dinsmoor,  Elias  Earle,  Meshack  Franklin,  Thomas 
Gholaon,  Peterson  Goodwynj  Isaiah  L.  Green,  Felix 
Grundy,  Boiling  Hally  Obcd  Hall,  John  A.  Harper, 
John  M.  Hyneman,  Richard  M.,  Johnson,  William 
Kennedy,  WilUam  K.  King,  Peter  Little,  William 
Lowndes,  Thomas  Moor,  William  McCoy,  Samuel  L. 
Mitchill,  j;ames  Morgan,  Jeremiah  Morrow,  Hugh 
Nelson,  Thomas  Newton,  Stephen  Ormsby,  Israel 
Pickens,  William  Piper,  James  Pleasants,  jr.,  John 
Rhea,  John  Roane,  Jonathan  Roberts,  Thomas  B. 
,  Robertson,  Adam  Seybert,  Samuel  Shaw,  George 
'Smith,  John  Taliaferro,  Charles  Turner,  jr.,  Robert 
Whitehill,  David  R.  Williams,  and  Robert  Wright. 
Nays.— Abijah  Bigelow,  Elijah  Brigham,  Epaph- 


MoNDAT,  March  1. 

foreign  Lieenges.  ' 

An  engrossed  bill  to  prohibit  the  use  <rf  li- 
censes or  passes,  issued  under, the  authority  <jf 
any  foreign  ,  Government,  was  read  the :  thifd 
time.  '      ,  ''  '". 

And  on  the  (^tiestion,  "  Shall  this  bill  paSs  {  " 
it  passed  in  the  affirmative — -yeas  59,  nays  32. 

Belations  with  JPranee.  m 

Mr.  GoiDsBOEOtioH,  after  observing  on  1^e 
propriety  of  the  House  having 'all  the  infornia- 
tion  on  foreign  affairs  which  was  accessi'Bl'e ; 
and  remarking,  also,  that  they  were  mudh'  in 
the  dark  in,  respect  to  our  relations  li'ith 
•France,  moved  the  following  resolution : 

Resolved,  That  the  President  of  the  United  States 
be  requested  to  cause  to  be  laid  before  this  House  the 
French  decree,  jrarporting  to  be  a  repeal  of  the 
Berlin  decrees,  referred  to  in  his  Message  of  the  4th 
of  November  last ;  together  with  eneh  information 
as  he  may  possess  concerning  the  time  and  manner  of 
promulgating^  the  same ;  and,  also,  any  correspond- 
ence or  information  touching  the  relations  of  tke 
United  States  with  France,  in  the  office  of  the  De- 
partment of  State,  not  heretofore  communicated, 
which,  in  the  opinion  of  the  President,  it  U  not 
incompatible  with  the  public  interest  to  communi- 
cate. 

And  on  the  question  to  agree  to  the  same,  it 
passed  in  the  affirmative — ^yea9,102,  nays  4, 

Mr.  GoLDSBOEOtTGH  and  Mr.  Kenkedy  were 
appointed  a  committee  to  present  the  said  reeo- 
Imtion  to  the  President. 

,  On  motion,  the  House  adjourned. 


TtTEBDAY,  March  2. 
Jfon-Meportations  in  Foreign  Bottoms. 
The  House  again  resolved  itself  into  a  Oom- 


*  The  following  is  the  act  ^a,  passed : . 

Se  it  enacted,  icfec,  That  in  all,  and  evMy  case,  whereip, 
during  the  present  war  between  the  tTntted  States  of  Amer- 
ica and  the  United  Eingdomof  Great  Britain  and  Ireland, 
anyviolations  of  the  laws  and  usages  of  war  amoag  ciTilized 
nations,  shall  be  or  have  been  done  and  perpetrated  by^hose 
anting  under  authority  of  the  Eritlsh  Goreinmen't^  oh'  ai^ 
of  the  citizens  of  the  United  Stages,  or  persons  in  ,ihe  land 
or  naval  services  of  the  United  State?,  the  President  of  the 
United  States  is  hereby  authorized  to  cause  Wll  and  atn^fe 
retaliation  to  be  made,  according  to  the  laws  and,^nsaee8  (^ 
war  among  civilized  nations,.for  all  and  every  such  viwatlon 
as  aforesaid.  '  ■•  ■   .:it~ 

Sbo.  2.  And  ie  it  further  enitcted.  That,  in  all  cases 
wh^re  ftny  outrage  or  act  of  cruelty  or  barbarity  shall  be  or 
has  been  practised  by  any  Indian  or  Indians,  in  alliance  witti 
the  British  Government,  or  in  connection  with  those  acting 
under  the  aut  hority  of  the  said  iGovornment,  on  citizens  of 
tte  United  States  or  those  under  its  pAiteotion,  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  United  States  is'  hereby  authorized  to  cause  full 
and  ample  retaliation  to  be  done  and  executed  on  such 
British  subjects,  soldiers,  seamen,,  or  marines,  or  Indians, 
in  alliance  or  connection  with  Great  Britain, being  prisbners 
of  war,  as  if  the  same  outrage  or  act  of  cruelty  or  barbarity 
had  been  done  under  the  authority  of  itha  British  Govern- 
ment 
'  Approved,  March  8, 1818.  .     . 
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mittee  |0f  tte  Whole,  on  the  13111  p;;ohibiting  the 
exportation  of  certain  articles  therein  specified, 
T in, foreign  fesselsi,     ,/,.,: 

Mr.  Clay  spoke  at  considerable  length  in  fa- 
vor of  this  bill,  as  forhiing  a  complete  system, 
connected  with  one  which  passed  the  House  the 
other  day,  prohibiting  the  Tise  of  foreign  licenses 
on  board  vessels  of  lie  UniteSTStates,  suited  to 
the  present  relations  of  the  United  States,  and 
;toJ;he,  proper  action  on  the  enemy. 

l^r.  EoBEBTSoN  spote  as  follows :  Mr.  Chair- 
man, I  do  not  often  trespass  on  the  patience  of 
the  House,  but  I  request  their  attention  whilst 
I  state  a  few  of  the  reasons  which  compel  me 
to  oppose  the  bill  now  under  consideration. 

I  am  the  more  disposed  to  do  this,  because 
my  opposition  arises  from  considerations  in  a 
great  measure,  peculiar  t,o  myself,  and  because  I 
differ  with  gentlemen  in  the  correctness  of 
whose  opinions  I  usually  concur.  Without, 
then,  considering  the  principles  it  involves,  I 
reject  this  bill,  because  it  is  not  in  fact  what  it 
professes  to  be  ;  it  is  not  a  restrictive  measure ; 
,  ^8.  provisions  may  operate  prejud,i<iially  on  our- 
selves,, but  cannot  affect  the  enemy.  In  one  of 
t-wo  general  systems,  I  might  go  along  with 
gentlemen.  Let  us  have  non-importation,  non- 
intercourse,  and.  embargo — ^thus  the  restrictive 
system  may  have  its  full  bearing  ;  let  us  refuse 
to  purchase  manufactures  of  the  British ;  let  us 
refuse  to  furnish  them  with  provisions,  then  we 
may  be  consoled  for  the  privations  which  we 
ourselves  must  experience,  by  reflecting  on  the 
great  evils  which  we  inflict  on  the  enemy. 

I  can  but  smile  at  the  patriotism  of  honorable 
gentlemen,  who  affect  to  starve  the  English  by 
refusing  to  buy  their  manufactures,  whilst  they 
inundate  the  army,  the  navy,  the  colonies  of 
that  nation,  with  a  profusion  of  all  the  neces- 
saries and  luxuries  of  life — ^they  wiU  starve  a 
few  miserable  manufacturers,  whilst  they  in- 
dustriously feed  their  armed  men.  With  the 
most  glaring  and  barefaced  inconsistency,  they 
object  to  admitting  into  our  markets  any  the 
minutest  article  of  British  manufactm^e,  that  the 
inhabitants  may  perish  for  the  want  of  means 
to  purchase  bread  ;  whilst  bread  is  exported 
with  a  hope  that  it  should,  indeed  a  perfect  cer- 
tailjty  that  it  wiU  be  consumed  by  this  same 
people.  I  cannot  concur  in  these  half-way 
measures.  I  voted  for  a  repeal  of  the  non-im- 
portation act.  1  hoped  that  commerce,  suffi- 
ciently hazardous  and  fettered  by  the  present 
state  of  the  world,  would  cease  to  be  shackled 
ly  ourselves.  I  hoped,  that  now  the  sword  was 
drawn,  we  should  carry  on  war  in  the  usual 
and  accustomed  manner — that  the  Government 
would  be  aided  by  the  receipt  of  revenue  aris- 
ing from  duties  and  imposts — that  the  people 
would  be  thus  partially'  relieved  from  taxes — 
that  the  nation  would  be  strengthened  and  in- 
spired by  an  accession  of  wealth,  now  more 
than  ever  necessary. 

But  whatever,  sir,  might  be  my  opinion  of 
this  bill,  viewed  as  a  restrictive  measure  ;  for 
other  considerations  it  meets  with  my  decided 


disapprobation,  We  prohibit  neutrals  from 
clearing  out  ifrom  pur  pprts  with  the  produc- 
tions of  our,  country,  whilst  our  own  vessels  are 
left  free, to  do  so,  We  deny  to  them  that  com- 
merce, which  as  a  nentral  we  formerly  enjoy- 
ed. Heretofore  we  complained  of  the  injustice  , 
of  belligerents,  and  now  that  we  are  engaged 
in  war,  and  that  too  for  iwutralrights  and  free 
trade,  we  ar^  about  to  practise  similar  abuses. 
Aware  that  some  apology  would  be  deemed 
necessary,  we  rcall  it  a.  municipal  regulation; 
it  may  be  so — and  perhaps  we  are  home  out  by 
strict  law  ;  but  we  attempt  a  justification  on 
the  ground  of  cutting  off  our  enemy  from  sup- 
plies, of  which  he  stands  in  need,  and  which, 
notwithstanding  his  perilous  situation,  he  dares 
to  hope  to  receive  tmrough  a  train  of  insolent 
artifices,  derogatory  to  the  integrity  of  the 
Union,  and-  disgraceful  to  those  with  whom 
they  shall  iprevaal.  i 

Now,  sir,  if  ,the  measure  proposed  could  in 
any  way  counteract  his  views — if  it  went  the 
full  length  of  preventing  him  from  procuring 
the  various  articles  which  his  necessities  re- 
quire, I  confess  it  would  be  inflicting  a  punish- 
ment, which  not  only  the  laws  of  war  would 
authorize,  but  which  the  unprecedented  base- 
ness of  his  late  attempt  most  loudly  calls  for  ; 
but  no  such  effect  will  be  produced..  For  what 
is  there  to  prevent  our  vessels  from  transport- 
ing the.  products  of  the  United  States  to  Amelia, 
Pensacola,  St.  Bartholomews,  there  to  be  de- 
posited, and  thence  carriedin  neutral  or  British 
bottoms  to  Jamaica,  the  Bahamas,  or  whereso- 
ever else  they  may  be  wanted  ?  And  again,  if, 
notwithstandiiig  the  hostile  attitude  in  which 
we  stand  in  relation  to  each  other  England  is 
compelled  to  encourage  a  trade  by  license,  wiU 
not  her  necessities  equally  induce  her  to  con- 
nive at  exportation  ?  Can  it  he  doubted,  that 
her  armed  vessels  would  not  be  instructed  to 
allow  our  provisions  to  pass  unmolested,  when, 
by  pursuing  a  contrary  conduct,  she  would  be 
starving  her  own.  colonies  ?  And  is  it  not  clear 
that  a  traffic,  which  the  war  prevents  frorn 
being  direct,  would  continue  to  be  carried  on, 
as  it  is  at  present,  through  intermediate  ports? 

Mr.  Chairman,,  the  present  scheme  seems  to 
me  to  be  merely  calculated  to  produce  vexation 
and  embarrassment  at  home  ;  to  operate  with 
peculiar  hardship  on  nentral  rights,  without  in- 
flicting on  the  enemy,  any  injury  commensurate 
with  these  evils.  Sir,  if  gentlemen  wish  to  reap 
the  full  effect  of  a  restri'ctive  system,  that  sys- 
tem must  be  rigid  and  complete.  Let  our  ports 
be  sealed  ;  let  there  be  neither  egress  nor  in- 
gress; let  us  neitler  buy  nor  sell,  and  let  us 
prepare  to  bear  the  positivfe  burdens  of  active 
war.  No  section  of  om*  widely-extended  Uniok 
could  then  cotaplain  of  pecjiliar  oppression. 
The  plan  would  present  itself  tons,  recommend- 
ed, at  least,  by  the  generality  of  its  operation  ; 
by  the  impartiality  of  its  character.  But,  if 
this  cannot  be  done,  if  the  shipping  interests  of 
some  of  the  States,  and  the  manufacturing .  es- 
tablishments  of  others,  must  be  encouraged, -and 
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if  others  still  inuat,  sell  thoir  wheat  and  flour, 
let  us  pursue  the  opposite  course  ;  let  us  sweep 
restrictive  measures  by  the  board ;.  thus  should 
wo  onjoy  all  tlie  advantages  yhioh  would  result 
to  the  Government  from  imposts,  all  the  ben- 
efits fhat  would  accrue  to  indiyiduals,  from  ex- 
ports. In  either  of  these  modes  of  prpceedirig 
I  might  concur ;  hut  I  cannot  consent  to  th?' 
plan  now  subpiitted,  nor  acquiesce  in  the  wis- 
dom or  policy  of  our  existing  regulations.  They 
are  not  promotive  of  the  general  welfare,  but, 
on  the  contrary,  are  ruinous  to  tbie  interests  of 
that  portion  of  the  Unipn  ^fjhose  iiiterest  it  is 

Eeculiarly  my  duty  to  protect.  Yet,  I  cannot 
dp  observing  that,  however  under  their  op- 
pressive operation  commerce  languishes,  and 
Southern  agriculture  is  completely  annihilated, 
they  are  tolerated  by  the  Eastern  States,  be- 
cause they  promote  their  domestic,  manufac- 
tures, and  impoverish  and  embarrass  the  Gov- 
ernment:  and  they  are  advocated  and  supported 
by  the  Middle  States,  because  they  consider,  or 
^flect  to  consider  them,  as  very;  patriotic  ;  be- 
cause they  inflict  privations,  ■which,  by-the-by, 
they  do  not  feel ;  and,,  finally,  ,l)ecause,  never- 
theless, they  are  enabled  to  sell  off,  at  excellent 
prices,  the  productions  of  their  farms.  ,  Thus, 
sir,  a  feast  M  spread  before  usij  but  it  is  served 
up,  however  splendidly  ,and  abundantly,  in 
shallow  dishes  ;  abd,  -vvhile  .the  foxes  of  the 
Eastern, and  Middle  States  l?ip  up  the  soup  with 
great  dexterity,  the,  storks  of  the  Mississippi, 
Mobile,  and  Altamaha,  look  on,  perhaps  -v^ith 
adtuiration,  but  certainly  Tyith  no  satisfaction 
whatever.  While,'  sir,  the  spleen  of  hostility 
towards  the  Government  is  gratified,  while  the 
nianufacturing  establishments  of  the.  East  are 
promoted,  while  th^  middle  section  of  the  IJnion 
disposes  of,  at  high, prices,  the  abundant  ha,ryest 
of  their  fields,  what  becomes  of  the  commerce 
of  our  country  ?  "What  fate  befalls  the  agricul- 
ture of  the  South  ?  Our  cottqn  rots,  on  the 
stalk.  From  this  proscription  of  foreign  manu- 
factures, the  grower  of  the  raw  material  is  .ir- 
retrievably ruined.  Possibly  he  may  sell  an 
inconsidei'able  portion  of  his  crop,  fof  con- 
temptible prices,  to  domestic  mannfactm-ers, 
■while  he  is  compelled  to  buy,  at  enormous  rates, 
tie  articles  which  his  wants  require.  If  he 
fishes  to  sell,  he  finds  no  competition  among 
purchasers.  Does  he  find  it  necessary  to  pur- 
chase, he  suffers  equally  from  the  want  of  com- 
petition among  those,  who  sell, 
,  A  ;debate  pf  considerable  length  took  place,  in 
■wlfich  Mr.  Oalhoun  supported  ttie.  bill,  though 
opposed  tp  the  amendment  mad^  on  motion;  of 
Mr.  QuiNQY  in  0pmmittee  of  the  Whole. 
, ;,  ,Mr.  Ge08VE,nob  spoke  as  follows : 

Mr.  Speaker  ;  When  I  had  the  honor  to  ad- ; 
dress  y6u,  on  a  measure  which  has  flna,lly  pass- 
ed,thisHpuse,  I  stated,  at  some  length,  my  rea- 
sons foribelieving  that  the  Gpyernment  had  no 
serious  intention  to,  pass  the  bill  now  before 
you.  But,  sir,  from  a  furiousz  eal,  tliis  day  man- : 
ifested  in  a  certain  qiiarter,  to  drive  the  meas- 
ure through  this  House,  I  fear  I  was  mistaken.  , 


I  therefore  deem,  !ii,  an  indisp'eiisable  duty,  inj\l?e 
nalne  of  the  commercial  and  agricultural  distric|s 
which  I  represent,  to  enter  raysplemfa  protest 
against  this  new  project  of  the  Governipent. 

I  shall  not  enter  into  any  argument,  to  shp-w" 
the  impolicy,  the  ii^ustice,  and  the  danger  of 
such  a  measure,  considered,  as  a  ineasure  of  npi}- 
exportation.  The  taslj  has  been  moft  ably  and 
successfully  performed  by  an  honorable  gentle- 
man from  South  Carolina,  (Mr.  Lowndes  ;)  he 
has  sho-wn,  that  connected  with,  the  maritinfie 
power  pf  the  enemy,  and  with  o|;her  bills  al- 
ready passed  this  House,  this  measure  has  all 
the  blasting  qualities,  without  even  the  few 
equivocal  benefits  of  a  broad  restrictive^ystem'; 
and  he  has  demonstrated  the  irreparable  mis- 
chiefs which  must  result  from  such  weak  and 
mongrel  measures.  His  reasoning  has  not  been 
met— it  cannot  be  refuted — I  will  not  weaken 
its  effect  on  the  House,  by  attempting  tp  en- 
force it. 

My  principal  ohject  in  rising,  was  to  examine 
the  grounds  upon  which  the  honorable  gentle- 
man from  South  Carolina,  (Mr.  O^lhous,)  who 
last  addressed  you,  has  rested  his  justification 
of  the  measure.  He  has  assured  us,  that  it  is 
not  at  all  intended  as  a  part  of  any  new  Sys- 
tem ;  that  its  obje6t  is  in  no  respect' a  prohibi- 
tion of  free  and  fair  exportation.  Sir,  -wfhat- 
ever  gentlemen  may' intend,  it  is  too  palpable 
for  denial,  that  this  measure  is,  in  truth,  a  re- 
strictive and  an  anti-commercial  ineasure,  and 
in  conjunction  with  the  license  bill  already  pass- 
ed, must  operate  (as  far  as  Such  ■weak  and  un- 
natural measures  can  operate)  as  a  broad  and 
iron  system  of  non-exportatibh. 

But,  sir,  what  are  the  intention  and  tie  ob- 
jepts  of  the  bill  according  to  the  view  of  that 
honorable  gentleman  :  "  To  avenge  inSiilt" — 
"  to  retaliate  on  the  enemy  his  attempts  to  de- 
stroy us" — "to  carry  to  his  own  lips  his  own 
poisoned  chalice."  And  where  are  these  in- 
siilts,  these  injuries,  these  vital  attempts  of  the 
enemy  to  be  found?  Henry'^ 'celebrated 'mis- 
sion, after  rioting  for  a  time  bn  the  spoils  ofthe 
Treasury,  has  found  the  tomb  of  the  Capuleti. 
And  altiough  its  ghoist  seems  to  haunt  the  hon- 
orable gentleman  from  South  Carolina,  yet  sure  I 
am,  that  a  thing  of  air  Would  not  iaVe  inspired 
him  with  all  those  bittter  feelings  which  he  has 
poured  forth  upon  the  enemy.  ' 

No,  sir,  it  is  the  last  Message  of  the  Presidtot 
which  contains  all  this  dreadftil  matter.  Jji 
that  Message  came  before  lis  an  Order  in  Coun- 
cil by  the  Prince  Eegent,  and  a  letter  from  a 
British  Secretary,  to  a  West  India  Governor. 
Sir,  by  that  order,  cei-tain  West  India  ports 
are  ppened  to  the  importation  of  articles  w'hich 
they  wish  to  purchase,  and  to  the  exportation 
of  produce  which  they  wish  to  sell.  This  is  no 
new  practice  f  in  evei-y  European  war,  the  bel- 
ligerent mother  country  has  never  failed  to 
open  soine  of  her  colonies  to  neutral  commerce. 
By  this  order  nothing  ihore  is  done,  and  sO  far 
from  atiy  insult  or  injrtty  to  us  in  the-  body  of 
the  order,  our  nation  is  not  even-  named. 


-I>EBAiTiE»,05!fa©N€'RESS. 


721 


iUscn,  1813.] 


Noa-Exportatims  in  Foreign  Bottonm. 


£H.  OF  R. 


The_  hc^norabTe  geatleman  from.  South  Oftro- 
lina  QSx.  l;bwNi)ES)  ias  pertinently  ^sked,  to 
■what  extent  you  -would  cari-y  your  new  prin- 
ciples of  honor  and  retaliation.  The  enemy, 
spares  the  commerce  of  the  East,  and  destroys 
that"  of  the  South ;  you  must  equalize  them  hy' 
destroying  the'  fonder.  You  cannot  stop  here. 
If  the  enemy  ilochades  the  South,  you  must 
e'tnbargo  New  England.  If  he  burns  01(arlestan 
a^d  Norfolk,  ydiij  must  burn  New  York  and 
Boston.  In  fine,  any  thing  spared  iii  one  sec- 
tion of  the  Union  by  the  enemy,  \which  he 
has  the  powej  to  destroy,  and  not  spared  in 
another,  must  be  destroyed  by  our  Govern- 
ment, by  way  Qt  equalizing  the  burdens  of  tbe 
war. 

The  gentleman  from  South  Carolina,  (Mr,  Cal- 
HOBN,)  to  whom  I  have  so  often  allu4ed,  was 
disposed  highly  to  coinplimeiit  the  people  of 
the  Northern  States.  ,  He  declared  his  full  con- 
fidence in  tieir  fidelity,  patriotism,  and  honor, 
andjie.bej^eyes  that  they  will  not  only  spurn  with 
contempt  the  attempt  to  sedttoethem,  but  will 
hftil  the  present  measure  as  jnst,  honorable,  and 
wise.  Sir,  the  patriotism  of  that  people  is  un 
doubtedly  as  warm  and  as  disinterested  as  that 
of  any  people  on  this  globe;  and  if,  indeed,  this 
were  an  attack  on  their  honor,  they  would  need 
no  euch  law  as  this  to  teach  them  their  duty, 
or  to  compel  them  to  perform  it.  But,  sir,  I 
do  not  lielieve  that  their  patriotism  will  feel 
insult^cl.  They  wili  hardly  be  satisfied  by  flat- 
tery and,  compliment  for  this  attack  upon  their 
commerce.  J[  ^ould  nqfr  be  smprised  if  they 
should  answe;r  the  honorable  gentleman  some- 
what in  this  manner;  "Hands  off,  Mr.  Oai/- 
HOHN,  if  it  please  you  ;  we  do  not  dislike  your 
compliments  ;  indeed,  we  are  pleased  with  the 
notes  of  thi^  now^  tune  from  the  South.  We 
will  do  any  thing  in  reason  to  oblige  you  ;  but 
really,, sirj: to  be, complitneflted  out  of  our  com- 
merce ;  to  be  flattered  into  poverty;  to  be 
cowed  into  se^jvice,  is  al^tUe  more  than  the  rules 
of  civility  demand." 

it  has  been  avowed  on  this  floor,  [by  Mr. 
Speaker  Clay,]  tjjst  this  bill  is  only, One  part  of 
a  contemplated  system  of  rigili  »on-expoftatipn. 
Have  gentlemen  reflected  pii;the  disastrous  con- 
segnenpesof  sue!?:  a  system  at  the  present  time? 
The  district  which  I  have  tbe  honor  to  repre- 
sent, is  a  portion  of  an  extensive  tract  of  mer- 
cantile and  .agricultural  country,  extending  up 
the  Hudson  Kiver  far  into  the  interior  of  New 
York.  Tlie  merchants  and  farmers  of  that 
country  did  believe,  ttiat  when  you  appealed  to 
arms,  your  restrictive  system  was  at  rest  for- 
ever. They  had-a  right  so  to  believe,  from  the 
declarations  of  gentlemen  on  this  floof,  and 
from  the  unequivocal  conduct  of  Government. 
Under  this  belief,  durmg  the  present  winter 
the  merchants  have,  constantly  purchased  pro- 
duce at  high  and  advanced  prices.  In  the  nu- 
merous viUagos  scattered  on  either  side  of  the 
Hudson  Eiver,  and  oyer  immense  tracts  far  to 
the  west  of  it,  the  stores  ^e  groaning  with  the 
Vot.  IV.-^ 


pro^uptions  of  their  soil.  Sir,  when  the  Spring 
opens,  they  Will  find  all  their  prospects  blasted, 
ajfid  bankruptcy  staring  in  their  faces.  Through 
the  whole  frozen  interior  pf  the  North  atid 
East,  the  condition  of  the  merchants  and  farm- 
ers is  similar,  and  similar  disastrous  conse- 
quences win  be  realized.      , 

"We  are  involved  in  war  with  a  nation  pow>- 
erful  in  her  resources,  clothed  in  complete 
armor,  and  to  whom,  from  long  habit,  a  state  of 
warfare  has  become  almost  a  national  condition. 
We  need  all  onr  resources  and  all  Our  energies 
to  save  this  war  from  a  disgraceful  conclusion. 
What  then  but  madness  can  dictate  a  policy 
tending  to  dry  up  otir  resources  and  paralyze  our 
energies.  Wounded  by  the  spear  of  war,  what 
but  downright  political  quackery  could  prescribe 
thpse  "  restrictive"'  nostrums,  tO  restore  the  na- 
tion to  health  and  vigor?  Are  the  old  chimer- 
ical notions  of  starmng  the  enemy,  yet  floating 
in  the  brains  of  gentlemen  ?  In  despite  of  expe- 
rience, do  they  yet  believe  that  our  blessed  comr 
try  alone  can  produce  food  for  the  world?  Are 
the  countries  of  the  Baltic  and  Caspian  Seas  no 
longer  ctiltivated  ?  Has  the  Nile  ceased  to 
fructify  the  fields  of  Egypt  ?  Have  Sicily  and 
the  Barbary  coasts  returned  to  a  barren  state 
of  nature  ?  Has  France  herself  agreed  to  bury 
her  surplus  breadstuffs  in  the  earth?  Or  has 
England  lost  that  ascendency  on  the  ocean,  and 
forgot  all  those  commercial  arts,  by  which  she 
was  wont  to  procure  supplies  from  all  those 
countries  ?  Seven  years  of  restrictions  have  in 
vain  been  tried.  Your  enemy  has  laughed  you 
to  scorn,  and  youi:  Own  people  have  cursed  the 
policy  that  crushed  their  prosperity.  There  is 
no  doubt  that,  as  at  the  time  you  laid  the  em- 
bargo^ the  closing  of  your  ports  now,  might 
produce  a  temporary  inconvenience  to  the 
enemy  ;  but  the  measUt-e  would  finally  and  per- 
manently recoil  on  our  merchants,  and  even 
farmers.  These  men  have,  therefore,  a  deep 
and  vital  interest  in  this  question.  Twice  al- 
ready they  have  been  sacrificed  to  test  the  efii- 
caoy  of  our  "  restrictive  energies." 

Do  yon  intend  again  to  stretch  them  on  the 
rack,  again  to  cover  the  country  with  sackcloth 
and  ashes  ?  Is  another  brood  of  "  restrictive" 
harpies,  more  unseemly  and  more  hungry  than 
their  predecessors,  to  be  let  loose  among  them  ? 
And  is  this  bill  a  pioneer  to  the  new  swarms  of 
"  continental"  locusts?    , 

Mr.  Speaker^' I  shudder  when  I  behold  that 
anti-commerpial  demoS,  which  for  seven  years 
has  been  glutted'  Witt  the  mangled  limbs  of 
commerce,  still  hovering  about  tliisbill.  The 
deluded  people  did  believe  that,  when  "  you 
let  slip  the  dogs  Of  war,"  the  monster  had 
fallen,  never  again  to  trample  down  their 
rights,  or  devour  the  remnant  of  their  prosper- 
ity. They  were  mistaken.  He  has  risen  ini 
vigorated  from  the  blOw;  like  the  horse  leech, 
he  continues  to  cry,  "  give,  give !  "  He  nevei 
will  be  satisfied  while  the  fermers  of  the  North 
atid  theHast  are  prosperous  atid  powerful,  ca 
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while  the  ships  of  an  independent  merchatnt 
float  safely  and  successfully  on  the  ocean.  Sir, 
I  do  trust  in  Heaven,  that  the  people  of  this 
Union  will  not  sleep  forever — I  do  trust,  that 
the  time  is  not  far  distant  when  the  rulers  of 
this  nation  shall  he  compelled  again  to  travel 
in  the  paths  of  peace,  commerce,  and  honor.  I 
do  trust  that  this  new  system,  fraught  as  it  is 
with  new  destruction,  will  meet  an  effectual 
overthrow.  On  this  floor,  I  have  no  hope  of 
such  an  event.  The  current  of  influence  is 
here  too  strong  to  be  resisted.  But  if  the  God 
of  nations  "  doth  seek  our  rulers,  and  hath 
given  our  Senators  wisdom,"  it  must  find  its 
grave  in  the  other  branches  of  the  Govern- 
ment. 

Mr.  QniNCT  opposed  the  bill,  and  after  some 
remarks  from  Mr.  Blaokledoe  in  reply  to  him, 
the  question  on  concurring  with  the  Committee 
of  the  Wliole  in  their  amendment  was  taken, 
to  wit :  to  strike  out  from  the  fifth  line  of  the 
first  section,  the  words,  "  and  every,"  and  to 
insert  "  wheat,  flour,  rice,  cotton,  tobacco,  in- 
digo, tar,  pitch,  or  turpentine,  or  any  other 
article,  the  growth,  produce,  or  manufacture  of 
the  United  States :"  And  passed  in  the  affirm- 
ative— yeas  69,  nays  29. 

Constitution  and  Java, 

The  House  took  up  for  consideration  the  res- 
olution from  the  Senate  requesting  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  United  States  to  present  to  Captain 
■William  Bainbridge  a  gold  medal,  with  suit- 
able inscriptions,  and  to  the  officers  of  the 
frigate  Constitution  silver  medals,  in  testimony 
of  the  high  sense  entertained  by  Congress  of 
their  gallantry  and  skill  in  achieving  the  cap- 
ture and  destruction  of  the  British  frigate  Java ; 
which  was  read  three  times,  and  passed. 

Bounty  to  Pritateera. 

The  House  went  into  a  Committee  of  the 
"Whole  on  the  biU  allowing  a  bounty  to  priva- 
teers ;  but  the  oommiltee  being  unable  to  pro- 
gress for  want  of  a  quorum,  it  rose  and  report- 
ed the  fact  to  the  House  ;  and  the  bill  and 
report  were  ordered  to  lie  on  the  table,  and  the 
House  adjourned. 


■Wednesday,  March  8. 
Naxy  Yards. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  Eebd, 

Sesohed,  That  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy  be, 
and  he  is  herebj^  directed  to  report  to  this 
House,  at  the  ne^  session  of  Congress,  a  state- 
ment of  the  number  of  Navy  Yards  belong- 
ing to,  and  occupied  for  the  use  of  the  United 
States  ;  the  accommodations  provided  in  each, 
with  the  number  of  officers  and  men  attached 
to  each,  with  their  rank  and  pay  ;  also,  the 
quantity  and  species  of  timber  provided  in 
each.  Also,  a  statement  of  the  expenditures 
made  in  each  yard  during  the  years  1811  and 
1812;  the  number  of  vessels  required  during 


fhatitime,  with;  tlifeSpeiieB,'  quantity,  and  teostft 
of  repairs  on  each.  Tlssel}! and  tiie  imanncJr  tW) 
which  such  reimirstihave    been  inaide,  whether; 
by  contract  or  otherwise,  and  the  terms.    Ajbojij 
the  aflionnt' of  timber  provided  uilderrthfrMSv 
making  an  annual  ^appropriation  of  twohllb- 
d^ed  thousand  dollars,  witfa'a-^sfcatement  i)f  tUe 
contracts  made  under  said  act,  and  the  terms 
thereof:    Also,  the   number  of  officers  in  the 
naval  service  of  the  United  States,  their  rank, 
pay,  and  employ. 

Encouragement  to  Privateers. 

The  bill  allowing  a  bounty  to  privateers  was 
passed  through  a  Committee  of  the  Whole,  and 
ordered  to  lie  on  the  table,  under  the  impres- 
sion that  it  could  not  be  acted  on  at  the  pres- 
ent session. 

EvEjfiNG  Sitting,  5  o'cloeh. 
Thanks  to  the  Speaker. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  Sawtee, 

Resolved  unanimously,  That  the  thanks  ol 
this  House  be  presented  to  Henkt  Clay,  in  tes- 
mony  of  their  approbation  of  his  conduct  in  the 
discharge  of  the  arduous  duties  assigned  him 
while  in  the  Chair. 

■Whereupon,  the  Hon.  Speakie  rose  and 
made  the  following  observations : 

"  I  thank  yon,  gentlemen,  for  the  testimony  yon 
have  just  so  kindly  delivered  in  approbation  of  my 
conduct  in  the  Chair.  Amidst  the  momentons  snh- 
jects  of  deliberation  which  undoubtedly  distinguish 
the  12th  Congress  as  the  most  memorable  in  the  an- 
nals of  America,  it  has  been  a  source  of  animating 
consolation  to  me,  that  I  have  never  failed  to  ex- 
perience the  liberal  support  of  gentlemen  in  all  quar- 
ters of  the  House.  If  in  the  moment  of  ardent  de- 
bate, when  all  have  been  struggling  to  maintain  the 
best  interests  of  our  beloved  eonntiy  as  they  have 
appeared  to  ns  respectively,  causes  of  irritation  have 
occurred,  let  us  consign  them  to  obUvion,  and  let 
us  in  the  painful  separation  which  is  about  to  en- 
sue, perhaps  forever,  cherish  and  cultivate  a  recol- 
lection only  of  the  many  agreeable  hours  we  have 
spent  together.  AUow  me,  gentlemen,  to  express 
the  fervent  wish  that  one  and  all  of  yon  may  enjoy 
all  possible  individual  happiness,  and  that  in  the 
return  to  your  several  homes  you  may  have  pleas- 
ant journeys." 

Closing  Business. 

On  motion  of  Mr.  Dawson,  a  committee  was 
appointed,  jointly  with  a  committee  to  be  ap- 
pointed by  the  Senate,  to  wait  upon  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  United  States,  and  inform  him  that 
the  two  Houses  are  now  ready  to  adjourn,  and 
desire  to  know  whether  he  has  any  further 
communication  to  make  to  them  during  the 
present  session. 

Messrs.  Dawson  and  Geostenoe  were  ap- 
pointed the  committee  on  the  part  of  the 
House. 

The  Senate  agree  to  the  resolution  for  the 
appointment  of  a  joint  committee  to  wait  on 
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Closing  Business. 
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tb«  President  of, the' Unjted; States,  and  no- 
tify him  of  the  ^proposed  recess  of  Gongressj 
and!  have  appointed  a  committee  on  theit 
part.'  1  ',  '  ,      - 

For  some  time  a  'quorum  was  Hot  present. 

Bills  from  the  Senate  were  waiting.  A 
call  of  the  House  was  had,  and  it  appeared 


that    sixty-fonp    members    only    were    pres- 
ent,        -r-r-,  ■       ,'.:.;/:-!- 

After  receiving' from  the  President  all  the 
bills? which  had  passed,  and. being  informed: 
by  the  committee  that  he  had  no  further  com*  ; 
mmiioations  to  make,  the   House    adjourned'^ 
nne  die.  ' 
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AJbMntees^  recall  ot,  resolution  to  direct  the  Speaker  to  re- 
qneet  their  attendance,  533. 
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stating  that  the  King  of  Great  Britain,  hy  proclamation, 
claims  the  allegiance  of  all  perBons  bom  in  his  domin- 
ions, 46 ;  had  authorized  their  impressment,  &c.,  &c, — 
petition  prays  for  resistance  of  this  assumption,  46.  JSee 
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AxEXAif  DEB,  Etan,  Eeprcsentative  from  North  Carolina,  86 ; 
moves  a  committee  of  inquiry  relative  to  proving  the 
acts  and  proceedings  of  States,  87.    See  Index^  vol.  8. 

Algerine  War, — See  Indeas,  voL  1. 

Alston,  Lbmttbl  J.,  Eepresentative  from  South  Carolina, 
86, 125, 187,  815.    See  Index,  vol.  8. 

Ai^TON  Willis,  jr.,  Eepresentative  from  North* Carolina, 
86, 125, 18T,  815,  425,  577 ;  on  the  value  of  blank  ballots, 
125 ;  on  a  vote  of  approbation  of  the  conduct  of  the  Ex- 
ecutive, 129;  opposes  the  postponement  of  the  resolu- 
tion relative  to  the  apportionment  of  representation, 
224 ;  on  tiie  ratio  of  representation,  319 ;  on  laying  ad- 
ditional duties,  431 ;  on  establishing  a  quartermaster's 
department,  477.    See  Index,  vols.  2,  3. 

Amy  Daedin,  report  on  petition  ofi  216 ;  bill  read,  &a,  218 ; 
report  for  relief  of,  agreed  to,  538.  See  Index^  vols.  1, 
3,3. 

AnMndments  to  ^le  Constitution. — See  Index,  vols.  1,  2,  8. 

Ahdebsok,  Joseph,  Senator  from  Tennessee,  6,  28, 116, 176, 
252,  420,  presents  memorial  of  Legislative  Council  of 
Mississippi  Territory,  265 ;  on  the  incorporation  of  a 
Bank  of  the  United  States,  266 ;  on  a  recess  of  Congress, 
412.    See  Index,  vols.  2,  3. 

Akdeesgit,  "William,  Eepresentative  from  Pennsylvania, 
124, 187,  815,  424,  577. 

Augiieb,  Stevenson,  Eepresentative  from  Maryland,  424, 
577 ;  on  foreign  relations,  466 ;  on  the  policy  of  the  war, 
688 ;  on  war  taxes,  715. 

Armed  Vessels,  public  and  private,  encouragement  oi^  reso- 
lution relative  to,  711.    See  Privateers. 

AsuSTBONG  Gen.,  his  letter  to  Mr.  Pinkney,  861 ;  letter  of, 
on  additional  general  officers,  718. 

JLrmy,  pay  of  the. — In  the  House,  bill  concerning  the  pay 
of  the  army  considered,  581 ;  the  present  pay  of  the  ar- 
my much  below  the  average  price  of  labor,  581 ;  where- 
fore should  the  soldier  receive  less  than  any  other  man, 
681 ;  the  compensation  should  be  proportioned  to  the 
risk,  581 ;  to  second  section  of  the  bill  little  objection 
apprehended,  581 ;  third  section  founded  on  the  priuci- . 


pie  that  every  man  owes  to  the  country  which  protects 
him,  military  service,  681 ;  second  section  involves  an 
Infraction  of  the  constitution,  582 ;  any  man  who  had 
contracted  a  debt  bad  certainly  given  a  pledge  not  only 
of  his  property  but  of  his  body  to  his  creditor,  582 ;  this 
right  of  the  creditor  to  take  the  body  is  completely 
taken  out  of  his  hands  in  regard  to  those  who  enlist, 
682 ;  has  an  ex  post  facto  operation,  532 ;  this  provision 
necessary  to  guard  against  fraud,  582 ;  persons  enlisted 
procure  themselves  to  be  arrested  under  fictitious  debts, 
682 ;  when  let  out  on  bail  and  the  commander  attempts 
to  take  him  he  is  rescued  on  a  habeas  corpus,  and 
courts  decide  the  man  to  be  the  property  of  his  bail, 
682 ;  motion  to  strike  out  lost,  582 ;  third  section  en- 
courages i^e  uneasy  boy  to  throw  off  parental  authori- 
ty or  to  defraud  a  master,  its  tendency  is  to  violate  pub- 
lic morals  and  the  spirit  of  the  constitution,  and  to  in- 
terfere with  public  economy,  582 ;  it  is  unknown  as  well 
as  immoral,  582;  other  objections,  583;  minors  above 
eighteen  allowed  to  enlist,  533 ;  you  go  into  the  work- 
shop and  the  parentis  dwelling  and  entice  away  the  ap- 
prentice and  the  child,  683 ;  this  very  population  con- 
stitutes the  strength  and  vigor  of  war,  583 ;  what  was 
the  fact  in  France,  583 ;  her  army  is  made  up  of  young 
men,  583;  the  case  of  husbands  deserting  wives  and 
children  aged  parents,  is  as  much  entitled  to  sympathy, 
538 ;  better  resort  to  liberal  bounties  and  wages  than 
violate  Important  principles,  534 ;  the  extensiveness  of 
the  relation  of  master  and  apprentice,  584 ;  can  these 
relations  dissolve  under  the  charm  of  this  bill,  534 ;  ne- 
cessity is  alleged,  584 ;  beware  how  you  yield  to  this 
&ncied  necessity,  584 ;  this  section  will  be  productive 
of  much  evil  and  perhaps  little  good,  584;  reason  to 
doubt  its  constitutionality,  584 ;  amendments  negatived 
and  bill  ordered  to  third  reading,  584;  the  atrocity  of 
the  principle  and  the  magnitude  of  the  evil  contained 
in  this  bill,  585 ;  third  section  is  calculated  to  seduce 
minors  from  their  masters,  guardians,  and  parents,  585 , 
the  absurdity  of  this  provision— its  inequality— its  im- 
morality considered,  585, 536 ;  sixteen  was  the  age  called 
upon  in  the  revolution,  687 ;  which  excites  the  most  re- 
gret, a  child  leaving  his  parents  to  defend  his  country, 
or  a  parent  torn  from  his  family  to  defend  a  foreign 
power,  588 ;  the  charges  against  this  bill  are  a  libel  on 
the  House,  5S8 ;  atrocious  principle !  let  gentlemen 
damn  the  memory  of  the  patriots  of  the  revolution  who 
originated  this  principle,  588 ;  if  there  is  an  increase  of 
population,  there  appears  to  be  a  deterioration  of  pa- 
triotism since  the  revolution,  588 ;  what  was  the  law  in 
1798, 588 ;  the  power  to  enlist  minors  is  a  new  principle, 
688 ;  third  section  examined,  539 ;  reason  for  the  prefer- 
ence of  young  men,  589 ;  House  now  prepared  to  iak.9 
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(  up  a  umall  subject  and  inak;e  a  groat  thing  of  It,  689;  a 
man  piughtnotto  be'oalled  on  to  defend  Ms  conntty  un- 
-    til  he  has  acquired  politlcdl  rights,  .SSO;  moved  tp  re- 
,  oommU  the  biHvBflO;  it  is  of  the  nature  of  an  empoat 
/(Zflto'law,  and  tends  to  exalt  the  mllitttiy  orer  the  civil 
iiftUthority,  B91;  the  third  section  iVeightod  ^Itk  most 
fatal  consequences,  691 ;  cases  suppoped,  691 ;  re-com- 
mltmentlost,  693;  bill  passed,  698. 
I .     Military  Force  adcbiUonal.-^la  the  Benatd^  a  bill  to 
authorize  the  President  to  accept  and  organize  certain 
ijalUtary  corps,  Ac.,  considered,  406 ;  be  productive  of  no 
efficacy,  406 ;  be  inoperative,  405  ;■  system  of  volun- 
teers the  favorite  one  of  the  Government,  406;  the 
,    number  should  be  reduced,  406 ;  only  a  formidable  dis- 
play of  armies  on  paper,' 405. 

Ill  the  Souae^  bill  taken  up^  647;  is  it  enclias  to  re- 
quire secrecy?  548;  voted  affirmatively,  648;  bill  or- 
dered to  be  engrossed  and  passed,  548. 

In  ih6  Houtie,  bllla  for  the  more  perfect  organization 
of  the  army,  9jad  to  raise  an  addition^  military  ibrce 
considered  In  committee,  &11 ;  moved  to  fill  the  blanks 
M  .relative  to  bounty,  611;  the  military  committee  present 
a  system  on  which  to  rest  the  future  operation  of  the 
war,  611 ;. explanation  of  its^mevita,  ^11;  object  with  all 
to  terminate  the  war  succesrfully,  611 ;  no  other  mode 
than  to  call  into  the  -field  a  force  [adequate  to  command 
every  honOTable  object,  611;  the  good  the  war  has  ac- 
,  ..[Compliahed  relat&voto  our  character  abroad, -611-^  the 
1     honor  of  the.  nation  requires  that  Briti^  power  on  our 
'    .borders  should  be  demolished  in  the  next  >  campaign, 
611 ;  after  seeing  thd  necessity,  of  augmenting  the  Tegu- 
;  I  lar  forces.  It  was  equally  material  to ,  provide  i  for  filling 
the  ranks, -and keeping'themat.their:  full  coniplement, 
1.612;  it  is  proposed' to  appoint : recruiting  ofilcers  for 
'J  I  each  regiment,  612;  It  maybe  said  the  results. of  the 
last  campaign  are  so  unfavorable  that  there  is  no  object 
to  vote  further  sums,  612 ;  all  our  disasters  sprang  from 
.a  cause  no  maU'ln  the  nation  could  anticipate,  612; 
treachery  or  cowardice  caused  the  surrender  at  Detroit, 
In  612;  question  on  filling  the  blanks'  canled,  613 ;  ^oved 
.  to  repeal  the  offer  of  bounty  land  to  ihe  recmits,  613 ; 
'  this  is  a  waste  of  the  natton^s  capiital  without  a  single 
.provident  result,  618;  It  is  proposed  to  Increase  the 
I  bounty  in  money,  613 ;  motion  agreed  to,  613 ;  blanks  in 
the  other  bill  authorizing  an  additional  military  force 
sever^Uly  filled,  613 ;  reason  for  giving  the  appointment 
of  officers  below  the  rank  of  colonel  to  the  President 
alone,  618;  bills  reported  to  the  House,  613;  first  bill 
ordered  to  be  engrossed,  613 ;  question  on  the  engross- 
ment of  the  bill  to  raise  an  additional  military -force, 
614  ;   great  anticipations  from  the  action  of  twenty 
thousand,  men  in  a  single  year,  614;  when  war  was  de- 
clared it  was  said  .Canada  would  be  conquered  in  a  sin- 
gle year,  614;  experience  has  proved  the  foUacy  of  these 
predictions,  615 ;  no  pleasure,  to  dwell  upon  the  disas- 
ters and  disgrace  that  have.attended  our  military  opera- 
tions, 615;  the  annals  of' the  last  six  months  are  most 
deplorable,  615;  the  tone  and  heart  of  the  country  bro- 
ken, universal'  disgust  at  the  pasti-anxjety  and  concern 
for  the  future,  615  ;.-what  Is  now  proposed  for,  ih.&  fu- 
ture, ,616;  an  army  of  twelve  months'  men — a  broken 
reed,  615;  an  army  ,and  tprn^  of  service  which  .^well 
nigh, lost  the  country  in  the'  revolutionary  war,,  €15; 
,-  wherefore  change  the,  torqi  of  enlistment  from  f  five 
years  or  during  the  ,war  to  one  yeaji,  615 ;  feoiinga,  of  the 
I    Canadians,  616;  Jet  us  see  things  as  they  are,  andjook 
,,;  danger  in  ;^h6  face,  616;  points  In  our  relative  conduct 
,    tpwi^rds  France  ancl  ,0reat  Britain  which  will  not  bear 
exftpilpi^tion,  616;,inoved,to;§tri]5.Q,putipne:an4  insert 
five  years  as  the  term  of  enlistment,  6i6j  we  must  rise 


after  rovoriesj  616 ;  If  we  were  to  .unite  t)M^,  qu^tion 
would 'soon  be  settled^^eiT;  causO'Oif.tbe  w&r  coJiAisely 
'  Btatqd'by  Copt,  Porter,  ^  Free  ttadi^  and  sai^r^s  rights," 
617;  is  there  a.  man  doubts  the  war'  was  J^l^.  under- 
take!} ?  617 ;  what  Injury  have  we  not  suffierBdt  ^T^t  you 
have  been  told  fchePrinceiEegentand  bis  mijil0t«ns  are 
firm,  let  us  follow  their  example,  617 ;  an  army  ^ould 
befleaaoned  befoire-ltk^ taken  into  the  field,  617;  it  will 
take  A  year  to  prepare  them  for  the  field;  without  dis- 
cipline they  are  aseloss,  61T;  let  ub  raise  an  araiyfor 
the  war,  617 ;  ^  we  must  take  the  continent  from  Britain, 
617;  the  qnestionis  whatis  the  kind  eif  foVeo,  and  for 
what  length  of  time  can  you  raise  an  ormy  to  take  tho 
field  at  the  earliest  periods  613;  n9denthis  measure  a 
force  maybe  drawn  Into  the  field  ready  to  aot  efiQctently 
in  tho  next  campaign,  618 ;  we  have  ne^er  enga^d  in 
any  war  in.  which  we  hAve  come  out  better  in  tho  first 
campaign^  618;  if  this  country  will  go  into  th^  war 
heart  and  hand,  we  shall  shortly  demonstrate  to  the  en- 
emy that  it  is  her  interest  to  be  at  peace  witsh  us,  618; 
amendment  lost,  618;  question  on  the  passage. of  tho 
bill,  618. 

All  desire  peace,  but  what  is  the  best  course  to^<Ht>tain 
it,  618^  will  the  passage  of  this  bill,  and  the  acta?}  en- 
Ilstnient  of  the  proposed  force  secure  peace?  618;  this 
war  can  be  terminated  with  honor  and  advantage  ^th- 
out  further  effusion  of  human  blood,  619 ;  thie  does  not 
mean  that  the  honor  of  the  nation  is  identical  wit)i  the 
honor  of  those  who  declared  the  war,  639; , the  question 
of  contest  is  reduced  to  a  single  pointy  619,;  the  British 
Orders  in  Council  have  been  repealed,,  the  practiee  of 
impressment  alone  remains,  619;  this  has  been  s^^ject- 
ed  to  much  ez^geration,  610;  It  Is  not  certain  England 
has  been  unwilling  to  enter  into  such  ^n  arrangcmf  nt  as 
would  place  this  question  on  a.fair  and  honorably  basis, 
619;  see  the  correspondence  of  Messrs.  Monroe  and 
Finkney,)  619 ;  at  one  period  she  was  iwilling  to  advance 
considerablo  lengths  towards  an  adjustment,  619^;  our 
duty  to  make  an  effort  for  the .  eanotion  of  our  just 
Tights  and  the  restoration  of  peace  without  farther  ap- 
peal to  force,  61 9>;  facta  tending  to  confinq  tl^,  belief, 
620 ;  the  late  communications  from  the  .Executive  to  the 
British  Government  present  a  novelty  in  thehiatory  of 
war  and  diplomacy,  620 ;  this  bill  is  a  kind  of  second 
declaration  of  war,  621 ;  the  war  Is  both  politlcayj  and 
morally  wrong,  621 ;  it  is  of  on  offensive  charaote^j  621 ; 
something'  unaccountable  that  the  disposition  to.pro50- 
cnte  this  war  should  increase,  621 ;. it  rests. now '<6olely 
on  the  subject  of  impressment,  621 ;  this  must  be  set- 
tled by  treaty,  621 ;  we  shall  create  an  annual  exjiense 
of  forty  millions,  621;  if  Oanada  could  be  taken  it 
would  be  a  great  public  misfortune,  621 ;  this  waji  can- 
not be  prosecuted  without  violating  the  Jaws  of  human- 
ity and  justico,  of  religion  and  morality,  621;  it  is  be- 
comli^  more  unpopular  in  the  Ea^ern  States,  622;  the 
force  contemplated  to  be  raised  is  unnecessary,  6^^  the 
present  lUilitaTy  establishment  la  certainly  Bufiicieat  for 
all  purposes  of  defence,  622;  neither  Canada  nor  an;p  oth- 
er British  province  will  be  worth  the  blood  and  treas- 
ure they  will  cost  iis,  622;  thp  militia  of  Canada- esti- 
mated too  low,  622 ;  of  what  value  would  these  iprov- 
Inces  be  to  us,  623 ;  duty  to  inquire  into  the  policy  . 
and  necessity  of  this  measure,  as  well)  as  the  present 
state  of  our  relations  with  Oroat  Britatnt  i628 ;  would  th( 
principle,  if  yielded  to  us  to-morxow^  bene^t  our  native 
seamen,  or  promote  the  real  intoTests  of  the  country  ? 
624;  is  there  probability  lof  obtaining  a  recognition  of 
this  principle  by  a  oontinualice  of  the  war?  624 v  the 
traffic  in  American  protections,  625;.the  bill  ia.^l|c!Seth- 
er  inadequate  to  the  purpose  intended  to  be  accom- 
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pUfihed,  628;  It  canotft  be^  admitted  that  because  the 
"WariB'decla^ed,  we  btb  bound  to  -  lend  aid  t6  promote 
''ii»TieTy'pl»n  for  pirose  eating' it  whffcli^ay^t»b  proposed, 
I  627;  the  bill  i&imQecesefiTT^-for^'the  attainment  Jdf  the 
'  ort§tiiial'object>of  thewBt-,  627;  &onl&' of  the '  pi«tended 
causesiof  theVar  have  never  been  aerlonaly  relied  on 
by  oar  Goverhtibent,  027 ;  what  was  the  avowed  object 
<rf  this  war'?  623 ;  Uie  pietenea  was  to  take  or  rather  to 
tecelve  Canada,  62S ;  the  «ffect  <rf  this  bill  is  to  place  at 
the  disposal'^  of '  the  Sxecntive  an  army  of  flfty-flve 
thoosattd  men^  62S;  the  pttvpose  fovwluGh  these  men  arc 
demafided  is  the  Invasion  of  Canada^  62S ;  is  the  conquest 
of  Canada  an  objectTdesl^ble  la  itself;  or  advantageous 
by  its  effect-in  promoting  an  early  arid  honotdble  peace  ? 
628;  7to^,  628;  the-iiiteniiai)rofithe-<AnIeTlcan  Cabinet 
thus  anequivooally  avowed,  623;  anxioasthat  no  doubt 
should  esdstbn  thiaLsnbjeety-623;  no  scheme  ever  was 
or  ever  wiltb^  rejected  by  the  men  now  in^  power  mere- 
ly on  account  iof' its  running  ^counter  to  the  ordinary 
dictates  of  comnlon  sense  and  common  prudence,  629; 
lUostratian,  629;  tfae^great  midtafce.  of  all  those  who 
reasoned  concerning  the  war  and  the  invasion  of  Cana- 
da; that  it  was  impossible,  was  that  they  never  took 
into  conwderation  the  connectioni  of  these  events  -with 
'  the  then  pending  eletftioo  of  Chief  Magistrate,  629;  the 
invasion  of  Oataada  considered  as  a  means  of  canying  on 
the  subsisting  war,  a  meana'of  obtaining  an  early  and 
'  'h\)norable  p6ace,  and  a  means  of  adV^oncing  the  personal 
and  local  projects  of  ambition  of  the  members  of  the 
American '  Cabinet,  630 ;  never  was  there  an  invasion  in 
ally  country  worse  than  this  in  point  of  moral  princi- 
ple, since  the  invasion  of  the  Buccaneers,  or  of  Capt. 
Kidd,  682-  they  had  the  hope  of  plunder,  here  there 
!&  not  even  the  poor  refuge  of  ^cupidity,  682;  the  dis- 
grace of'  our  arms  on  the  frontier  is  terrestrial  glory 
compared  with  the  disgrace  of  the  attempt,  632;  this 
nation  is  tbe  last  which  ou^t  to  admit  the  design  of 
'  foreign  conquest,  682;  multitudee  who  approve  of  the 
■war  detest  the  invasion;  633;  look  at  the  elections,  what 
do  they  speak  ?  688 ;  the  people  of  New  England  have 
no  desire  for  Canada,  633;  the  surest  way  to  defeat  any 
hope  from  hegfotitttiOn  is  this  threat  of  invasion,  634;  the 
American  Cabinet  understood  this,  634;  the  project  of 
this  bill  is  to  put  farther  off  the  chance  of  amicable  ar- 
rangement, 684;  the  present. men  were  raised  to  power 
by  elements  constituted  of  British  prej  udiced  and  Brit- 
ish antipathies,  684;  such  men  will  never  permit  astate 
of  things  to  pass  away  so  essential  to  their.  Anflnence, 
685 ;  the  Cabinet  has  been  careful  to  precede  negotia- 
'  tion  with  some  circumstance  sure  to  make  itJ  fiiil^  ever 
■  since  flhe  reftisal  to  (renew  the  -  Treaty  of.  1794,  635 ;  the 
Executive  power  passed  into  new  hands,  under  the  old 
influences  andjprinbiples  of  the  former  Administration, 
635;  the  whole  Stage  of  the -relations  induced  between 
this  country  and  Great  Britain  was  a- standing  appeal  to 
the  feera  of  Great  Britain,  6S5 ;  what  is  the  truth  in  re- 
lataon  to  the-repeal  of  the  Berlin  and  Milan  decrees? 
686;  were  ever  a  body  of  men  so  abandoned,  in  the  hour 
of  need  as  the  American.  Ca"binet  by  Bonaparte  ?  636; 
reasons  for  referring  to  this -suhgect,  .636 ;  illustrations 
of  what  is  doing  arid  intended  at  present,  687 ;  the  invi- 
tations  to  union  which  have  been  so  obtrusively  urged, 
633;  the  liberty  of  debate  prostituted  in  disseminating 
the  most  unfounded  charges,-639;  it  has  been  charged 
that  war  had  been  declared  prematurely  and  without 
due  preparation,  639;  ithas  been  said  that  the  nature 
of  the  war  ischangedj  640;  what  the  Legislature  con- 
'  sideredasthe  cause  of  war,  641;  the  manner  in  which 
the  points  of  difference  between  the  two  Jiations  ought 


to.be  <»maidered^  641^  negotiation  has  been  tried  in 
the  matter  of  impressment  >  for  twenty  y ears^  641  ^  ^^  i^ 
pretended  that:  tMs'  Government  is  not  desirous  of 
peace,  and  that  thrais  a  war  of  conquest  ^nd  ambition, 
642;  if  we  pow  recede,  are  not'pointsconeeded-  to  the 
enemy  which  the  oppoMtion  never  wbnld  concede  if  in 
power^  642;  iiow  much  more  powerful  isthejobjaition  to 
the  right  of  search>now  t^n  when  first  made,  643.;  ex- 
'emptlon:ifrom  Imfb^sftment  is  no  new  claim  setup,  644; 
the  evils  we  have  complained  of  were  of  a  nature  not 
to  be  remedied  by  war,  644 ;  what  has  been  the  state  of 
the  country.since  the  declaration  of  war,  645;  our  rela- 
tions with  the  belligerents  have  essentially  changed 
since  war  w&^eclared,  645 ;  Napoleon  has  inveigled  us 
into  a  war,  645 :  why  was  the  evidence  of  a  repeal  of  the 
^decrees  withheld,  646;  J  believing  the  French  decrees  re- 
pealed, we.  departed  from  our  neutral  stend,by^^ifor- 
cing  the  non-interconrseilaw^gainStXTTeat  Britain,  647; 
the  prominent  causes  of  the  war  examined,  648 ;  whether 
this  bill  is  right  or  wrong  depends  upon  eircnmsta'nces, 
652 ;  it  is  said  to  be  the  constitutional  duty  of  the  oppo- 
nents of  the  war  to  afford  every  aid  and  encouragement, 
653;  not  the  most  suitable  measure  to  be  selected  by 
the  opposition,  npon  which  to  show  their  resistance, 
653 ;  a  view,  of  the  past,  of  different  parties  which  rhave 
at  various  times  appeared,  and  the  manner  by  whidh  we 
have  been  driven  fTom  a  peaceful  postare,  654;  the 
course  of  the  opposition  in  impeding  the  Government 
for  the  last  twelve  yeai^  has  been  unexampled  in  histo- 
ry, 654;  gentlemen  seem  to  forget  that  they  stand  on 
-  American  soil,  655 ;  a  plot  for  the  dismemberment  of  the 
Union,  656;  cause  of  the  declaration  of  war,  656;  it  is 
said  France  inveigled  us  into ,  the  war,  656;  the  war 
might  have  been  declared  even  if  the  Orders  in  Council 
liad  been  repealed  earlier,  657 ;  it  is  said  Great  Britain 
has  always  been  willing  to  make  a  satisfactory  arrange- 
ment on  the  subject  of  impressment,  653 ;  what  cause 
which  existed^or  declaring  the  war  has  been  removed  ; 
659. 

"What  is  the  object  of  this  vast  military  force  ?  660 : 
retrospect  of  the  last  eight  years,  to  show  how  riiuch 
gentlemen  have  been  mistaken  and  disappointed  in  their 
views  of  foreign  policy,  661;  the  picture  of  impress- 
ments has  Ibeen  too  highly  coloi^d,,668;  in  that  section 
of  the  TJnionf  where  two-thirds  of  the  seamen  come 
from,  there  is  an  overwhelming  opinion-  against  thenar, 
663;  the  controversy  seems  broright  to  a  single  point, 
663;  it  is  supposed  this  Is  the  anspicaOus  moment  to  as- 
sert our  rights,  664 ;  the  opinions  of  the  m^ority  have 
undergone  a  strange  revolation,  664  ;  the  conquest  of 
the  British  provinces  doubtful,  665 ;  physical  andimoral 
evils  resulting  from  your  measures,  666 ;  some  observa- 
tions on  the  bill  itself  666;  none  can -deny  tiie  propriety 
of  defending  the  country,  666 ;  objections  to  the  farther 
prosecution  of  the  war  examined,  667 ;  contrariety  of 
opinions  respecting  Canada,  668 ;  none  but  cowards  cal- 
culate on  the  cowardice  of'  their  foe;  663;  the  war  was 
improperly  commenced  and  is  unnecessarily  conlanued, 
669 ;  examination  of  the  causes  as  they  existed  at  the 
commencement  and  exist  now,  669;  the  claim  on  the 
part  of  Britain  relative  to  seamen,  6Td ; .  tljis  claim  ex- 
amined, 670,  671,  672,  673;  the  points  made* in  debate, 
impressment,  the '  right  to  e^atriate,  the  right  to  nat- 
uralize, and  French  influence;  675;  a  distinction ■1)een 
drawn  throughout  this  debate  between  the  rights  of  a 
man  who  cultivates  the  soil,  and  one  who-  follows  the 
seas,  675 ;  every  attempt  to  settle  the  quesfion  of  im- 
pressment for  twenty  years  has  failedi<676;  it  is'-said 
that  It  is  the  abuse  of  impressment  of  which  we  com- 
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plain,  676;  Porcupine  paper,  676;  all  agree  that  we 
ought  to  'fight  for  the  rlgUtstof'  our  seatTicn,  why  not  all 
join  heartandlititid  todoso,-678;  this  haa^beena'tfiost 
trntoi'tiinate  Government  ueevcf  existed;  every'tbing 
h&fi  gone  wrong,  678 ;  bill  ordered  to  be  engrossed,  679. 
Question  on  the  pawage  of  the  WII,  679;  the  army  has 
'  becrt  represented  as  dangerous  to  the  liberties  of  the 
connKry,  679;  what  hB^^e  beeti  the  propositions  lierpto- 
fore  made' by  our  Government  to  Great  Britain?  679; 
equitable  as  they  were  bH  were  rejetited,  -eSO;  for  every 
I  Brttfsh  seaman  obtained  by  impressment  a  number  of 
'  ■  'AffiOTlcans  have  been  made  victlimaf  fiSiOj^lhe  change  of 
'  '  Adminifitrnrtion  inlbrmer  years,  681.;  characters  of  the 
two  contending  parties^  681;  course  of  the  &u«cfiflsful 
party,  682  ?  proceedings  of  onr  Government,  688,684; 
■     the  Orders  in  Oonncil  'constifented  no  insurmountable 
obstacle  to  negotiation  between  this  country  and  Great 
Britain,  685;  If  the  President  bad  made  that  repeal  a 
basis  of  nogotlatien,  every  man  In  the  country  would 
-    have  hailed  him- as  the  restorer  of  peace,  686;  the  ruler 
'    iyt  France  has  tamed  with  contempt  from  your  recla- 
mations,' 686;  what  atoiiement  has  been  made  fbr  tiiese 
insults  and  'Injuries^  686;  the  Indian  wars  on  thC'  fron- 
'     tier,  €86;  haS'  this  subject  been  Inquired  irfto,  687;  a 
word  on'  the  subject  of  impreBsraeiits,  687 ;  Great  -Brit- 
ain Tfttherthan  surrender  the  right  of  impressing 'her 
own  'seamen^  will  nail  ber  celors  to  the  mast  and  go 
down  with  them,  688 ;  th^  lies  f  n  a  small  cotnpass,  6S8 ; 
•    what  was  the  offer  made  to  our  Governitient  by  the 
British  Ministry  f  688;  the  right  of 'gearahi  does  exist, 
-and  ha^  beeu  acknowledged  by  idl. nations,  689^  the 
French  doctrine  in  relation  to  impressment,  689;  aathor 
of  the  Newberg  letters  to  command  your  array,  -690 ; 
caa  the  force  contemplated  be  obtained ;  will  it  accom- 
plish the  end  propped,  and  wiH  it.  be.  an  economical 
^orce  ?  696;  the  groundB  taken  by  the  opponents  of  this 
bill  examined,  691, '€92;  what  is  th.e  object  of  this-de- 
batoj  694;  to  thwirt  the  -final  success  of  the  war,  €94; 
all  the  arguments  of  t^e  opposition  have  been  directed 
to  destroy  the  union  and  zeal  of  the  people,  694;  but 
:'    Bay  our  opponents,  as  they  were  opposed  to  th^wor,  so 
they  are  not  bound  to- support  it,  694  ;<  but  we  are  itold 
that  peaCe'isin  our  power  without  a  favthi^.^prosecu- 
tion  of' the  war,  694;  itissald  we  ought  to  offer  Eng- 
.  '  '  land  suitable  regulitloilson'thiisBQbject  to  secure  to  her 
the  use  of  ber  seamen,  695;  will  the  intended  effect  of 
the  opposition' be  produced?.  695;  gentlemen'  are  con- 
'..'jaredito  bring  this  debate toa  closev696;  the  success 
Against  the  Canada^  'doubtful,  696 ;'  mortifying  to  see  the 
'•    conduct  of  .thfe  enemy  Tindicated  and  palliated,  696 ;  the 
several  heads  of  discussion,  introduced  in  this  debate 
.     '^nsidered^  697;  wJiatisa  just  andi necessary  war,?  693; 
^L   what  did  an  elevated  >fit^eBS  of  character  and  ,conduct 
}   'require  of  this  nation  when  war  wa3>declaiiedf  699;, pop- 
ular opinion  was  not^a^inst  this  ^par,  700);  impressment 
alone  i  would  have  •ultimately'  produced'  war,  ,70,Q>;  all 
public  lawj  It  is  said,  bas-^denled  the  right  of  espatria- 
•     tion,  701 ;  bill  passed,  702.    >Sa«  /n^cfeas,  vols.  1, 2,  3. 
Ateet,  Daniel,  Eepresentative^om  New  Tork,424i  677. 


B 


^^ON,  EzEKiEL,  Eepresentative  from  MassacbUsetta,  86, 
■/  '124, 187,  815,  424,  578;  supports  the  resolution  for  im- 
^  ,,jncdiat6  measures  to  liberate  American  prisoners  in 
,  parthagena,  95;  6ffers  a  resolution  relative  ti)  petitions 
' .  respectiiiig  the' Presidentiaj  election  in  Massachusetts, 
,     105  j^  on  a  vote  of  approbation  of  the  conduct  of  the'fex- 


ecotlvo,  12(7.;  oa  Miranda's  el8pedltion;,J44;  r«portftjWla" 
tiv«  to  obflliengse&j&Dd  !d(Uel«)'191;^4^^P9t  the  j^tHion 
of  Kli^abetb  H^nllto];)^  2l:5.;i  on  reduetjoojof  js^m^vy, 
244;  against'tift&admiBsioAof  Mieeiastppl,  S^i\-iti^,pny 
of  the  armyf'<6623  againat' encouragemant  to  .|>;|4]Kf^eer 
(    captures,  704,    See  lindea^  Vi(»li&'.   ,i-.j  ■>;i><-'.i  ^.     ,- 

BAQt/si,  MousTJOY,  fiergeaat*at-Aj;raB  to-tbe  S^qi^^  408. 

Bainbiiujoe,  Williaji,  letter  relative  to  tbe^capturciof  the 
frigate  Jdva,  717^i  ■    ;    ,  ^ . 

Baxsb,  JOBir,  Bepresentative  from  YlrgiJjfa,  42{^  577^  on 
'  the  location  of  a  military  aiwdem^  S8X.  .-■"    :       ^ 

Banh  of  Hie  VifiUed  States^  dividends  on  etock  of,  188;  eap- 
Stal  of  brancl^es^  188 ;  «xpeneee  .and.  Jose^,  ISS ;  report 
'-.onv216..'ji-,''''  -■-■.■  ■  .  :     ^.  .  .,■>, 

£anJc  t(f.  the  United.  Siate8. — In  tJbe  Honset  report  onitba 
memorial  of  t  the  stockJboldvrs  «f  tiifi  Uidted  igt^s* 
Bank,  215. 
/«  ^eTWZte.— rPetitlon  of  the  Pre«ide|it  and  Directors 
-  for  a  renewal  of  their  charter,  252;  bill^to  fncoQ)orate 
the  subsorfbers  considered^  266^;  mpve4  to  &trlkeoq.tihfl 
flrstisection,  in  ovder  to  try  t)i$  prjooipl^  2^ ;  rq^ns 
of  the  committee  for  :iieportiiig  the  bill,  266 ;  Congress 
haa  pow;er  to  pass  flueb  a  bill,  266 ;  powers  panted  by 
fthe  eighth  seetion  of  Wte  first  wtlclp,i266;  th^  enumera- 
tion of  certain  powers  exclude  all  other  powers  not 
onumerated,  this  point  es^mioed,  267;  not  ~^rae  when 
applied  to  -esprees  grants  of  power*  strictly  incidental  to 
Bome  original  substantive  power,  267 ;  subject  examjjied, 
267;  It  is  said  Congress  can  exercise  no  power  by  XfapU- 
cation,  yet  can  pass^aIL  J^jra  necessary  to  carry  thexijn- 
stltntlon  into,  effect,  267;  the  power  .to  create  tJieSu- 
preraeCourt  must  be.derived  byJuoa^caUon^  2C8^ex- 
,  jpilained  by  ran  example,  268;  according  to.  the  construc- 
tion given  to  other  parts  of  ^h«  constitution^.  Congress 
has  the  right  to  incorporate, a  ba^X.to  jenable  it  to  man- 
age the  fiscai  concerns; of, idie  natdtyn,  ii68~;  the  law  to 
erect  light-ihQUses  Is  ^ot-a  law  to  regulate  cqmmereo, 
269 ;  it  is  said,  tbeadvocates  of  a  ba^^  dj^err»uong  them- 

.- ,  selves  in  fixing  upon  ihe  general,  power  to  which  the 
right  to  create  a-bank  is  incidental,  .269>no-maia  ven- 
tures to  dedare  that  a, bank,  is  not  necessary,  27Q;:this 
is  an  apparent  objection  to  thecopstltntictn^  argtuncnt, 
270:  the  medinm  ^t  State  banks^  270;  the  meai^s  by 
which  the  constitutional  powers  may.bA  carri^,into 
effect,  may  vary  If  tbe  powers  da  niot,.^;0;.tl)e^i|}Qtion 
tO'Strikeout  goesto-tbe  entire  destrvotipn-^of.the  bill, 
271;  the  usefalness  of  the  present -bank, admitted^  271; 
tchat  is  the  state.of -the.  baok  in  this  city,  271 ;.  thecon- 
dnct  of  tbe  bank,  has  beea  honorable,  liberal,anfl,iippar- 
tialt  271 ;  inevery  instance  where  it  possessed  the,abiiity, 
it  has  met  the  wishes  of  the  government^  271^  ^It  is  said 
these  stockholders  have  enjoyed  a  l^oonibr  twenty  years 
from  which  all  otbers  have  been  exclu^ed^  272;  it.isim- 

'  possible  to  devise  any  written  system  o/Gov^rmnent 
whi(di  aft?er  a  lapse, of  time,  extension  of  empire,  &c.. 
shall  heable-to  carry  its  own  provisions  into  operation, 
henxjo  the  necessitgf  of  lmplie4'Qr  resulting  powers^72 ; 
whence  do  you  get  tlw  right  to  erect  custom-hpug,es,  ^ut 
as  an  implied  power,  2?2^  want  of  power  to  grant  an 
act  of  incorporation  has  ever  appeared  fcha  most  up^und 
and  .untenable  objection,  272 ;  the  -situ^t^pn  of  tbis  bank 
on.  the  expiration  <of  its  charter,  ,and.tb^  effects .oi^gthe 
community  conseguent  upon  itj -273;-.the,  amonijt,  of 
Bpecifl  in  the  United,. States,, 273;,  eff^qts  whiph.  tl^c'fUs- 
solution- of  tlje  bank  will  Jiaveon  the  revenue  and^cal 
concerns  of  the  country,  274;  will  your  money  wben 
colle<2ted  be  safe  in  the  State  banks  ?,274 ;  iriksopi^e  to  op- 
pose a  law  which,  has  been  in  existence  t!TV^t^,y;.§^rs, 
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and  aoqtiieet:ed  in  bytheState  Afid  General  Govern- 
ments, 275;  i&bas  bcJeff'Sftidgithat  it  is  the  fashion  to 
eulogize  the  coastittftion,  275  ;  Ifittr^onld  be  6hown<that 

-"Ihtte  had  Tieetf  aberrations  by  Congress  from  the  enn- 

'  'itierated'pbwcrs  sit  the  constttutiOBf  would  it  be  correct 
to  use  those  aberrations  as  precedents  ?  276 ;  the  present 
constitAtioti  Vas  adopted  as  a  renaedy  forthe  non-com- 

'  plfance  of  thfr  States  with  the  requisitions  under  the 
Articles  of  Confederation,  277 ;  the  present  CFoveminent 
isin  its  nature  and  character  ia  government  of  enumcr* 
ated  powers,  reserving  all  unenumerited  to  the  State 

;•  GoVGrnments,  or  to  the  people,  277';  " to  provide  for  th^ 
common  de^nce  alid  general  Welfare,"  explained,  277; 
these  terms  contain  no  grant  of  power  whatever,  butare 
ufied  to  express  the  ends  or  objects  for  whlfeh-  particulai' 
^ants 'of  ^ow^r  were  given,  278;  instances 'of  aberra- 
tions from  the  enumerated  powers  examined,  278 ;  erec- 
tion of  fight-'Bouses;  '278 ;  teiistom-honscs,  278 ;  these  two 
powers  indispensably  connected  with  and  subservient  to 

'-^jarticnlar  ennmerated  powers, '273 ;light-houfies  among 
the' common,  necessary,  &nd'|)roper  means,  forthoTegu- 
lation  of  commerce,  279 ;  is  the  incorporation  of  a  bank 
of  this  character?  279 ;  the  defj^hig^  manner  of  theaigu- 

''  ments  advanced  in  favor  of  the -renewal  of  the  charter, 
has  occasibaed  thfs  debate,  in  order  to  avert  the  passage 
of  an  unjustifiable  law,  280 ;  it  is  said  that  this  has  been 
made  apOTty  question,  although  the  first  law  passed 
prior  to  the  formation  of  parties,  280 ;  explanation,  280 ; 
the  pointed  difference  which'  has  been  made  between 
the  opinioiis  and  iuBtmcti9ns  of  State  Ife^slatnres,  and 
the 'opinions  and  details  of  ■  deputations  from  Philadel- 
phia, 280;  the  new  and  unconstitutional  veto  which^his 
bill  Establishes,  281 ;  the  Vagrant  power  to  erect  a  bank 
afber  having  v^andered  throughout  the  whole -constitu- 
■  tiori,  has  b&en  located  on  that  provision  which  author- 
izes Congress  t6  lay  aftd  cbllect  taxes,  281 ;  suppose'' the 
cbnstitutibn  had  been  silent  as  to  an  individual  depart- 
ment df  tWs  government,  could  you  under  the  power  to 
^  lay  and  collect  taxes,  establish  ajuditaary?  281;  what 
is  a  corporation  such  as  the  bill  contemplates?  232;  the 
States  have  the  exclusive' power  to  regulate  contracts, 
282 ;  what  participation  has  this  bant  in  the  collection  of 
the  revenne  ?  283 ;  the  operations  of  the  Treasory^De- 
partment  may  be  as  well  conducted  without  a  bank  as 
with  one,  288;,  the  management  of  the  landed  system, 
283 ;  it  is  said  the  constmctioil  given  to  the  constitution 
has-been  acquiesced  in  by  all  parties,  283;  when  gentle- 
men attenapt  to  carry  this  measure  on  the  ground  of 
acquiescence,  do  they  forget  that  we  are  not  in  West- 
minster Half?  284;  the  doctrine  of  precedents  applied 
to  the  Legislature^  is  fraught  %ith  the  most  mischievous 
consequences,  284 ;  not  empowered  by  the  constitution, 
norboundbyanypractlceimderitto  renew  the  charter 
tb  this  bank,  284;  all  power  may  perhtips  be  resolved 
into  that  of  the  purse,  by  whbm  is  it  wielded  ?  284 ;  the 
Duke  of  Northumberland  is  said  to  1)6  the  most  consid- 
erable stockholder  in' the  bank,  283;  the  principle  here 

'  involved  is  most  important;  it  is  no  less  than  whether 
we  shall  surrender  to  the  State  Governments  the  power 
of  collecting  our  revenue,  and  tely  upbnthe  old  system 
of  requisitions,  285 ;  the  bank  has  answered  the  most 
sanguine  expectations  "of  its  authors,  285;  we  are  re- 
quired to  discard  the  leissons  of  experience,  to  try  some 
new  scheme,  285 ;  we  are  to  ruin  many  innocent  and 
unoffending  individuals,  and  derange  the  finances,  and 
Jbr  what  ?  286 ;  it  is  a  contest  between  a  few  importing 
States,  4nd  the  people  of  the  United  States,  286;  it  is  a 
contest  between  the  Mends  and  enemies  of  the  federal 
Gonstitation  revived,  286 ;  if  we  yield  to  the  States  the 


coUection-jof  onr  revenue,  ^whjrf-wUl  remain  of  our  Fed- 
eral Government  ?  286;  it  will  be  a  political  fiction,  286 ; 
hostiHfey  to  the  Union  would  prompt  to  join  the  hue  and 
cry  against  this  institution,  286 ;  it  is  said  that  debftt^e  is 
useless  on  tMs  question,  287;  to  form  a  correct  opinion 
'wemustrcti'b&pect  the  defects  of  the  old  government, 
and  ascertain  the  remedy  wiich  was  anticipated  in  the 
present  constitution,  237 ;  the  great  cause  of  the  in- 
cfficiency'^of  the  former  was  owing-to  ite  dependence  on 
the  States  for  the  means  to  carry  its  powers  into  effect, 
287;  the  present  constitatfon  was  framed  with  ample 
authority  to  pass  all  laws  neci^sary  and  proper  for  the 
attainment  of  its  objects,  287;  erroneous  impressions 
''  have  arisen  fro  A"f  gnorantib  of  ihcts  relative  to  the  -prac- 
tical-fiscal operations  of  the  government,  287;  tho  power 
to  create  abank  is  not  derived  by  imi^ication,  287 ;  the 
Conventlbn  granted  to  the  nfew  Government  in  express 
snd  unequivocal  language,  ample  authority  to  use  all  the 
means  necessary  and  proper  for  the  attainment  of  the 
ends  for  which  it  was  instituted,  287;  the  question  of 
constitntionahty  depends  upon  facta  dehors  the  instru- 
ment, 2S7;  if  it  be  a  fact,  that  a  bank  is  necessary-and 
proper  to  effectuate  the-  le^tlmate  powers  of  govern- 
ment, then  our  power  ia  expre^,  and  we  need  not  resort 
to  Implication,  237 ;  endeavor  to:  prove  this  to  be  a  fact, 
287;  the  erection  of  a  bank  by  the- Congress  of  1781, 
287;  the  opinion  of  General  Haitfilton,  2S8 ;  character 
of  the  Congress  of  1781  stated,  288 ;  authority  of  "Wiash- 
ington,  288;  the  cry  iSjj"  down  with  the  bank,jbn£zah 
for  the  party !"  288 ;  sound  interpretation  of  the  words 
"  necessary  and  proper,"  289 ;  those  opposed  to  the  -bill, 
predicate  their  arguments  upon  tho  probability  that  the 
State  banks  will  answer,  this  is  an  admission  of  thfe  ne- 
cessity, 289 ;  congeniality  between  a  bank  and  the  col 
lection  of  our  revenue,  289 ;  the  repeated  sanctions  the 
bank  has  received  from-  different  Administrations  i? 
strangely  accounted  for-^' 290;  whence  was  derived  9 
power  to  pass  a  law,  laying  an  embargo  without  limita- 
tion, 290 ;  twelfth  article  of  the  amendments  to  the  con- 
stitution considered,  290 ;  it  ts  not  pretended  that  our 
fiscal  concerns  could  be  managed  with  gold  and  silver, 
290 ;  if  the  bant  Is  removed,  the  Secretary  of  tho  Titeas- 
ury  must  nationalize  the  bank  paper  of  the  great  im- 
porting States,  291 ;  charges  of  British  influence,  291 ; 
the  embarrassments  at  Fhiladelpbiarlt  is  said,  could  not 
liave  b6en  occasioned  by  the  bank,  292 ;. Kentucky,  I  am 
onl^  thine,  292 ;  former  bourse  of  proceeding;  in  regard 
to- the  principle  of  a  bill  and  its  details,  292 ;  .the  course 
of  the  press  on  this  subject,  292;  it  is  flaid,<^that  this 
question  is  discussed  on  party  grounds,  293 ;  a  view  of 
the  beginning  and  operations  of  the  bank,  2!13 ;  no  demo- 
crat has  been  admitted  as  a  director  of  th^  institution, 
-except  in  New  York,  294;  petty  mischievous  Intrigue 
for  carrying  measures  through  Gongress,  294;- for  what 
do  merchants  form  a  part  of  tie  bank  deputies.^  294 ; 
what  did  meehanics  here  say  ^relative  to>  granting  rthis 
charter?  294;  there  is  scarcely  an  evil  which  has. not 
been  attributed  to  the  embargo,  and  which  is  not  now 
with  as  little  justice  attributed  to  thenou-Tenfe^ral.,of. 
the  charter  of  the  bank,  294 ;  if  not  renewed,  difficult  to 
obtain  loans,  it  is  said,  ^^ ;  instructions  to  Senators, 
their  force  discussed,  296 ;  a  State  has  not  a  moral  right 
to , violate. th^, constitution,  and  cannot  give  it  to  her. 
Legislature,  nor  the  Legislature  to  the  Senator,  296 ;  tho 
primary  question  ig,  whether  the  General  Government 
when  it  firat  came  into  operation,  did  not  possess  the 
power  of  CTeating  a  National  Bank,  .296 ;  to'  aiiswer  this, 
let  us  inquire  whether  tHere  was  any  possibility  of  ear 
rying  into  effect,  with  any"  tolerable  convenience  'and 
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advantage,)  fiho '  BflVCTftl  prOvlsloiiB  of  the  cdn8tHfution,j 
1    unless'this  power  oxlsM,  297  j  it  IB  admitted  by  ill  thotj 
the  agency  of  a  bank  nffdrds  the  greatest  facility  andj 
seourity  of :  any  'ploji  that  flan  be  devised  fbr  the  eoUec- 
tlon  of  a  revenue,  and  Its  transmission  to  the  Treasury, 
297;  other  admiislons'stated,  297;  the  conseqnonce  which 
fbUows  from  these  admissions,  297 ;  if  Congress  dndri  pos- 
aesscd  this  power,  what  hos  taken  It  away  P  297 ;  toureate 
this  bank  is  said  to  be  legislation  \fy  implication,  298 ;  it 
is  said  the  corporation  will  be  a  mohopoly,'093 ;'  anticl- 
''  patedidnn^ers  of  erecting  corporations,  298 ;  a  violation 
of  the  constitution,  however  solemnly  sanctioned  or  long 
endured,  can  never  becomerlght,  299;  difference  in  the 
present  case,  299;  recapitulation,  299 ;  rule  of  constmc- 
..  tion  in  construlngithe  constitution,  when  legislating  on 
.    e^nmerated  powers,  80O;  the^  authority  to  grant  this 
I  a-  charter  is  found  in  section  seven,  clauses  llrat,  second,  and 
last,  SOI ;  meaning  of  the  words  "  necessary  and  proper," 
,  .  801;,great  stress  is  laid  on  that  amendment  which  says 
"all  power  not  expressly  granted,  shall  be  retained,"  &c., 
> ''8Di;'itiacasy  to  ptove  that  the  broad  grant  given  to 
■  ;i  Congress  to  legislate  for  the  District  of  Coliimbia,  in  all 
cases  is  restricted  and  paled  in  by  the  constitution,  802 ; 
.  this  power  to  chartera  bank  Is  expressly  granted,  S02 ; 
it  is  necessary  and  proper  for  carrying  into  effect  another 
general  power  to  borrow  money,  802 ;  no  arguments  yet 
advanced  to  prove  that  this  power  is  an  original  and  sub- 
stantive, and  not  a  derivative  or  implied  power,  803 ;  to 

-  determine  ifa  measure  is  just'and  proper,  we  must  con- 

-  sider  whether  it  has  a  jnst  or  useful  reiatiou  to  the  ^nd, 
803;  of  all  -depositories  banks  are  the  safest,  808;  it  is 
asked,  why  not  confine  the-dnty  of  the  bank  to  collect- 

^i.iag  the-' public  revenue?  803;  QoDgress  are  to  devise 
means  most  sure  ain<3i  expeditious  to  borrow  money,  808 ; 
the  safety  and  facility  'of  commercial  operations  are 

) '  greatly  promoted  by  ageniial  cnrrinoy,  804;  16  is  said 
Washlngtcn  doubted,  804;  objections  offered  by  Mr. 
Jefferson,  304 ;  remarks  of  Hamilton,  804 ;  consequences 
of  destroying  the  bank,  805;  distresses  which  will  fol- 
low, 805;  answer  to  objections,  805,  806;  the  prompt 

']  and  secure  collection  of  out  revenue  is  principally owin^' 
to  the  inSUence  of  the  bank,  807 ;  other  otdections  ex- 
amined, 80T;  objections  to  the  construction  6f  different 
clauses  of  the  constitution  examined,  808;  it  is  said  the 
history  of  the  States  will-  show  that  the  bills  of  credit 
speoifled  in  the  constitution,  -were  those  only  which' 
were  a  legal  tender  in  the  payment  of  debts,  "809 ;  fur- 
ther debate,  810 ;  vote  a  tie,  811 ;  remarks-  of  the  Vice 
President,  811 ;  gives  the  casting- vote  against  striking 
ont  the  first  section,  811. 

In  the  Bouse.— am  to  renew  the  charter  of  th4  Bank 
of  the  United  States  considered,  885 ;  moved  to  strike 
ont  the  first  section,  385 ;  motion  -intended  to  test  the 
principle  ofthe  bill,  335;  Congress  possesses  no  power 
to  incorporate  a  bank,  338 ;  even  If  possessed,  it  Is  Inexpe- 
dient to  exercise  it,  835;  ruin  to  the  merchants  and  em- 
barrassment to  the  government  would  not  be  paramount 
to  sustaining  the  several  obligations  of  supporting  the 
constitution,  885 ;  reason  of  the  construction  given  by 
various  persons,  886 ;  this  is  in  its  nature  obnoxious' 
alarming  in  Its  tendency,  and  its  influence  irresistible, 
335 ;  parts  of  the  constitution  which  hear  an)  onalogy  to 
this  subject  stated,  886 ;  does  the  establishment  of  a  bank 
come  within  their  meaning?  386;  It  must  be  shown  that 
the  bank  is  necessary  to  the  operations  of  the  govern- 
ment, that  without  Its  aid  our  flscol  concerns  cannot  be 
managed,  887;  two  things  necessary  to  insure  the  sta- 
bility of  the  government-avoid  every  measure  that  will 
produce  uneasiness  among  the  states  or  that  will  extend 


•  the  jurisrtietSbn  of  thfe  government  to  stibjects  ptirely  lo 
oal,  837 ;  has  not  the  bank  produced  serious  alarttf?"837 ; 
the  abuse  of  the  com*enlcti(i*  of  obtaining  limns  Is  mirS> 
dreaded  thw  any  other  evil  which  win  follow  thlsWrfa?- 
ure,  838;  thi«-l»  the  most  i'mpoi'tantsnl}JeCt-iiit()n"W-hlch 
■this  Ooili^ese  i^iH  be  required  to  act,SS8;  conricctloS 
sabsistlng  between  the  agrlcnltural  and  comntferciiir  t^ 
tcrcsts,  889 ;  enlightened  l^gl^torshare  entertained  but 
one  opinion  on  this  subject  both  in  this  country  and  Eu- 
rope, 839;  titilltyiof'boaas  cannot  be  dimbtcd,  ggsl 
prosperity  of  the  country  attributed  to  this  active  Capi- 
ta! which  has  'bjwlted  Indndtry-i,  840;-  ncconimodatlons 
fbrnished  by  the  bank,  340  {  ^ncipal  portion  6^  the 
trade  and  business  of  the  tjnion  has  been  conducted  on 
a  paper  medium,  840;  pat  dtrwn  this  bank' and  how  are 
yonr  revenues  to  be  calt«ct«d,  840  •;  this  is  nttt  the  time 
or  place  to  Inquire  whether  banks  are  beneficial  oW  not 
to  the  nation,  841 ;  the  sectloit  adnifttlng  of  ad'  liicrbase 
of  the  capital  stock  a  very  dangerous  feature, '341 ;'  the 
'  Articles  of  Confeddration  and  the  present  constitution 
do  not  differ  as  regards  any  power  delegated  by  the 
states  to- Congress,  342;  Interpretation  of  the  constipa- 
tion, 842;  experience  shows  that  the  decisions  of -Con- 
gress vary  with  the  men  who'  compose  that  body,  and 
cannot  be  cited  as  settling  a  principle,  843.  '^-^ 

This  bill  aims  a  deadly  blow  at  some  of  the  best-prin- 
-■  cipleb  of  the  constitution,  348 ;  this  Mil  assumes  thfeex- 
ercise  of  legislative  powers  which  belong  «xcla9lTefy  to 
the  State  Governments,  843;  one  ofthe  most 'serious 
dangers  this  government  Is  threatened  with,  is  the  ten- 
dency to  produce  collisions  between  State  and  Federal 
authorities,  844 ;  the  great  line  of  demarcation  between 
the  powers  of  the  two  Js  well  understood,  844;  axioms 
lald-down  In  discussing. Oonstitutlonal  questions,  845; 

-  sufficient  to  call  upon  the  advocates  of  a  bank  to  ihow 
Its  constitutionality,  846 ;  argument  of  Hamilton,  845 ; 
the  federal  government  is  said  to  be  Bdicrei^'wltK  re- 
gard to  all  the  objects  for  which  that  government  was 
instituted,  845 ;  this  is  a  petitlo  prlncipii,  845;  it  is  Aid, 
the  bank  Is  an  innocent  institution,  346 ;  one  of  I&i-most 
obvious  and  distiaguished  characteristics  Is  that  it  ex- 
empts the  private  property  and' persons  of  the  stock- 
holders, 846;  Jt  authorizes  the  stockholders  to  toko 
usurious  interest,  ^46;  this  bank  incorporation*  possesses 

-  other  qualities  at  war  with  the  Jaws  of  the  se-vcral  states, 
84G ;  It  is  contended  that  the  nght  to  incorporate  a  bink 
is  delegated  to  Congress,  and  five  or  six  diflfefeat  ipro 
visions  of  the  constitution  are  referred  to  as  giving  this 
right,  847 ;  the  very  clrcumstanee  of  so  many  different 
heads  of  authority  is  conclusive  evidencb  that  it  has  no 
very  direct  relation  to  any  of  them,  847 ;  the  "  sweeping 
clause,"  847;  Hamilton's  mode  uf  reasoning,  847-;  it  is 
contended  that  the  right  to  Incorporate  a  bank  Is  inclu- 
ded in  the  power  to  lay  and  collect  taxes,  847 ;  no  man 
ought  to  complain  of  the  weakness  of  a.  government 
whose  powers  may  be  reasoned  vp  by -logic  like  this, 
847 ;  the  constitution  is  not  a  mere  designation  of  ehds 
for  which  the  government  was  establishe*,  leaving  to 
Congress  a  discretion  as  to  the  means,  848 ;  it  is  con- 
tended that  the  right  to  Incorporate  a  bank  is  impliBd.in 
the  power  to  regulate  trade  between,  the  states,  848;  it 
is  said  to  be  included  in  the  power  to  borrow  money, 
848 ;  absurdities  Into  which  this  doctrine  of  Implloatton 
leads,  849 ;  it  is  said  to  be  necessary  to  the  regular  tnd 
successful  administration  of  the  finances,  849;  one  or 
more  state  banks  in  almost  every  state,  849 ;  it  fs  said. 
If  the  bank  would  be  constitutional  -without  the  exist- 
ence of  the  state  banks,  it  would  be  equally  so  with, 
849 ;  question  to  strike  out  the  first  section  carried,  850 ; 
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note^  ^P^pjia^sage  of  t)i&  f>i^  in  tiiV  Hoi^e,  8S0 ;  note, 

■  iSL    ^/jMi^Tpts,!,  2,3,/ ./,    ,,  ., 
jSajikrvpt  4^ct. — See.fit^ltx,!fo\i%      ,,,:■.-.. 
Ba»P,|)E!^WD,,  Bepre8i8ii{iilii,T;«,  from  Pe»n8.ylTani»,  8«,  124, 
j',  .;?^,81&,424,57T.    ^6/»sd«»,,T0lflja,,a, - 

B^REEB,  Joseph,  K^pr^seQtetiv^  from  Massachusetts,  36. 
^ASBT,  '^^^i,iAM  T;,  l^preseiitutiyQ;  from  Keutuety,,816; 
.,  ,  oUrrtlie  a^^i^^O'^*^^  ^^  Territory  of -OrJeaDS  as  ft'State, 
'[.tSW.      ,,.  ,   _        -  -     :■..'_  ,.  .'■■•■. 

BtAJBTi^TT,  JosuH,  Bepresentatire  from  New  Eompdiire, 

■„m  •  -       '■    -•-'-■ 

Passf.tt,  ^iTBWBLi.,  Representative  from  .Yiiiginia,  36,  125, 

, ,  ^8T,r816, 424,  677  ;  OB  the:  number  of  seamen  in  the  na- 

,- ,  :val  service,  228^  urges,  reform  in.  the ,  eNpen&et  .of  the 

navy,  231;  on  redu^Uon  in  the.  navy,®39i  2^;  on  the 

«Iaim  of  Jilatthew  Lyon,  426.;    on  encouragement  of 

■  ,  I  privateers,, 531;  on  prize  money  to  the  officer^  and  crew 
...  of  the  Constitution,  593 ;  on  the  imprisonment  of  Amer- 
ican seamen,  504,  595:;  .in  &vor  of  a  naval  establishment, 
603;  on  encouragesment  to  privateer  captures,,  703;  on 

, ,  privateer  jiensiona,  704  , ,  S6e_  frtdem,  yoL  8. 
Battunat  ifmn  Orleans,— la  g6wte,.meniorlal  of  Edward 
Ltringston,  presenfced  and  referred,  US.  ■      . 

In  the,  abiM»."TBeBolBtion  to  refer  the  subject  of  Ulj^e  to 

the  Attorney  General  for  him  to,eoUectite3timony,*c., 

,,  148;  the  true  coarse  is  to  give  the.paities  the  right  of  ap- 
peal from  lie  Orleans  courtto  iSapreme  Court  of  the 
.UnLted  States,  148 ;, important  law  points,  involved,  148 ; 
,  the  battare  claimed  is  in  the  bed  of  the  river,  148 ;  what 
could:  the-  Attorney  General :  do  In  the  cosef  148  j.ifhat 
inllnenoe  was  his  opinion  to  have?  148;  impossible  to 
see  how  an  individual  having  property,  in  wMch  he.was 
put  in  possession  in  1804,  by  a  judicial  decision,  could 
be  dispossessed  of  it  in  1807,143;  this  battare  never  was 
claimed  as  private  property  until  after  it  came  Into  pos- 
1  session  of  the  United  States,  149 ;  nothing  new  toiefer 
a  subject  to  the  head  of  a  department,  149 ;  a  constitu- 
tional  diffloultyin  the  case,  149 ;  has  Congress  the  power 

.,  .todoeids  the  validity  of  Uus  claim?  149 ;  has  Congress  a 

■  .right  in  order  to  determine  the  title  to  landed  property, 
to  refer  it  to  any  tribunal  whatever  f  149 ;  admitting  all 
this  to  be  true,  it  does  not  apply  to  th?  present  case, 
149;,  the  question  is  whether. it. is  public  property  or 
not,  149 ;  question  examined  on  the  ground  of  the  right 
of  the  citizen,  150 ;  if  a  ioitizen  is  put  in  .possession  of 

,:  .propertyby  adecreeof  acourt,and  afterwards  dispos- 
,^sessed  by  military  power,  where  .should  he  comeif  not 

1  .'to-this  House  to  diiim  redressMBO;  this  claim  should 
never  be  confounded  with  the  Yazoo  claim,  ISO;  iho 

' ,-  doctrine.rowWuwi  tempua  occurrU  reipubUecBy  is  a  dan- 
gerous one,  150 ;  the  present  case  stated,  151 ;  is  there  a 
precedent  for  this  transaction !  151 ;  the  President  has 
not  carried  the  law  into  effect,  151 ;.  the'  act  of  1807 
contains,  two  clauses  beating  on  the  subject,  152;  if  there 
has  been  any  viohition  of  righ^  it  was  in  the  passage  of 
-'thelaw  under  which  the  President  aotedf  152 ; ■  resolu- 
,  tions  offered  in  the  House,  191 ;  laid  on  the  table;  192 ; 

I  -  bill  to  provide  means  to  ascertain  the  title  considered, 
223*  various  amendments:  considered,  223. 
BiTiBD,  Jambs  A.,  Senator  from  Delaware,  26,  121,  1T6, 

-  264,  403,  571 ;  leports  to  Senate  a  bill  for  a  National 
Bank,  183;  moves  an  amendment  to  the  bill  to  ^enable 
the  President  to  take  possession  of  the  country  east  of 
the  Perdido,  818 ;  against  the  declaration  of  war,  418. 

-  See  Jndex,  vols.  2, 8. 

BAtsiraa,  "WrLUAM,  Eepresentative  from  Massachusetts,  124. 

Bibb,  Gboege  M.,  Senator  from  Kentuoky<  400,  670. 

Bibb'  Wiluam  W.,  Eepresentative  from  Georgia,  86, 125, 
188,  816,  425,  577;  on  the  ordinance  of  1787, 42;  on  the 
ordinance  of  1787,  46 ;  on  the  bill  relative  to  batture  at 


New  Orleans,  223 ;  on  the,  admission  of  the  territory  of 
Orleans  as  a  State,  320, 824 ;  on  Indian  affairs,  423 ;  on 
the  British,  intrigues,  616,,519i;. against  the  renewal  of 
Whitney's  patent  ri^t,  533;  on  war  taxesj  715.  See 
-,  ./TMieaSjTroli  8.  '  ^  .  .  : 

BiDWBLi.,  Babnabcs,  437 ;  netti  487.    Sea  Index,  voL  8. 

.^IGKLOw,  Abwas,  I^epzesentatlve  from  Massachnsetts,  317, 
424,  577 ;  against  the  admission  of  Mississippi,  352 ;  oa 
commercial  intercourse  with  France  and  Great  Britain, 
886 r  on  imposingadditional  duties,  588. 

£ill  Uf  prment  abuse  of  privilegefi  enjdyed  by  foreign  mln- 
.  iaters,  169.    . 

IfeLACpLEDeB,.Wii.iiiAM,;SBepFesentative  from  North  Caro- 
lina, 8«,  4ii5,  57*  8eeIiidea,ii<A.K 

Blaisdell,  Daniei.,  Bepresentative  from  New  Hampshire, 
124, 187,  316  J  against  the  admission  of  Mississippi,  352 ; 
on  commercial  iQtei;oourse  with  France  and  Great -Brit- 
ain, 877. 

B{.AKB,  .JoH5,  jr.,  Bepresentative  from  New  York,  36.    See 

./tKJmJi.VoI.  8/     ,:  -,       -ii.;-. 

Skmh  baUoitiShall^t/l^  be  emmted  f— In  the  House  on  elec- 
:.  .tionfor-Speafeer.twoblankballota  were  cast,  shall  they 
:,:b,e  counted?  125;  blank  pieqes  of  paper  cannot  be 'xson- 
sldered  as  votes,;  125;  instance,  the  election  for  Presi- 
dent in  1801, 1.25;-is.there  tobe,a  Speaker  withotkt  an 
election  ?  125 ;  the  committee  report  that  no  candidate 
hasama^.ority.,125;  the.Speaker  may  become  President 
and  preside  over  the  destinies  of  the  >  nation,  125;  no 
I     .    analogy  w;ith  the  i  Presidential  election,  125.;  establish 
such  a.  precedent,  and- it  may  put  an  end  to  thisgbvem- 
mont,  founded  on  the  principle-  that  the  majority  shall 
govern,  125 ;  motion  for  a  new  ballot  carried^  125. 
BiBECKBB,  Haemasus,  Eepresentative  from  New   York, 
424,  577 ;  on  -imposing  additional  duties,  540 ;  against  the 
^  embargo.bill,  550;  on  the  objects  of  thewar,  644. 
BI.QUNT,  Thomas,  RepresentatiYe.from  North  Carolina,  86, 
.-425;  on  a  quartermasters, department,  477.    See  Iit^x, 
vols.  1,2,3. 
Boone,  Daniel,  petitlo.n:0^  707. ,  ':    ■ 

BoTO,  Ad^am,  Eepresentative  from  New  Jersey,  36, 124, 187, 
,  815, 424,  577 ;  on  the  batture  at  New  Orleans,  149 ;  sup- 
ports petition  of  Elizabeth  Hamilton,  215 ;  on  the  re- 
'    ,  daemon qf  the  navy,  242;. on  foreign  relations,  460 ;  on 
the  bill  laying  an  embargo,  544,  545 ;  on  an  additional 
military  force,  626.    See  MOex,  voL  8. 
BoTiB,  John,  Eepresentative  from  Kentucky,  46.    See,.  M- 

<Zeai,T0l.3. 
.Beablbt,  Stephen  -E;.,  Senator  from  Vermont,  8, 118,166, 
250,, 400, 576;  appointed  President  yro  tern,  of  the  Sen- 
ate, 26 ;  on  a  recess  of  Congress,  412.    Seeilndex,  vols.  1, 
2,3.,, 
SreacJi  of  i'T^m/^f^e.^-Eeport  of  committeerelative  to  the 

letter  of  I.  A.  Coles,  204.    See  Indem,  voL  2. 
Beeckeneidoe,  James,  Bepresentative  from  Tiiginia,  126,. 

187,  315,  424  579. 
Bbent,  Eichabb,  Senator  from  Virginiaj  38, 118, 168, 252, 

.400, 670 ;  on,a:B3nk  of  the  United  States^  295. 
Bribery. — See  IridesB^  voL  1. 

SrigOidier  Generals  oddiHtmal. — ^In  the  House  the  bill  to 

.   authorize  the  President  to  appoint  additional  brigadier 

generals  considered,-  651 ;  if  these  officers  are  intended 

to  command  the  militia: the  bill  should  not  pass,  561; 

-    .Governors  of  States  better  acquainted  with  quaMcar- 

tions.of  the  militia  olficers  than  the  President,  661;. 

.:iwlia.t  spirit  can  be  in  the  people  to  submit  to  this?  651; 

no  necessity  of  more,  generals  for  the  regulars,  551 ;  if 

this  bill  passes  our  government  .will  be  as  bad  as  that  of 

,.  .Great  Britain  before  the  revolution,- 651. 

^IQS  AM,  Elijah,  Eepresentative  from  Massachusetts,  424, 

577 ;  on  rules  and  ordeis  of  the  Hou£e,  471 ;  on  imposing 
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)  ;»dditloaal  duties, Ml;  qnan  additional ' mlllfaiiy.iorca^ 

•  .6ai.     .      '     .  (  iiM  ,,',^.- I' .  ,'• 

BHU»!i  lniri0iMa,—Uemage  from  the  President  toi  Con  J 
gttaa,  wltli  cortsin  documents,  showing  tbali  through 
the  Brltlsb  Minister  a  secret  agratwas-empdo^ftdin  cer- 
!  ,t»in  of  ,the  Btatcs,  fomentlngdlsafSeotioq  to  the  anthoil-' 
ties,  and  in;  intrigues, to  the  disaffeeted,  .OOSjJetteT  of 
•  -..Mr.  Henry  to  Mr.  Monroe,  wlthi  the  documents,  606; 
,  ...letter  of  the  ■Secretory, o£  the.  Governor  otih^  British,' 
/If  wprevinoes  to  Mr,  .-Henry,  omploylog  him  as  a  secret 
Bgent,,  606;  letter  of  general  instmctlonsto  Henry  by 
I  ...  his  employer,  607 1  credontialiCrf  Henry,  507;  answer  to 
■  .  the  Secretary  accepting., the.  omployDienti  607;  answer 
;        to  the  letter  et  instructions,  60S ;  letters  of  Henry  to  the 
.Governor  General,  from  Burlington,'  Windsor,  Amherst, 
and  Bsston  and'  Montcenl,  61S ;  letter  nf  Mr.  Henry  to 
Mr.  Feel,  with  fl  memorial  to  Lord  Liverpool,  for  com- 
pensation ibr  services  rendered,  614 ;  letter  of  Mr.  Feel, 
containing  the  answer  tdlihe  memorial  5U;  report  of 
Sooretary  of  State,  relative  to  persons  connedted  with 
Heniy»616i*       '         ■  f'  ;  ' 

Motion  to  print,  61&;  protest  against  otiribating  the 
^  ^  ifientimentfrextttcssed  in  these  letters  as  belonging  to  the 
federalists,  .to ^citizens'  of  Oonnecticnt^.  515 ;  no'confi- 
.,-:  dencein  the  statements,  616;  afuU  inTestigation'  ought 
to  bo  bad,  516;' the  > papers  are  honorable  testimony  in 
- '- 1   ;fbvor  of  the-  eastern  section  of  the  Union,  516;  what  is 
,    thA  fact,  616 ;  serioua  consideration  should  be  given  be- 
fore such  gross  abuse  of  any  section  is',pnbli^ed,  617; 
papers  roalonlated  mdrelyto  pnt  the  -people  on  their 
gu^diagainst  emissaries,  61'Ti;  they  ^ow  the  deepihos- 
r   -,;,tiiiiyi'of  this  iforeigii /power 'to  our  government,  517; 
British  Ministers  bave^  at  some  lieriods  -0f  their  lives 
V.<  is.ibeen  employed  on  snob  business, '617;  extracts  from  let- 

■  M'ters  of 'Mr.  Erskine,  617;  a  division  of  the  Union -is  not 

A  new  subject,  '518 ;  -these  dt>cumentB  will  e^liibit  to  the! 
American  people  'what  sort  of  a  nation  we  bave^to  deal 
-with,  5la;.  is  the  information  useful  to  us,  518 ;  the  sub- 
ject should  be  followed  up  "withi  a  fnil  and  prompt  ex- 
amination, 618;  ^nodiiference  of  opinion' in  sn'pporting 
the  integrity  of  the  Union,  619;  motion  to  print  agreed 
?  to;  615;  Mr;, Henry ''has  done  service  to  this  country  by 
this  communication,  and  ought  to  be  protfecfed,  519 ; 
'  .qnestioitd-Cferred  to  the  committee  on  ibreign  'Telatious, 
with  authority  to  send  for  persons  and  paperi,  SM;  let- 
ter from  the  British  Minister  dis'elaiming  ail  knbwledgd 
of  John.H'enly's  asserted,  mission,  622;  report  fromthe 
'  ■  teiimnittee  on  foreign'  rebrtions  relotlTe  to  these  disclos- 
ures, 524;  7U)j«,  525.  ,,  ,,    -'     ,.  ,: 

-Britieli  Minister,  eimOtid  of,  in  ihi  Senate,  resolutions 
relative  to,  reported,  169;  bill  relatiilg,  to  privileges  of 
foreign  ministers  also  Reported,  169 ;  Tesolntions  approv- 
ing the  conduct  of  the  Executive,  in  tefasingto  bold 
any  further  communication  with  Mr.  'tTacUoSr  consid- 
ered, 169 ;  peculiarities  of  our  Government,  170 ;  the  re- 
-  fusal  of  the  Executive  may  lead  to  war,  yeti'Gongress 
done  has  power  to  dfeclarfe' war,  170 ;  Congress  should 
'  'express  its  opinion  on  the'  act  of  the  Executive,  170  • 
this  is-due  io  the  people,  170 ;  it  is  d'ue  to  the  Executive, 
170;  will  the  President  have  the  co-operatldn  of  Con- 
'  gresB  1 170 ;  It  is  of 'Haticnial  importance  that  the  'Will  of 
Congress  should  be  expressed,  171;  would  the  conduci 

'->     ef'Greiit  Britain  be  very  different  under  these  different 

'  conditions  of  the  people  and  the  government,  171 ;  did 
any  fJiBajfle' ever  gaini  any  thing  by  dissensions  f  171; 

'  "'■■  never  wrong  to  join'  the  standard  of  your  country  in  a 

■  Var  -with  fbrclgn  nations,  171 ;  are  the  ftcta  stated  -In  the 
t  ij  I'resolntton  supported  by  the  correspondence  1 178;  letter 

'  ef  Mr.'Ja(!kBonii7»;  whit  doesit  amoout  totlTS;  Uu> 


Insult /Is  gross  and  outrageous,  17^;  oithw  ex^repaions 
exaaiined,4T8, 174;. duning's  course,  VH^HMtt,  facts 
«r« Jneti9ed  bytbo  correspondence,  wliat  cam  prevent 
ooaolmlty  on  thepreitentocoasion  ;,i:6.i.ardeE«d>(f)  third 
reading,  176;  passfldj,  176,  ._,,,„  ,  ,  ,. 
,  Jnthtkjlofuse^ — An- Important  paper  beadedr/'Circu- 
,  )ai,'''haa  notbeenr(i»qi<BHnlcat(eil(»,jCosgrem,192j, reso- 
lution, calling  os.(b»  i^ceeiden):  for  a  copy,  Me  ;i  despatch 
of  Mr.  CanidngnSlso  «8Hedi»>r»)l»a;  improper  j(i»i«all 
upon  the  President  for  tbat'whicb  cannot:  be  ofSctaUy^ln 
big  ip(»sea9tioniil93 ;  a  «o(>y  In/Seoretaty's  office,  108 ;, mo- 
tion eartied,,19!{;  other  papers  called  forv  192;■,(*CiIlCU- 
lar  "  of  Mr.  Jackson,  ie3.  ,,i  ,  ,1 
J  The  ^rstque^lon  involves  tbo.veiacl^  and  dignity 
of  tbO'  Amoriean  Government,  andlihe  reputation  of  a 
British  Envoy,  and  in  some  degree  tbe  Britieib  Ministry, 
193;  origin  of  the  mission  tma,  6re«t  Bri^in  to  the 
United  states,  198;  wtiat  were  tho  drcumstaoces'  jvbich 
,  ebaracteriasd  its  progress  andtenainattcm?  194;  i(  such 
were  the  circumstances,  does  not  tbe  occasion  require 
that  tbe  American  Government  take  a  firm  Wld4ecided 
stand  096 ;  tbe  presenilis  no  time  tor  causeless  criinina- 
tion  of  our  Government,  195;~  the.  .terms-  offeredrto  us 
are  not  honorable  and  re.ciprocal,  195;  the, resolutions 
.  rendered  pecnUat^y.  important  by,  the  occasion^  195; 
there  is  more  than  a  presumption  that  Mr.  jErslj^^xe  had 
tbe  power  to  enter  into  the  arrangement  be  made,  196; 
what  did  tbe  President  know  of  bis  powers  ?  196 ;  did  he 
know  that  Mr.  Erskine  li&d  not  full  power  ?  196;  it  was 
not  bis  duty  to  know  that  be  hajl  not  full  powers  ?  19^ 

Motion  to  postpone  indefinitely  tbe  resolution  appi^ov- 
Ing  fbc  conduct  of  the  Executive  relative  to 'the  British 
Minister,  considered,  197;  tlie  resolution  unnecessary 
and  pernicious,  197;  ,it  descends  to  a  style  of  exjlression 
unworthy  of  the  country  and  the  dignity  of  its  Govern- 
ment,.. 19^;  it  loo^  toward  war,l&8;  a  restilutlon  of 
'  approbation  agamst  all  e.xamplq  for  the  last  eight  yea^ 
198;, some  doubts  Whether  tbe  majority  were  the  same 
party  as  in  former  years",  199 ;  tbe  rijibt  of  approbafton 
implies  the  right  of  disapprobation,  199 ;  it  is  proposed 
i^V'thls  solemn  assembly,  representing'the  Amencan 
'  people,  shall' descend  from  its  dignity  to  lifter  a^nst  an 
individual  tbe  language  of  indignation  and  reproach,  199; 
this  is  to  be  done  under  pte^nce  of  asserting  their  rights 
and  viiidicatlng  their  ^ongs,  200 ;  it  is  no  slight  respon- 
sibility wblcK  this  ffonse  Is  about  to  as?umo,  200;  all 
the  other  questions  agitated  in  fbis  debate  dwindld'lhto 
,  insigniflcance,  200 ;  no  speaker  yet  has  taken'  tlje'prec;^ 
ternis  of  the  Resolution  OS  tbe  basis  of'blsargumebti'^OP; 
the  resblntibn  ^haf^z^,  200 ;'  it  assorts  that  a  ceifiSa 
idea  is  conveyed  wliich  is  Indecorous  and  insolent,  200; 
■what  is  this  idea!  201;  what  are  tio  expressions  in 
wiicb  it  is  conveyed  ?■  ^01 ;  parts  of  tbe  letter  exaiuined 
in  -which  the  idea  is  conveyed,  201 ;  a  corroborative 
,yiewof(iheisubject,  202;  recapitulation,  203;  tlie  rcsolu- 
tibn|merely  respects  tbe  conduct  of  the  British^  I^voy, 
204;  it  is  not  an  answer  to  a  message  from  t^e  President 
qf  tbe,Unit|^d  8tates,'205 ;  it  is.not  a  declaration  it  w^r, 
205;  tbe  correspondence  between  the  British  Minister 
and  tiie^Amet;ican  Secretary  examinedi.2()5;  the  whole 
civilized  world  a  spectator  of  tliis  .disc'ussibp^  205 ;  res- 
.  ,Olution. ordered  to  be  read  a  third  time,  20.6;'  aiithorities 
tosho-w  the  C(^mp9tens^  of  Mr,  Jlrsklne's  powers,'^; 
Erskine  never  enlertained  a  (lon1>t  of  tbe  competency  of 
'  lis  "powers,  206 ;  extracts  from  his  letters,  207;'  tbs 
Brll;ish  government. ,coyld  not  disavow  the  acts  of  ita 
Minister  without  incurring  the  charge  of  bad  faith,  2i)f; 
past  transactions  reconsidered,! 207;  this  Uieasnro  will 
fix  a  stain  on  the  American  chacooter  and'hazatd  the 
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^    e(>^ritryito-'chei^fa:dfli»SgfitiQ^s,*98;-the.lott6rft«f5Jack- 
■    ■  wndo  not<»utflinih&Qi§Qltlm5^ted  tO't^ein,309;  thei 
i^i^jjiisaH  &xaintned,ii2«9Gj>:v^,J^fr  -*^ere  fhe-.circTanstances, 
upon  which  the  Kins  justified' hi94fisavo'w^?S09;  the' 
^-''wani'-'of  authoFityiii'^M'Ej  Er^ne-aSMgned'aS  the  sole^ 
f'  ^gToumi,  210;   IctUrofui^heresamiBed,  '210;  thd  insult! 
rfw..-jBxpiained away,  SlOl'tesdluUonpassad,' 211. 
IfeO^ir,  James;  SeBatof  from  LoT^dknSy  d73.-       "  '-  ''"^ 
"Bii<>WNj  Jofli*;  Ebpreseritati*^-  from  Miaiyland,  124^  188.        I 
BSO"W^,  0BADiAH,'€lscfced'Chap5aki^f-the  HoMe,  ST.  ■■ 
BfiowN„EOBBBT,  Represenfia-tlv^^from  P^iin^lYaQi£,46, 124, 

187,815,424,577.    See  l7ide(e,y^ls.-%h,-^^''  '<       i^' 
'BuEWEDL,  "WrttrAir  A.,  Repro8eiftativflJ!fr^raTi^&iia,  86,1 
135;-19r,  815,  ^4^  594;  onOan  extta^ssion,'103 -i  6u  per- 
tnl^iSigBwIedish  and  ^orttSg^eae  ■Vessels  to  load,  127 ;  on 
the  pe^tidO  fot  tt  division  of  4h«  IVfississlppt  l^ttitory^ 
141 ;    on  th6  Battaro  at  New  Opleane^  l48^'on  non- 
intei^arse  With  GteAt  Britain,  and  Ffanoe,  155 ;  on 
trade  to  the  Baltic,  205;  opposes  the-p<)9tp(mement  of  the 
resoluti<>n  relati-ve  to  the  apporHonment  of  representa- 
ti'on;^^;  on  the  Bank  of  the  ITifited  States,  885;  on 
'  'prlvatfeer-p'ehsions,'  704i  ■  Ss^  Index,  toL  3, 
BT7TLfiBi''Wii.xiAif^l8ep*feB6fltative  fftfm  South  Carolina,  187; 
■  naakes  a  report  ^>ri  th©  oondttc*  of  Gener^  Wilkinson, 
248.    See  'Index,  toI  8.  ' 


pAiaoxrs*  John  C.,  Bepresentatlve '  Sroin  South  Carolina, 
4^5,  577;  onfcirei^n  relations.  447  ;  ^^  tlio  case  of  Na- 
thaniel Rounsavell,  529;  on  mode  of  relief  of  Ca^ccas, 
532;,  makes  a  report  on  foreign  relations,  S54;  presents 
.a  -"ibilj,  d,eciajing  war  against  Great'  Sritain,  ,^54;  7on  an, 
additional  military  force,  693.  .  ,',        _    ^ 

Calhoun,  J^o^bph,  Representative  "from  SqVitJi.  Carolina,  86,: 

125, 187,315.  ,^66  77wS,Tol.a^^'^:"^^''''^'''  "''I"'' 
_  Campbell,  Alexandee,  Senator  frpin.Ohio,  176,250,400. 

"  <i^PBELL,|GEOEGB  'W ,  Representative  from  Tennessee,  86 ; 

on  submission  to.  tlie  late  edicts  of  i3nglan3  and"  France, 

~  ,   iS';' against  anaenaments-of  the  Senate  regairing  an  im-' 

mediate^armmg,  &c.,  of  public  vessels,  97  *  on  an  extra 

'  sessLonVlOS  ;  Senator  ifroni  Tennessee,  400^  566 ;  on  a  re- 

'-^ess  of  pongreB8,'4l2.    See  Mdex,  voL  8.  '*"' 

CiJiPBELL,  John,  Representative  from  Saryland,  87,  124, 

19^1,'  S20.    See  Index^  vols.'  2  and  8.    " 
CaeS,  rEANcis,  Eepresenta,tiv'e  from  M!assachuset6,'^7, 

■  CdraccaSjf  Relief  of. — In  tpe.House,  resolution  to  iauthorize 

tiie  President  to  procure  and  Send  flour  for  the  'inhabit- 
ants of  CaracpaSjSS?;  ,bett^;r"to  suspend  the  restrictive 
system  as  to  them,  532;  why  should  party  feelings  enter 
into_this  proposition?  532;  t^je'^mepdment  proposed 
-would  virtually  repeal  tlie,  ejn oargo, '532^;  no  necessity 
to  suspend  the  embai-^o,  532;  otKeramendmenb'o^ered, 
'58?;  resolution  passed,' 532  ;''4^(},6do'vpfe4  533-'  , 
Census  of  the  Union. — See  Index,  yoi.  X      '    '  '    '   ' 

■  Ckambeelain,  Jo.hn  C,  Sepresehtatiye^&om'New  Hamp- 
':''''>hire,'i2^,"18t,'8l6;]  ^ '"     \      _    '  ""\  [        ",  '.  "' 
^ckAitBERLrN,"WiLLiAM,  lECpresentative  ^f-om  Termoht,  124, 

"'^    18T,8r^-,  '^eeIndex,Yoi'i'."'^   '/','       '  '  '''- 
Champion,  EpAPHEopiTD'a,.Eepresentattve  from  Connecti- 
cat,'S6, 124,187,  315;  424,'6T1'    ^^/Twfeoj,  vol.  8. 
''CflAMPLiN,  Cheistophee,  Senator  from  filiode  Island,  176, 
'"      253.    See  Index, -vol.  2,      '  '  , 

"Chauncet,  lsAA.0,' letters  to  t£e  Secretary  of  the  N&vj,  572, 

'■678.  -     ■  ■■-'  =  -'  ;.■• 

Cheves,    Langdos,  RepresemtaM-Te  from  Soutii  Carolina, 
425,-577;  in  iiivor  of  a  naval  estabUsfamenti  477;  on  an 


:-  iadditibiial  military  i&rce,  697;    on  encouragement  to 
privateer  captures,  704 ;    reports  a  bill  to  authorise  the 
issue  of  l^redsury  notes,  706;  on  war  taxes,  715.   -■■'''- 
ChIttoncen,'- MAETIN4  RepvcsentatiTO  froia  Yei^e^ttt,  36, 
-       124, 187i'516,424j577t^^fr/7K?«B,' Tola    -     -^   .Ji 
Clahkson'S  ERstdry  of  Slavery  presented  to  Congri^^,  112, 
C£at?^He»et,  86na6orJfrom  Kentucky,  177,252;  on  the  bill 
-     relatt'^e  to  non-intertsourSo^  with  France.and  Great  Brit- 
ain, 177;  presents^etttioti  of  EUsha  Winters  for  re-ward, 
'^  fo*  causing  the '.deaths  of.  the 'Mi^issippi  Etver  Firate, 
:  184;  gives  notice  of  asMng  leave  to  iH'ing  in  a  bill 
Buj^lementary-  to  the  act  relativo'^to  the  Iplnil^iment 
of  certaJQ  crimes,  IBS';'  on  the  occupation  of  Florida, 
261 ;  on incor^ating a Bankoftho United Statds, 279; 
-  reports  against  ei^rteaiding'  the  charter  of  the  old^bank, 
>>   ,   81X;  r6{)oit5  &  bill  to  enable  >thO  President  to  take  pos^ 
no  BessionjQf  the-.  cOunlry  east  of  the  Perdido,  313 ;  -Kepre- 
:  sentative  from  Ketttnckyv ^5,577  J' elected  Speaker,  first 
sessign,^  12th  Congress,-^5;  addreas,  <^5;.onth& Statutes 
I'-  6fXiiinitation,-47o;  on  a  naval  establishment,  496  ;  offers 
an  amendment  to  the  bill  to  enable  the  peopleof  Mis- 
:'i  ^.stssippfto  form  a  state  Govenuiuent,  520  ;^  on-iHe  limits 
of  lAuisiana,  523 ;  in  ia  vor  of  the  bil]  -Ihylng  an  embargo, 
a.    :>543L;,on  an^additional  military  fbree,  SlS^aga.ixi&t  en- 
--  couragement  to  privateer. capturea,  703;  acknowledges 
yote  -oi  thanks  ^of  the  House,  719,    8^^  Index,  toL-^  3. 
Clay,  Matthew,. Eept-esentative  fromVirginia,  ST,  125, 187, 
815,1^4,577;  on  an -addition^- militfoy  force,  QVL    See 
^d«H,  vols.  2i>S.  '   :      !-. 
Clinton,-  Dewitp,  voted  for  as  \Presideirf!,  in  1813, 674 
Clini>on,  Oeobgb,  Yico  FreBident,:prraides'in-the  Senate,  8, 
116;  elected  Vice  President  in  1808,  27 ;  number  of 
votes  for,  as  President,  t27v-as  Vice  President^  37;  as 
Vice -President-gives  jcasting  vote  ^Senate  against  17. 
<:     Btates^i  Banls,  811;  takes  Seat  in  Senate  as  YicePresl- 
:  Mjdent^^400;  deceaseo^^Jl.    j&d /Ti^ea;.  vols.  1, 2, 8. 
Glqbton,  Johi^  Representatlvej  from  Virginia,  88, 187,  319, 
:  -    427 ;  en  non-intcreonrse  with  Great'  Briton  and  OPianc^ 

jliii,^  SeelndeXf  vd1&  1,  2,  3.      1  ,. 

Cobb,  Howell,  Representative  ifrom  Georgia,  125, 187, 815, 

.425.    SeelndeXiydLS..  v  ■      _■  u' 

CooHEAN,  Jaues,  Bepresentative<frpm.  Korth  Carolina,  135^ 
.J.    1187^815,  485,  580.  - --  ^   ...n..  ■.. 

Coles,  Isaac  A.,  letter  to^  the  Bpeakbr  of  the  House,  183. 

See  jTidex,  YoL  1, 2i .  .      '  j 

yCod^Msheriea.-^ See Index,YeLJl.  ,        j 
(hTmn^rc^^fftheMnMedStatea.rrr-Seel'nrdex^.yoLt. 
CoTToaviMeAB,  Select  JQSQ\u.tioiiiti\&^yB  to  formation  of^  426; 

membera  of,  in  House,  426. 
GompenaaUon  of  Ftesidepi'Ond  Vioe  Resident.— Sw  M- 

,  d&B,  Tols,  1, .3.  ,  - 

CoKDiCT,  John,  Senator  from  New  Jersey,  8, 118, 168,  352, 

400i    ^eaJndffiB,,Tol8..2,S. 
Co»iht,Xewis,  Representative  from  New  Jersey,  424,  57T. 
CotigresBi  second'  Session  of  Tenth,  8 ;  meeting  of  the  two 
.  - .  Houses  to  eonnt  Electoral  votes,  27 ;  adjournmfcnt  of 
second  Session  of  Tenths  114;  first  Session  of  Eleyentb, 
II61;  third  Session  of  Eleventh  Congress,  250 ;  third  Ses- 
sioa  of  Eleventh  Congress  adjourned,  812;  ac^oumment 
>  of  third  Session  of  Eleventh  Congress,  899 ;  commence* 
ment  of  first  Session  of  Twelfth  Congress,  400;  second 
,    Session  of  Twelfth  meets,  566.  j 

Sit^rO'  Session.  —  In  House^  motion  to  alt§r  the 
time  of  the  next  meeting  of  Congress,  101 ;  moyed  to 
strike  out  May,  for  the  purpose  of  inserting  Sep^mber, 
102 ;  this  is  a  momentous  crisis,  102 ;  country  in  a  situa^ 
tion  of  extreme  danger,  102 ;  Congress  should  be  con- 
stantly in  session  till  a  more  favorable  state  of,a£&u2S 
..  ,  .exists,  103 ;  npthlng  likely  to  occur  to  do  awaj  Ti^th  the 
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necessity  of  an  extra  scsston,  lOS';  why  BhonU  Con^eps 
come  here  at  the  time  proposed  f  102 ;  a  new'  I*ropldent 
comes  in,  who  will  4eslre  communtcotlon  wltli  bur  ifalh- 
Isters  before  the  meeting  of  Congress,  102 ;  occurreniici 
are  presenting  themselves  every  day,  requiring  some 
other  ground  to  be  taken,  lOB ;  a  total  abandonment  of 
the  oce^n  will  be  stibmission,  102;  ere  we  to  renew  ne- 
gotiation, when  every  circumstance  niahifests  thdt  it 
would  be  useless  f  102 ;  the  present  suspension  of  t'om- 
meroe  anel  discontents  at  tome,  are  siifAcient  reasons  for 
,  calling  Opngress  earlier  Jban  December,  108 ;  new  A'd- 
njiuistratioh  stduld  meet  Congress  as  early  as  possible, 
103;  war  the  only  means  't6  'secure  'the  interest  and 
honor  of  tjie  nation,  lO^ ;  reasons  that  Congress  should 
meet  in  May,  iQB :  is  the  nation  to  be  saved  fey  long 
speeches  f  103 ;  &rty-elghi  honrs  sufficient  to  pass  all 
laws  for  the  present  crisis,  103 ;  an  early  session  will 
contribute  to  tranquillize  the  minds  of  the  people,'103; 
If  peace  is  attainible,  we  must  have  it';' if  not,  then  war, 
108;  necessary  to  change  o'uV  situation  previous  to  next 
meeting  of  Congress,  108;  reason  of  the'lfear  in  .Great 
Britain  that  FarUameni;  would  not  meet  often  enough, 
104;  Congress  do  more  good  by  staying  away,  104; 
leave  ail  extra  session  to'  the  Executive,  104 ;  motion  to 
,  strike  ont  Ipst,  104;  bill  passed,  104 

In  iheSmaU,  resolution  oflered  for  a  recess  from  the 
29tiiof  Xprili  413 ;  Ordered  to  be  engrossed,  412 ;  moved 
to  fill  the  blank  witli  "  4th  Monday  in  June,"  412 ;  suf- 
ficiently early  to  take  measures  in  consequence  of  the 
expiration  of  the  embargo,  412 ;'  a  long  time  would  ac- 
cominodate'  better  than  a  short  time,  412 ;  effect  on  the 
public' mind  the  same,  412 ;  the  question  should  not  be 
decided  on  tie  mere'  ground  of  pergonal  eohreliience, 
412 ;  an  adjournment  for  any  length  of  time,  like  desert- 
ing our  posts,  4l2 ; ,  n6t'  deserting  our  posts,  413 ;  by 
staying  here.  Congress  cannot  expedite  the  measures 
.0!;dered,.418;  eighth  of  June  adopted^  413;  resolution 
parsed,  413. 

Contipctiaut,  vote  for  President,  In  1808,  27;  in  1812,678, 
TIL    See  index,  vols.  1,  2,  3.  '  '  ' 

Coiuiiitutiontmdi  Chterriere,  letter  from  the  Secretary  of  the 
,  J^^vy,.on  the,^ction  between,  598;  bill  tp' compensate 
.  the  piicers  and  crew  of  Constitution  frigate,  709 ;  con- 
sidered, 709, 710 ;  bill  to  compensate  officers  aUd  crew 
,  of,  considered,  717,  719.  ' 

Contested  Eleetions.'—See  Index,  vols.  1,  8. 

Corf{tioy^yetem, — In  the  House,  bill  reported  to  employ  pub- 
-^llcanned,  vessels  to  convoy,  the  lawful  commerce  of  the 
',  ynited  ^States,  225 ;  moved  to  discharge  the  Committee 
;^of  the  "^hoie,  226 ;  embraces  two  Imp'ortanf  principles 
,  ^t  to  Ive  discussed  in  committee,  226 ;'  Ojibtion  lost,  226. 

C<^OK,  Oechabd,  Representative  from  Massacbuse'ttsj  S0, 141, 
)^2;  in  favor  of  an  Immediate  arrblng  of  the  public  ves- 
sels, 97, 98 ;  on  ai^ditional  duties  on  English  and  Erehch 
'^  -^opds,  109. ,  See  index,  vol.  3. 

Cq,9;e;e,  Tboiias  B.,  Bopresentative  from  I^ew  York,  424 

,m.    ,  ,.  '  ,„  ',, \  .'  ^:\    .^    ;  ""    ,   ' 

Cox,' James,  Eeprese'ntative  from  ^ew  Jersey,  124, 187. 

Ceaig,  Sir  J.  ^.,  his  ii^tructions  t6  'jfobn,  Henty,  607.' ' 

Cea.wfoki>,  'William,  feepresentatlve  from  Bennsylvanla, 
"124,187,815,424,577.    ,   '  \       "' 

Crawtosd,  'William  H.,  Senatbr  from  Georgia,  8, 12li'j68, 
„^  2?0, 400,  666 ;  on  the  repeal  of  the  embargo  act,  ll'j'  on 
'rlnoorporjiting  a  Ba^ik  of  the  "United  States,  266,  805 ;  on 
'i  an  jn.crease  of  the  navy,  407 ;  ejected  President  ^ro  tern. 
;.Qf  the  Senate,,  409 ;  presides  in  the  Senate  as  President 
,  pro  tern.,  66B. ,' See  Index,  YOl.  S. 

O^ij^T,  Henet,  Kepresentative  from  Kentucky,  126,188. 

Ca^HJno,  Ui.,  extract  from  speech  o^  in  Parliament,  ISO. 


(MVA't'etDlgrinia  froA— irf IStii'df^  resolutlriil  relat!Vfe'"»i«;'^ 
I    oITored,  121 ;  referred,  122;  further  resolution,  122.*  "'' 
I       in  the  //o«»&— lilll'i'aatlv'e'tcrth^renil'^rtOH of  certkhj   ' 
'pcnarii'6sfeonsIderM;16S;  th4  blll.Tflrt'Opltllirl'of  Coirt'*^ 
j    of  South  Carolina,  ^08;  the  former  act  on  tiie  Imjibi'^ 

tlo'n  of  slaveB,468;  present' casB  directly  vlolatei(  that'" 
i    law,  163:  what  reason  for  enacting  thijj  law,  if  the'f)rli- 
c'iples  of 'the  laW  'of  I'SOl'wero  cotrert?  164';  this'ts'a '  ' 
case  of  a  peculiar  nature,  attehded  with  singillar  dt-cdi^- 
I    stance*!  164;  the' laws  of  Bdlith  Carolina  forbid  bringliig 
i  ''tho'sb  p'ersons  li'fo'  ffie  Stkxk,  184t  tlie  persons  trihging''''' 
"'th'em,  must  ^vfe  ibciirity  Vo  liafe  theiri  carried  bit, 
wlilch  could  hot  b^' don'e  unddr  the  non-intercourse  laW, 
164;'s!avesT)ronght  VoNewOHeanS,  1^';  the  bbje<cl« of 
this  bill  do  not  apjpiii'  on  the  face  of  It,  164 ;  bill  passed, 

^    1«5.       ■  ■  "    ■  ■       '"  '■        '    " '■  ■  "■ 

CtJLi'tPEit,  JOKH,  Eepreientatlvo  froiH  North  OaroHna,  S6. 

See  Index,  vol.  3.  i  .  , , 

Oumbei-land  BoOM;  report  on,  680.    See  Indm,  vol.  *      ' 
Cnsmira,  T.  H.,  Adjutant-General,  letter  o^  712. 
OoTTS,  Chables,  Senator  from  New  Hampshirfe,  25(>,  400, 

666.  .     ■  .'i."  ■  •-.     \.,      ■  <    ,      ,-\ 

Odttb,  Ejohabd,  JBepr*fle»t^tive,  from  Maasaehusetts,.,§6, 
124, 187,  815,  67i7  ^  moves  to  strikje.  out,;'  soventy-^q;^," 
and  insert  "frigates,"  606.1;  iSeei»<iM!„voiI«.,2,  8.     •,,, 

itASA,  Samitel  AV.;  Eepresentatfve  from  Connectiont,' 86, 
124, 187 ;  on  liecesslty  of  additional  revenue  cutters,  47 ; 
on  the  immediate  arming  of  the  public  vessels, fl&;  dii  a 
vote  of  approbation  of  the'  conduct  of  the  Executt^e, 
l23;  oh  prosecutions  for  libel,  184'^  on  amendment  to, 
137 ;  on  non-intercourse  wtth  Great'Britain  and  France, 
162,161;  on  an  investigation  of  the  ifevi^tioii  La^s, 
188;  on  the  call  on  the  Preeid^nt  for  papers,  192;  on 
tlie  toriJedo  experiment,  218,  220 ;  on  the  loan  bill,  227 ; 
on  reform  In  the  expense  of  the  Navy,  280 ;  on  reduction 
,  of  the  Savy,  248 ;  Senator  from  Connecticut,'  260,  400, 
670.    jSee  In4ex,  vols.  2,  8. 

Davenpoet,  John,  jr.,  Kepresentative  li-om  Connebticut. 
36, 124, 187,  815,  424,  577 ;  on  the  prbdebdings  on  count- 
ing the  electoral  votes,  105^ '  See'Mdex,  vols.  2, '3. 

Daviess^  Joseph  Hamilton,  Wofe^  435. 

PAyis,  Kogee,  Kepresentative  ^omPennsylvinfa,  424,  578. 

Dawson,  John,  Kepresentative  from  'Virginia,  36, 125, 1^, 
815>  424,  677 ;  moves  to  refer  the  letter  of  Robert  Fiilton, 
J  *!14 ;  ■  reports  on,  214 ;  supports  petition  of  Elizabeth 
'  Hamilton,  215 ;  oh  tbe  ratio  of  representation,  4S2;  on 
foreign  relations,  452;  on  tbe  Imrning  bf  Blcbmehd 
Theatre,  474;  on  the  petition  bflTi-sullile  l<ftins  at 'Nbw 
Orleans,  476;  on  the  limits  of  Loliisiana,  523;  offers  a 
resolution  of  honor  to  officers  and  seamen  of  the  CoH^- 
tutlon,  for  the  capture  of  the  Guerriere,  578 ;  on  cdiAj^n- 
^tioii  tb  the  officers  and'  crew  of  the  frigate  Censtltu- 
tion,  769.    S"e«  JMeO),  vols.  ^,  3. 

Deane,  Josi ah,  KepresentatlT'e  from  Massachusetts,  36.  See 
J7ldefl3,  vol.  3.  I    ■    .  I  ,., 

i>ehatee,  reporlittg  of. — See  Index^Yol.  2. 

Deoatub,  Stephen,'  his  letter 'to  t&e  Secretary  of  the' NaVy 
I     698. 

pefensive  Il^asures  against  (?i*eat  Britain,  itnder  John 
Adaim.^See  Index,  vol.  2.  '        ■■ 

i)c?<Mcarc,vdtefor  President;  in  1803, 27;  Iri  1812,  673,711. 
See  Index,  vols.  1,  2,  3.    '  '  ■  ' 

J^elegafes  frotn  Territories.-^Se^  Iridex,  vol.  1. 

])esha,  Jotel^H,  EeprSsShtative  from  Kentucky,  86, 125,1*7, 
I  818,  425,  577 ;  bii'subml'ssion  to  tbe  late  edicts  ofEng- 
I  land  and  France,  69 ;  on  Fbrdlgn  Eolations,  450 ;  on  an 
,     additional  military  foWfe,-  696." '  /See  Iitdm;  voti  8. 
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'424,017.",; '  ■";.;,,//^-,  "' ,    ". ,.,  '  .^'/-,  ',; 

Z)iy^y,c«8.i^^tjip  ji)isjtr;i,cfc  o^  Cp|uii^j:>ia^  report  on,  5j^,  ^^ee 

index. yoLz..    ,       '  .  ",        , 

Duff^,  Ti^m;a^  elepted  doorteeper  s^f  the  Hoijse^  126 ;  eiect- 

_^  ed  serge  ont-at- arms  to  tlio  jHouse,  425.   .    ,  ,     .    , 

Du^B^LL,  Pa24^l  M.,  !Eepresenta^;p;efroni  it^ew  Ujimp^iire, 
86  i  in  fcivor  o^f  iinmediate  arming  of  the  pablic, vessels, 
,,■^00^  on  aaextrft  session^  lp3i  ,^ /Wear,  vol  8. 
Duti&it  oil  Imports.— la  S^i^fte^b^U  for  iipposing  additional 
4fttipa  read  the, third  %\me^  8;l;^pi9tipn  to  postpone  tOjU 
.(distant  day,  81 ;  the  subject  is  ;&  comm^rdial  one  exceeii- 
ii^ly,  important,.  BJ;  the,  bill  can  the  i^vocated  only 
,iipon^  the  ground,  that  a  war  is  about  tp  eiisne,and  to 
prepare  the  public  treasury  to  sustain  its  prosecution^SS  ; 
but  neithorthe  one  nor^he  other  is- expected  or  ne- 
cessary, 32;  Gallatih^s  reports,  82;  the  measure  will  also 
be  both  unequal  and,  unjqst,  82 ;  .the  nft^  duty  will  ope- 
rate as  a  bounty  to  for^stallers  and.  speculators,  82;. bill 
passed,  82.         ,,,.  jj  , 

In  the  House. — ^The  bill  to  impose  additional  duties 
considered,  107  ;'^  motion  to  confine  increased  duties  t» 
goods  of  England  and  France,  109  ;  motion  loSt,  bill 
ordered  to  be  engrossed,  109.  r  -    :>    '  -    i  .  .-. 

Manufactures^  DomesUe. — In  the  House,  resolution  to 
lay  an'  additional  duty  on  c5arse  hemp  and  flax  consider- 
edf:428  j  cptton  ad^ed,  42S ;  ^tJie-proposLtion  shoul(Jjoclud.Q 
\^lJt^ie  domestic  ip^^ifftctores,  of , the  country,  428;  tiie 
present  a  fiiyprabJe  time  to  ;idctp,t  some  measures  to  en- 
■C^mrage  and  suppor,t,donjestic,raanufe9ti?'e^  428;  merely 
.  a  propositipfi  to  ii^truot.  a  conHnltj^^e,  428;  laid  on  the 
table,  42S ;  tik,en;up,  431 ;  ameAdm^i^t  lay^ijg  a  duty  on 
fj^l^ippyed,  431;  irregular  m^inner  of  .proceeding,  431; 
^^further  ,d,e;ha|te  on j^tli^,  practice  of  the  Hotise^  431 ;  ill- 
umed tq ,  tax  j^n  article  when  it  may  be  very  difficult  to 
pr^iwire  it,  431 ;  why  this  great  cry  a-bout  ^pmestic  man- 
ufactures ?  432 ;,  wh^t.wiji  J)e .the 'effect  of^taxiiig  salt, 
482.  -  -      -  -  '      -    .    ■-    ^  ^^  -     ^ 

.  In  tfie  ^0^6.— Engrossed  biUlaylng  additional  duties, 

53S  ;  tho  creation  of  a  public  debt  ought  to  ie  accompa- 

^  nied,,with  ]^he  means  of  its  extinguishment,  5S8;  this  is 

the  true  secret  of  rendering  public  .credit  immortal, 

;  ^^;  i_t  is  surprising  to  le^xn  that  doubling  the  duties  is 

I , the  only,  means  to  b^  ^rovjde^  for  this  purpose,  539; 

',/l^"will  bei  a  most,  onpopulaj  tax^  539;  itis  an  unjust 

measure,  539;  what  y^  be  the  consequence  of  passing 

the  bilU  539;  great  changes  ha;Ve  taken  place  slnbe  fhe 

]  adoption  of  the  present  tarifl',  540;  three  purposes  in- 

.-  tended  to  be  furthered  by  duties  on  imported  merchan- 

-  ^ise,,  540;  thp  objecti9ns  to  the  bill  are  palpable  and 
^  obTioiia,  540;, its  ^ndent^  to  promote  smuggling,  541 ; 

-thennfortonate  ppl^cy  adopted  jn,  ^806  has  destroyed 
the  purity  and  plevatipn  of  commercial  morals,  541  ^  a 
reliance  on  the  impost  as  the  means  of  supporting  the 
Tear  in  cpiinection  with  an  ab,ai^clpnnjent  ^of  th^  intern^ 
taxes,  teaches  that  oar  Government  is  unfit  for  the  pur- 
pose of  foreign  and  offensive  vf&Tj  541;  the  protection 

^.  an^  regulation  of  commerce  has  become  a  prime  object 
of  legislation,  541 ;  it  is  the  cause  of  war,  543;  this  in- 

-  crease  of  impost  is  %,tax  "which  will  oper^  unjusfly 
and  unequally,  542 ;  burden  on,the  people.ofth^  East- 
ern States,  542;  desirable  to, recommit  the  bill  in  order 
to  learn  the  sentiments  of  the  House  on  the  repeal  or 
the  partial  suspension  P<  the  present  non-importation 
ac^042;if  thi^  act. w^as  suspended  imd  we  had  a  trading 
an4  not  a  fighting  war,  we  .should  have  sufficient  reve- 
nue under  the  prei^ent  rates  of  duties,  543^  letter  of  Uie 
Secretary  of  th«!  Treasury  on  tiie  subject  of  revenue  Ex- 
amined, 544 ;  a  very  left-handed  way  of  encouraging  tie 


manufekjtur'esTor IhTs  cduntry,"543  ;"motTOh',tb  strike  "out 
thie  words  "one  hundred '"  before  percentum  lost,  543. 
(i^eJnffex,  Yols.1,'2,8."  '     \. 

Duties  <m  Tonnage.— Sep  Indeao,  voL  1. 


Eakle,  Ellas,  Eeprese'ntative  frorb.  South  Carolina,  425, 

,    577.  '  ;""'"  '"'   '       "     \, 

Meciorat  Votes  for  President,  exaxainaiion  aii,d  counting 

;  "^o^"27.'  '      /"         "       '  '"'■,    '  '", 

,  Opening  aUd  Cotcnti7ig.—ln  House, resoTutloif offered 

'  to  notify  the  Senate,  105;  it  is  now  proiwsed  that  the 
,  Senate,  coihe  to  Ihe  House,  and  that  the  Speaker  leave 
the  chair  to  make  room  for  the  President  of  another 

I  "body,  105;  such  a  proceeding  would  ""derogate  from  the 

!  '  dignity  if  not  the  rights  of  this  body,  105 ;  a  respect  we 
owe  ourselves  and  the  people  never  to  suffer  the  privi- 
leges of  tills  House  to  lie  diminished,  105;  in  counting 
the  votes  the  House  of  Eepresentatives  is  not  assembled 
as  a  distinct  body,  105 ;  propriety  in  this  course  because 
fcy  the  constitution  the  Vice  president  is  tp  open  the 
votes,  105;  moved  that  when  iHe  Senate  was  introduced 
'  the  Speaker  r'eiinquish  the  chair'to  him,  105 ;  propriety 
of  the  Pre.sideht  of  the-Sehate  presiding  at  a  joint  meet- , 
ing,  105  ;  as  regards  the  privileges  of  the  House  against 

,  :  the  claims  of  the  other,  the  ninth  part  of  ^  hair' was  im- 
portant, 1 05 ;  the  English  Commons  Pbtained  their  priy- 
ileges  inch  by  inch,  105;  if  he  comes  to  this  Hpuse,  tje 
.President  of  the  Senate  comes  by  courtesy,  and  can  as- 
sume the  chiur  only  as  a  matter  o^  fevpr,  lOB;  the  Con- 

'     fititu^ion  prescribes  the  powers  of  each  hody,  and  nofear 
of  encroachment,^  106;  motion  carried,  106;  votes  cou^"t- 
ed,  106;  counting  of,  573,  Til.    See  Tnd&B^  vols.  1,  2,  3. 
Mectors  of  PresideTit. — See_  Iitaex,  vol.  1. 
Elliot,  James,  Eepr«sentative  from  yerinoht,  S6.    See  In- 
dex^ vol.  3. 
Elliot,  jWbb  D.,  letters  to  the  Secretary'  of  the  Navy,  5T1. 

■     5T2.    :^  ;       ,-,  ,        ■  '' 

Ely,  William,  Eepresentative  from  Massachusetts,  86, 124, 
187,  315,  424, 577 ;  on  arming  and  classing  of  the  mlUtia,  , 
703.  '  See  Ind&Ci -voL  3. 
Embargo.— la  Senate  resolution  to  repeal  the  act  laying  an 
embargo  offered,  5 :  light  in  whidi  It  has  been  viewed 
by  Erauce,  5 ;  hot  a  measure  of  hostility  or  coercion  as 
applied  to  her,  5;  little  effect  on  England,  5;  cotfld 
America  expect  to  starve  "her?  0 ;  it  was  a  ferce,  6 ;  am- 
^ie  time  had  been  given  for  her  to  make  other  arrange- 
ments, 6;  what  accounts  have  we  from  there  ?  6;  they 
can  actually  piwcliase  provisions  cheaper  now  from 
other  places  than  they  formerly  had  done  from  nfi;,6; 
turn  to  ■another  article  of  traded  cotton;  6 ;  it  has  betsn 
said  a  want  of  this  article  would  distress  the  Britislr 
mahuia(ithrers  and  produce  clamor  among  them,  and 
hence  accelerate  the  repeal  of  the  Orderia  in  Council,  6 ; 
are  not  all  the  evil ,  consequences  anticipated  ftom  &e 
emTiifgb  likely  to  be  realised  ?  6;  Great  Britain  become  ■ 
tho  carriers  of  the  world,  these  carriers  will  supply 
themselves,  "6 ;  get  supplies  of  cotton  elsewhere,  6 ;  this 
embargo  instead  of  operating  on  those  n'&tions  which 
tad  been  vioTatihg  our  rights,  was  fraught  with  evils 
and  privations  to  the  people  of  the  United  States,  7;  it 
should  be  abai^doned  as  a  measure  wholly  inefficient  for 
the  objects  designed,  7;  some  tlionght  its  efficieAcy 
would  be  secured  by  adding  a  non-intercourse  law,T; 
this  idea  futile,  7 ;  the  tTnited  States  are  consumers  'of 
British'  products,  7 ;  what  had  patriotisin  really  ddfae  ?'  7 ; 
non-intercourse  law  cannot  te  executed,  T;  party  spirit 
shoutd'  now  have  been  laid  aside,  and  all  consulted  for 
the  common  good,  T;  if  the  spirit  of  commercial  sp^ectl ' 
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latiou  htw  ovurcQirio  ftijl  piitriptUm,  It  Is  tI;no  foreign  in- 
torcourao  fliiyuld  cousp,  7;  the  proposition  for  repeal 
'  hardly  morits  respect  or  serious  uouslderatlun,,  8 ;  ^  li^ost 
importftiit  subject,  dpoply  Impjlo^tlng,  ,(*nd  perljaps  de- 
termining the  fate  of  the  commerce  and  navigation  of 
this  country,  8;  our  commerce  l^s  unquestionably  been 
sufcjoct  to  great  embarrassment,  vexation^  and  plunder 
from  the  b^Iigero^t^  of  Europe,  8 ;  both  France  and 
England  have  violated  the  laws  of  nations,  8;  the  one 
,  prpfesses  to  relent  at  t^e,  Inconvenience  she  occasiona 
you,  and  the  other  In  adtTltipn  to  deprcjdation  and  con- 
flagration, treats  you  with  tjtio  greatest  disdain,  8;  their 
conduct  gave  rise  to  the  embargo,  8}  if  it  has  been 
proved  ,by  experience  to  be  Inoperative  so  far  as  regards 
them,  and  destructive  as  respects  ourselves,  it  should  bo 
repealed,  8;  t^e  propriety  of  this,  is  now  the  question, 
8 ;  three  points  naturally  to  be  considered,  8 ;  the  secu- 
rity which  it  gave  to  our  navigation,  and  the  protection 
it  offered  our  seamen,  its  fiffects  on  France  and  Great 
Britain  in  coercinf^  them  to  adopt  a  more  ju^t  and  hon- 
orable policy  towards  us,  ^he  effects  it'  has  and  may  pro- 
duce on  ourselves,  8;  it  lias  already  answered  all  that 
can  be  expected  in  regard  to  security  to  navigation  and 
seamen,  8 ;  its  longer  continuance  will  counteract  these 
objects,  8;  its  operation  is  nugatory  on  France,  9;  Its 
operation  on  Great  Britain,  9;  the  subject  should  be 
/  taken  up  with  coolness,  10;  It  Js  charged  that  there  is  a 
disposition  to  break  down  commerce,  for  the  purpose  of 
erecting  manufactures  on  its  ruins,  10;  the  charge  a 
mere  electioneering  trick,  19;  the  ground  is, taken  that 
the  embargo  has  prevented  all  our  commerce,  10;  this 
is  not  shown,  10;  operation  of  the  Decrees  of  France, 
;^0.;.,  operation  of  the  Orders  in  Gpuncil,  10 ;  a  tribute  re- 
quired for  license  to  tra^e,  10 ;  has  the  embargo  been 
productive  of  the  consequepces  expected  to  result  from 
it,  11 ;  it  has  not.had  a  fair  trial  in  consequence  of  mis- 
V  representations,  11 ;  has  the  embargo  operated  more 
upon  the  United  States  than  on  the  European  powers, 
11 ;  one  object  of  the  resolution  doubtle^  to  obtain  in- 
formation of  the  operation  of  the  embargo  throughout 
the  Union,  11 ;  the  sentiments  of  the  pepple  of  Georgia 
on  the  subject^  12;  effects  of  the  measure  on  ourselres, 
12 ;  the  produce  qf  the  lands  of  Georgia  lies  on  hand, 
12;  it  is  said  that  Great  Britain  will  find  some  source 
whence  to  obtain  the  supplies  she  has  heretofore  got 
,    from  us,  12 ;  the  cotton  interest  Is  willing  to  run  the  risk 
of  the  continuance  of  ihe  embargo,  12 ;  it  is  said  this 
measure  cannot  be  executed,  12;  it  has  been  so  far  exe- 
cuted as  to  produce  a  good  effect,  12 ;  the  charge  of  an 
intention  to  destroy  commerce  examined,  13 ;  a  disposi- 
tion to  make  this  measure  permanent,  13;  this  measure 
Intended  and  calculated  to  promote  the  .interests  of 
France,  18;  no  danger  from  war,  it  is  said,  except 
through  a  repeal  of  the  embargo,  18 ;  statements  in  re- 
lation to  the  present  views  of  England  favorable  to  the 
embargo  are  not  entitled  to  credit,  18;  cause  of  the 
^change  in  Mr,  Canning*s  language,  14 ;  the  Esspx  reso- 
lutions, 14;  how  are  these  orders  and  decrees  to  be  op- 
posed but  by  war,  except  we  keep  without  their  reach, 
14 ;  attempts  to  ridicule  the  measure  exposed,  14 ;  it  is 
said  that  if  the  embargo  is  repealed  we  can  carry  on  a 
safe  and  secure  trade  to  the  extent  of  nearly  four-fifths 
the  amount  of  our  domestic  productions,  14 ;  this  state- 
ment examined,  15;  if  the  embargo  had  not  been  laid, 
would  the  British  aggressions  have  stopped  with  the 
Orders  in  Council,  15  ;  if  the  embargo  is  repealed,  and 
our  vessels  suffered  to  go  ou,t,  it  will  expose  us  to  new 
Insults  and  aggressions,  16;  it  is  said  that  a  perseverance 
^^/dna  measure  opposed  to  the  interests  and  feelings  of  the 


people  mjiy  lead  to  opposition  aild  insurrectioj^^lS^'Tins 
is  an  argument  iTj.  ierrorem,  1^^  more  informi^tlon 
needed  on  this  B^J^ccI;,  10,;  bother  )if  the  pfoposjtlon 
had  expre^tjd  Indignation  at  the  injuripf  our,  Govern- 
ment had  rccelycd,  16;,sil!uationpftli6  jEuropei^n  )vorld 
lyhen  Congress  deemed  it  necessary  ,tp  pass  the  embar- 
go, 16;  prudpuoe  and  policy  d(c);atp4  this  measure,  17; 
tho  ntlssion  of  Mr.  Bosp,  17 ;  effects  of  the  measure  on 
the  cpnntr^,  18 ;  fe^lingf  ot  gentleinen  whp  once  pos- 
sessed the  power  of  the  nation,  but  bftve  now  lost  it,  IS; 
the  outrages  of  the  bclJIgerenta  should  hove  awakened 
such  iudignatlon  a»  to  suppress  these  fe^Ungs^  until 
some  mf  osurca  .could  be  devisud  to  meet  the  crl^s,^  18 ; 
the  greatest  Inconvenience  perhaps  attending  popnlar 
governments  stated,,  19;  two  object^  conteiu|>Iated  by 
the  embargo,  19;  the  first,  precautionary,  op^ra^ing 
upon  ourselves,  19;  the  second,  coercive,  opera^ng  TJpon 
the  aggressing  belligerents  19;  the  first  considered, and 
explained,  19 ;  effects  of  the  embargo,  20 ;  our  fatp  is  in 
our  own  hands,  with  union  we  have  nptM^g  to,  fear»20; 
danger  of  exposing  one's  self  to  thp  charge  pf  being  un- 
der British  (nlluence,  21 ;  the  patrons  of  the  miscreants 
who  ntter  theso  slandfirs,  inow  better,  21;  the  wrongs 
of  Great  Britain  to  us  tiitended  tp  be  removed  by  the 
treaty,  21- 

Enforcement  of  the  Emliargo^  bill  making  further^ 
provisipn  for,  reported,  21 ;  sections  of  the  bill,  21;  an  \ 
embargo  over  a  country  like  ours  a  phenomenon  in  tho     ^ 
civilized  world,  21 ;  opinions  relative  to  the  embargo,  21 
course  proposed  to  bo  pursued,  22 ;  this  bill  bears  m^rks 
pC  distrust  of  the  people,  entertained  by  the  Govemuicmt ; 
it  pla<^e8  the  coasting  trade  under  further  vexatious  re- 
straints, 22;  particulars  In  which  it  is  placed  under  the 
regulatipn  of  the  President,  22 ;  other  sections  Intrench 
on  the  ordinary  concerns  of  the  great  body  of  the  peo- 
ple, 32;  the  military  may  be  employed  by  agents  under 
this  bill,  23;  authority  of  the  marshal  competent  to  ex- 
ecute the  laws,  23;  further  objections  .to,  the  bill,  28;  the 
bill  presents  temptations  for  addressing  the  popular  sen- 
sibility top  strong  to  bo  resisted  by  gentlemen  in  ths  * 
opposition,  23 ;  thej  hav^  presentc4,its  provisions  in  an 
alarming  ^p.ect,^  23 ;  the  bill  contains  no  now  principle,  ^ 
every  provision  is  justified  by  precedents  in  pre-exist- 
ing laws,  24;  it  is  said  the  embargp  is  a  permanent 
measure,  and  its  effects  ruinous  at  home  and  ineffectual 
abroad,  24;  it  is  said  thQ  public  councils  are  pressing  on 
to  measures  pregnant  with  most  alarming  results,  24; 
the  great  principle  pf  objection,  it  is  said,  consists  in  the 
transfer  of  legislative  powers  to  the  Executive  Depart- 
ment, 24;  objections  to  the  provisions  of  the  bill  rela* 
tlve  to  thic  coasting  trade,  examined,  25 ;  power  granted 
to  the  President  over  tho  military  force  in  previous  acts 
of  the  Legislature,  26 ;  passage  of  the  bill,  26. 

In  the  i7(>u«s.~Many  resolutions  have  been  submitted 
on  the  subject  of  foreign  relations  and  the  embargo,  40; 
surprising  to  see  so  many  resolutions  and  none  contem* 
plating  its  continuance,  40 ;  where  is  that  spirit  Which 
separated  us  ^om  Great  Britain  ?  40 ;  just  as  pur  meas- 
ure of  lOst  year  is  beginning  to  operate  we  are  culled 
upon  to  repeal,  40 ;  what  is  the  purport  of  the  procla- 
mation issued  by  one  of  the  belligerents?  41;  resolu- 
tions offered  to  exclude  vessels  of  belligerents  having 
force  decrees  or  orders  violating  the  lawful  commerce 
of  the  United  States ;  also  imports  from  such  powers, 
and  also  to  Inquire  into  the  expediency  of  amendlnig  the 
embargo  act,  41 ;  it  is  time  for  those  who  think  the  em- 
bargo a  lawM  and  proper  measure,  to  come  forward  and 
declare  it,  41 ;  neithet  of  the  powers  <i^  Europe  have 
shown  any  disposition  to  relax,  neither  sliould  we,  41 ; 
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onl^  three  alternatives  are'  open  to  us — Trar,  emtargo, 
or 'submission,  41;  the  last  oat 'of  the  qriestlon, "  41 ; 
shall  It  be  war  or  embargo'  41;  let  that  bfe' adopted 
which  will  best  maintain  our  rights  and  independence, 
41;  the  "embargo  does'  hot  cause  the  pressure  oh  the 

(/people,  41";  public  opinloli  in  the  Northern  part  of  the 
UMoii  requires  the  embargo  to  be'ralsed,  41  •  let  the  de- 
bate go  oil,  41 ;  first  and  second  resolutions  agreed  to,  42. 
JEhribargo,  Temporary.— "BiW  for,  passed  in'  the  Sen- 
ate, 4lO.  In . the  Hoiise, 'message  received  from  the 
l*resident  relative  to  laying  an  embargo  Ibr  sixty  days, 
544;  bill  reported,  "read  tWiee,  and  referred  to  the  Com- 
mittee of  the  "WTiote,  544 ;  moved  to  strike  out  sixty, 
and  insert  one  hundred  and  twenty  days,  544 ;  the  time 
will  be  much  too  short  for  the  w'hole  amount' of  Amer- 
ican property  abroad  to  return,  544;  motioh  lost,  544; 
Is  this  to  be  considiered,  as  a  peace  or  war  measure? 
544;  It  is '  tmderstood  to  be  a  war  measure,  and  it  is 
Intended  it  shall  lead  directly  to  it,  544;  objections 
to  parts  of  the  bill,*  544;  drafted  according  to  thie  wish- 
es Of  th^  Secretary  of  the  Treasury,  544 ;  if  it  is  a  pre- 
cursor to  war  what  is  the  situation  of  our  fortresses 
and  of  the  country'  generally  ?  545 ;  none  can  ques- 

'  tlon  the  propriety  of  the  proposition,  545 ;  are  we  now 
to  cover  ourselves  with  shame  and  indelible  disgrace 
by  retreating  firom' the  measures  aUd  grounds  we  have 
taken?'  545;  the  conduct  of  France  inay  be  a  sub- 

"  jBOt  of  fattire  consideration,  545;  no  diificulty  Or  terror 
in  the  war  except  what  arises  from  novelty,  545;  a 
source  Of  pride  that  the  Eiechtivo  haa  recommended 
this  measure,  545 ;  this  is  liot  a  measure  of  the  Execu- 
tive, but  is  engendered  by  an  Intense  excitement  upon 
the  Executive,  545;  the  people  of  the  country  will' con- 
sider it  a  subterfuge  for  war,  545 ;  at  the  end  of  sixty 
days  we  shall  not  have  war,  "because  the  Executive  dare 
not  plunge  us  in  war,  545 ;  are  we  prepared  to  assail  the 
enemiy  or  repel  her  attacks  ?  545 ;  motion  to  strike  out  first 
section  lost,  545;  the  President  does  not  mean  war,  545; 
unless  Q^reat  Britain  relents  we  must  make  war,  says 
the  President,  546 ;  we  should  not  go  to  war  unprepared, 
546 ;  what  occurred  in  the  Committee  of  Foreign  Rela- 
tions^ 546 ;  if  you  mean  war,  if^  the  spirit  oif  the  country 
is  up  to  it,  why  have  you  spent  five  months  in  idle  de- 
bate? 546;  not  possible  to  commence  war  with  safety 
within  four  months,  546 ;  warning  of  the  danger  and 
ruin  which  threaten,  our  defenceless  cities  and  towns, 
54T ;  the  intelligenl  part  of  the  community  are  against 
war,  547;  till  ordered  to  he  engrossed  for  a  third  read- 
ing, 547 ;  moved  to  read  third  time  to-morrow,  547 ; 
policy  on  the  part  of  the  majority  should  dictate  this 
indulgence,  547;  tlie  minority  hasacted  with  more  pro- 
priety than  was  ever  known,  547 ;  other  reason  for  de- 
lay, 547 ;  motion  lost,  547 ;  bill  passed,  547. 

Bill  returned  to  the  House  with  amendments  by  the 
Senate,  548 ;  moved  to  postpone  indefinitely,  548 ;  it  is 
a  pure,  unsophisticated,  reinstated  embargo,  548 ;  the 
same  power  which  originates  can  continue  this  oppres- 
sive measure,  548 ;  it  is  not  an  embargo  preparatory  to 
war,  but  an  embargo  as  a  substitute  for  war,  548 ;  this 
point  examined,  548 ;  Heaven  help  our  merchants  from 
an  embargo  protection,  549;  an  express  Tvas  sent  off  on 
the  day  preceding  the  Mess^e,  549 ;  is  this  measure  ex- 
pedient, and  cian  it  be  executed  ?  549 ;  this  House  should 
desist  from  the  dangerous  course  they  are  pursuing, 
650 ;  views  of  Great  Britain,  550 ;  motion  to  postpone, 
550 ;  main  question  ordered,  550.  See  iTbdex^  vol.  8. 
Emott,  Jaxtes,  Representative  from  HT.  T.,  124, 187,  315,'  424, 
577*  on  Miranda's  expedition,  143  ;  on  commercial  in- 
tercourse, 353  ;  presents  petition  of  merchants  of  BTew 
Tork,  432  ;  on  an  additional  military  force,  668. 
Vol.  IV.— 47 


Eppes,  John  "W.,  Eepresentaffv6  from!  Tir^nia,  37, 125, 187, 
8lb;  on  the  resolution  calling  on  the  President  for  pa- 
pers, 193;  on  the  convoy  system,  225;  on  commercial 
intfercourse  with  France  and  iEfreat  -Britain,  860.  See 
Indeas,  vol.  8. 

Evans,  Olivee,  claim  for  different  application^  of  steam- 
power,  404 

Fx6<yu.tite  Departmerds—See  Ind&e,  voL  1. 

MepatHation'.— See  Index,  vol.  2.     ' 

Expendii'wre  of  Pv^lic  Money. — In  the  House,  a  resolu- 
tion to  appoint  a  committee  to  inquire  into  the  expendi- 
ture of  public  money,  429;  the  result  of  a  foriner  in- 
quiry, 429;  how  do  pursers  in  the  Navy  receive  their 
money  ?  429 ;  extract  from  a  letter,  429 ;  the  abuses 
should  'cease,  429 ;  Yesolutlon  agreed  to,  430. 

Mctra  Session. — ^Bill  to  alter  the  time  of  the  meeting  of 
Congress  considered,' 717.    See  Congress. 


'Federal  Judges,  amendment  of  the  constitution  to  secure 
the  removal  ofj  530.  See  Indea,  vol.  8,  ATnendmsTiis  of 
the  ConstHuiion. 

FriroiAT,  "William,"  Eepresehtative  from  Pennsylvania,  86, 
124, 187,  815,  424,  577;  on  a  vote  of  approbation  of  the 
conduct  of  Ibe  Executive,  128 ;  on  foreign  r-ela'tions, 
454.  ;  See  Ind&c,  vols.  1,  2,  8. 

FiBK,  James,  Eepresentative  from  Vermont,  36,  815,  424, 
577;  on  ho'n-ihtercourse  with  Great  Britain  and  France, 
153  •  on  the  Torpedo  experiment,  220,  221 ;  offers  a  res- 
olution relative  to  the  apportionment  of  representation, 
228 ;  opposes  postponement  of  the  resolution  relative  to 
the  apportionment  of  representation,  224 ;  on  the  ratio  of 
representation,  818 ;  on  the  Bank  of  the  United  States, 
338;  gainst  a  naval  establishment,  504;  on  the  pay  of  the 
army,  587 ;  on  amendments  to  the  naturalization  law,  594. 

FiSk,  Jonathan,  Eepresentative  from  New  York,  124, 187, 
315.    See  Index^  vol.  8. 

Fitch,  Asa^  Eepresentative  from  New  York,  424,  577. 

Fla^  of  the  tPnAt^  Siaies.—See  Indea),  vol.  1. 

Florida^  West^oomipaUdn  of.— In  the  Senate,' bill  to  eattend 
tbe  laws  of  the  Territory  of  Orleans  over  "West  Florida, 
reported,  252  ;  debiate  on  its  passage,  253  ;  the  first  im- 
portant question  is  whether  the  IJnilied  States  have  a 
good  title  to  the  territory,  253 ;  what  were  the  limits  of 
liOuisiana  before  the  treaty  and  cession  of  1762-8  between 
France,  Spain,  and  Great  Britam  ?  253 ;  the  treaty  of 
cession  between  the  United  States  and  France  examined, 
253 ;  the  expediency  of  taking  possession  of  this  terri- 
tory cannot  be  doubted,  354 ;  other  grounds  upon  which 
this  bUl  might  be  supported,  entirely  independent  of  the 
cession,  355 ;  state  of  the  Spanish  colonies  in  relation  to 
the  Spanish  Government,  255 ;  this  bill  may  be  justified 
independent  of  title  by  the  law  of  self-preservation, 
255  ;  this  bill  contains  two  important  provisions,  it  in- 
corporates with  the  territory  of  Orleans  the  province 
of  "West  Florida,  and  it  extends  to  that  province  the 
laws  now  in  force  in  the  Territory,  255  ;  two  questipuB 
naturally  involved,  1st,  has  the  United  States  a  good 
title  ?  2!d,  is  it  expedient  ?  256 ;  authority  of  the  Pru- 
dent to  direct  a  forcible  occupation  of  the  Territory  a 
preliminary  question,  256 ; ,  has  hot  this  proclamation 
transcended  the  limits  of  the  President's  power?  256; 
what  is  the  nature  and  import  of  this  proclaniatioh  ? 
256 ;  it  is  not.  only  war,  but  an  act  of  legislation  too, 
256 ;  new  p'Ower  conferred  hy  acts  of  Congress,  257 ; 
not  a  shadow  of  authority  exisia,  257 ;  title  examined, 
257 ;  as  founded  on  the  doctrines  of  estoppel  and  occu- 
pancy, 257 ;  title  of  France,  258. 

An  instrument  thus  obtained  not  obligatory,  258  j 
title  derived  under  the  Treaty  of  St.  Hdefpnso,  258 ; 
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cauBo  of  the  war  of  1788,  258 ;  ita  rosulta,  258  ;  remarks 
on  the  ovtdences  and  facts  relative  to  title,  260 ;  our 
title  indisputable  ajcaiust  both  Franco  and  Spain, 
261 ;  the  treachery  by  v/hlch.  tho  King  of  Spain  Is  al- 
leged to  have  lost  his  crown,  261 ;  our  title  to  West 
Florida  exramlned,  and  the  propriety  Of  the  recent  meaa- 
uros  for  the  occupation  of  it,  261 ;  our  title  depends  on 
the  limits  of  the  province  of  LouiHiana,  and  a)n0t  ezpo- 
sttion  of  treaties,  261  ;  to  determine  this,  it  is  only  ne- 
cessary to  fix  the  eastern  boundary,  261 ;  the  proYinoe 
of  Louisiana  comprised  West  Florida  previous  to  1762, 
262;  what  was  then  done  ?  262  ;  what,  then,  is  the  tme 
construction  of  the  treaties  of  St.  Ildefonsoand  of  April, 
1808  f  262  ;  is  the  proclamation  an  authorized  measure  of 
war  and  legislation  ?  examined,  26&;  had  the  Presideilt 
failed  to  embrace  the  opportunity  he  woald  have 
been  criminally  inattentive  to  the  dearest  interests  of 
his  country,  264. 

FUyridae^  oe<yu^ation  qf,  an  act  to  authorize,  422 ;  post- 
poned, 423  ;  resolution  relative  to,  561. 

Florida^  purcliose  qf.—See  Index,  vOl.  8. 

Foreign  Ministers^  dbuae  qf  PfivUeffe8.-^3e«  Ind&a^  vol.  8. 

Foreign  Belationa. — In  House,  resolution  that  the  United 
States  cannot,  without  a  sacrifice  of  their  rights,  honor, 
and  independence,  submit  to  the  late  edicts  of  Great 
Britain  and  France,  considered,  48 ;  the  resolution  too 
clear  to  need  demonstration  48 ;  the  committee  be- 
lieved there  couid  be  no  difference  of  opinion  on  the 
subject  of  the  resolution,  although  there  might  be  on 
the  mode  of  resistance,  therefore  it  was  presented,  48; 
not  necessary  to  show  that  the  decrees  of  France  and 
orders  of  Great  Britain  were  an  assumption  of  power  to 
give  laws  to  this  country  in  direct  violation  of  our  neu- 
tral rights,  48 ;  the  real  question  is,  shall  we  govern  our- 
selves or  be  controlled  by  the  will  of  others  ?  49 ;  upon 
our  offer  to  remove  the  embargo  if  either  party  would 
rescind,  no  heed  has  been  given,  49 ;  the  proposition  now 
offered  nnexceptionable,  49 ;  the  course  advocated,  in  the 
report  of  the  committee  Is  loathsome,  49;  the  reso- 
lution offers  a  solemn  pledge  to  the  nation  that  the 
present  system  of  public  measures  shall  be  totally  aban- 
doned, 49;  adopt  it  and  there  is  an  end  of  the  policy  of 
deserting  our  rights  under  the  pretence  of  maintaining 
them,  49 ;  the  terms  of  the  resolution  contain  an  asser- 
tion and  a  pledge,  49 ;  none  need  have  difficulty  in 
screwing  their  courage  up  to  the  assertion,  50;  the 
pledge  is  a  glorious  one,  50;  what  is  submission  and 
what  does  the  pledge  not  to  submit  Imply,  50 ;  objects  of 
the  edicts  and  orders,  50 ;  tenor  of  publications  from  the 
East  which  are  sent  here,  50 ;  objects  of  the  two  powers 
with  regard  to  us,  51 ;  efforts  of  our  Minister,  51 ;  the 
chapter  of  negotiation,  52;  the  conduct  of  ofQcors  of  the 
British  navy  and  the  connivance  of  the  British  govern- 
ment, 62;  further  aggressions,  58;  the  present  an  extra- 
ordinary crisis,  64;  examination  of  the  situation  of  this 
country  in  relation  to  France  and  Great  Britain,  and 
also  the  injuries  and  aggressions  they  have  committed 
upon  our  neutral  rights,  54;  injuries  of  Great  Britain, 
64;  principal  injuries  committed  by  France,  55;  conse- 
quences which  result  from  this  series  of  injuries,  55  the 
rude  treatment  of  the  report  of  the  committee,  56 ;  how 
did  the  report  originate,  57 ;  not  one  of  all  the  principal 
positions  contained  it  which  is  true  in  the  sense  and  to 
the  extent  assumed  by  the  committee,  57 ;  the  alterna-  , 
tives  of  submission,  war,  or  embargo  considered,  57 ;  what 
is  disgraceful  submission?  68;  we  can  trade  not  only 
with  one,  but  with  both  these  belligerents  notwithstand- 
ing these  restrictive  decrees,  68;  the  other  alternative 
of  war  with  both  is  absurd,  59  ;  further  examination  of 
the  report,  69,  60;  objections  considered,  61; 


A  sUont  vote  on  the  proposition  would .  ihaye  pro- 
daced  a  better  effect  than  this  discussion,  63;^the  re- 
port Beoms  to  consider  the  flystei](i  recommended  as  lu- 
clading  a  continoancc  of  the  embargo,  63 ;  the  embargo 
ta  severely  felt  by  the  country  at  large,  63;  Ip  some 
places  It  requires  all  the  exertions  of  patriotism  to  sup- 
port it,  68;  members  have  contended  as  to  which  sec- 
tion suffered  most,  64;  it  is  said  that  this  Is  a  delusion, 
64 ;  it  Is  thought  the  country  cannot  feol  mu^h  as  it 
feeds  well,  64;  in  point  of  revenue  how  does  it  work? 
66  ;  as  a  measure  of  finance  itiiaa  laid  the  axe  to  the 
toot,  66 ;  would  the  constitutional  convention  have 
given  to  Congress  power  to  lay  an  embargo  fox  one  or 
two  years,  if  It  hod  been  agitated  ?  66 ;  the  character  of 
this  measure  oxaniiaed,  66 ;  it  is  said  the  embargo  is 
evaded,  and  thus  hot  not  been  so  tightly  drawn,  with  re- 
gard to  Great  Britain,  67;  the  continuance  of  oar  meas- 
ures may  divert  trade  i^oni  us  to  other  channels,  67;  it 
is  said,  the  honor  of  the  country  is  at  stake,  a  removal 
of  the  embargo  would  be  submission  to  Great  Britain, 
68 ;  what  is  the  nature  of  the  rights  in  question,  68. 

The  continuance  of  the  embargo  as  an  assertion  of 
our  rights  le  not  an  efficient  mode  of  resistance,  69;  if 
gentlemen  were  really  Americans,  they  would  not 
tamely  give  up  the  honor  of  their  country  by  eubmit- 
ttng  to  French  decrees  and  British  orders,  70 ;  do  they 
mean  that  independence  should  be  wrested  from  us 
without  a  struggle  ?  70 ;  what  are  the  reasons  why  the 
embargo  has  not  come  fhlly  up  to  the  expectations  of  its 
supporters  ?  70 ;  yet  it  has  been  particularly  serviceable 
in  many  instances? 70;  a  retrograde  step  at  this  time 
would  mark  the  Government  with  pusillanimity,  70; 
effect  of  the  French  decrees,  71;  results  of  the  British 
orders,  71 ;  the  House  of  Eepresentatives  only  of  Mary- 
land have  passed  resolutions  against  the  embargo,  72 ; 
the  militia  system  caused  the  change  in  Maryland  and 
not  the  embargo,  72 ;  it  is  said,  the  cml^argo  has  de- 
stroyed the  commerce  of  the  country,  72 ;  the  embargo  is 
a  disa^eeable  thing,  bat  by  swallowing  it,  we  shall 
bring  health,  78 ;  some  States  have  passed  laws  for  sus- 
pending executions,  73  ;  the  only  question  is,  shall  we 
defend  ourselves  or  shall  we  submit?  74;  upon  this  ques- 
tion, in  every  point  «f  view  too  dear  to  admit  of  a 
doubt,  a  debate  has  arisen  embracing  all  our  foreign  re- 
lations, 75 ;  the  offer  to  suspend  the  embargo  laws  for  a 
suspension  of  the  Orders  in  Council,  has  been  contemp- 
tuously rejected,  those  orders  justified,  and  an  extension 
of  their  operation  threatened,  75 ;  in  this  crisis  every  man 
should  do  his  part,  75 ;  the  original  imposition  of  the 
embargo  was  vpise  in  a  precautionary  point  of  view,  75 ; 
after  the  operation  of  the  Orders  in  Council  was  known 
insurance  could  not  have  been  effected  at  Baltimore  to 
London  for  90  guineas  per  cent.,  75 ;  mercantile  distresses 
have  been  exaggerated,  76 ;  the  embargo  has  preserved 
us  item  bloodshed,  76 ;  if  the  embargo  has  failed  it  is  no 
cause  of  triumph,  76 ;  it  is  asked  if  we  are  prepared  to 
violate  the  public  faith,  76;  will  submission  pay  the 
public  debt  ?  76  ^  it  is  said  the  embargo  itself  is  submission, 
77 ;  it  is  the  opponents  of  the  measure  who  call  it  sub- 
mission, 77;  who,  in  the  United  States,  are  most  anx- 
ious to  have  the  embargo  repealed  ?  77 ;  ultra-federalists, 
77 ;  the  embargo  is  tlie  most  deadly  weapon  we  can  use 
against  Great  Britain,  77;. what  is  the  nature  of  hor 
wants,  and  what  her  capacity  and  means  of  supply  ?  77; 
there  are  not  contained  within  the  British  empire  ufc 
this  time  supplies  for  the  home  and  colonial  consumption 
78 ;  to  remove  the  embargo  will  betray  a  timid,  waver 
ing,  indecisive  policy,  78 ;  supplies  should  be  withheld 
fzoTQ.  Spain  and  Portugal,,  as  Great  Britain  is  coerced 
through  them,  7S ;  the  embargo,  preserves  this  nation  in 
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peace)  while  it  pxeeses  tjioae  who  injore  ua,  78 ;  it  should 
not  be  repealed  in  paxt,  79;  give  mercliaiits  a  .spot  as 
large  as  the  square  of  this  Souse'  to:  go  to,  and  they 
Would  carry  away  the  whole  of  onx  surplus  produce,  79 ; 
the  Orders  in  Council  origihated  in  deadly  hostility  to 
us,  79 ;  Sonth  Carolinais  interested,  by  the  suspension 
of  our  trade.  In  the -article  of  cotton  alone,,  to  an  amount 
greater  than  the  whole  ~  revenue  of  the  TJnitei  States, 
80;  objections  examined  and  considered,  81;  it  is  said 
the  embargo  should  be  removed  because  it  has  operated 
as  a  bounty  to  the  Sritish  trade,  81 ;  constitutionality 
of  the  embai^o  settled,  82;  it  is  said  if  Great  Britain, 
during  the  Revolution,' maintained. a  war  against  the 
world,  will  she  trackla  now  ?  82 ;  deposition  of  sundry 
English  merchants  before  the  House  of  Lords,  82 ;  it  is 
said  the  destruction  of  St  Domingo  has  caused  such  a 
demand  for  sugar,  that  Uie  cultivation  of  cotton  in  the 
British  West  Indies  has  ceased,  83;  it. is  disgracefully 
said  that,  nations  like  individuals,  should  pocket  their 
honor  for  money,  83-;  why  are  we  jcalled  upon  to  make 
the  declaration-  of  this  resolution  ?  S^ ;  it  is  pot  expe- 
dient to  adopt  the  second  resolution,  84;  what  will  be 
the  e£fect  of  the  embargo,  if  continued,  asxespects  our- 
selves ?  85 ;  its  pressure  is  on  the  whole  country,  and  it 
carries  misery  throughout  the  land,  85;  a  better  line  of 
conduct  for  the  United  States  to  pursue  pointedout,  85; 
will  most  of  our  property  be  taken  by  the  belligerents 
if  the  embargo  is  removed  ?  86 ;  merchants  do  not  con- 
sider the  risk  very  great,  86;  we  are  not  reduced  to  the 
dilemma  of  making  choice  out  of  any  of  the  alternatives 
recommended  by  th^  committee,  S6;  the  resolution  is 
unnecessary  because  no  clear,  definite,  practical  results 
can  flow  from  it,  87 ;  it  is  said  we  are  bound  to  vote, 
whether  the  assertion  is  true  or  false,  67;  it  is  said  the 
resolution  is  harmless  at  the  worst,  88 ;  it  should  be  re- 
jected on  account  of  the  **  company  it  keeps,"  88;  we 
have  gone  on  so  long  in  error  that  it 'is  not  easy  to  say 
what  should  be  done,  88 ;  a  retrospective  view  of  our 
affairs,  88,  89,  90 ;  It  may  be  said,  what  has  happened 
could  not  be  prevented,  91 ;  it  is  said,  ^f  we  suffer  our 
commerce  to  go  on  the  ocean,,  it  will  be  crippled  by 
France  or  Great  Britain,  92 ;  nothing  so  well  calculated 
to  call  out  the  resistance  and  obstinacy  of  Great  Britain, 
OS  this  measure  of  the  embargo,  92 ;  the  King  of  Eng- 
land dare  not  yield  to  our  embargo,  98;  the  object  of 
our  present  le^lation  should  be  to  relieve  our  country 
from  the  distresses  under  which  it  groans,  93 ;  resolutiMi 
divided  by  omitting  the  words  "and  France,"  94;  first 
part  passed  in  committee,  94 ;  second  part  passed,  94 ; 
resolution  passed  in  the  Senate,  94-;  other  resolutions 
passed,  94.  j  - 

In  the  Mnta6.—The  report  of  the  Committee  on  For- 
eign Belations  considered,  432 ;  explanation  of  the  views 
of  the  committee,  432 ;  the  report  is  only  in  part,  with 
the  intention  to  follow  -up  the  resolutions  if  adopted, 
with  ulterior  ones,  432;  committee  satisfied  that  all 
hope  of  accommodating  our  differences  with  G-reat  Brit- 
ain by  negotiation,  must  be  abandoned,  438;  are  the 
maritime  rights  which  Great  Britain  iS'Violating,  such 
as  we  ought  to  6upx>ort  at  the  hazard  and  expense  of  a 
war  ?  438 ;  no  prospect  of  a  speedy  repeal  of  the  Orders 
In  Council,  438 ;  we  are  a  yonng  nation,  and  cherish 
some  pride  and  spiiit,  as  well  as  justice  and  moderation, 
433 ;  we  ought  to  go  to  war,  in  opposition  to  the  Orders 
In  Council,  483 ;  the  United  States  can  make  a  serious 
imijression  upon  Great  Britain,  at  sea,  even  without  a 
navy,  433;  question  taken  on  the  first  resolution  for 
filling  the  ranks  of  the  present  army,  and  carried,  434 ; 
question  on  ttie  agreement  to  the  second  resolution,  au- 
thorizing the  raising  an  additional  regular  force,  484; 


are  seven  millions  of  Americans  to  be  prQteote^in  t^ieir 
lives  and  liberties  by  ten  thousand  vagabonds,  who  were 
.fit  food  for  gunpowder?  434;  it  would  be  necessary  to 
know  the. ulterior  views  of  the  committee,  434 ;  fpr  what 
purpose  are  these  troops  wanted  ?  434 ;  the  gentleman 
was  a  member  of  the  committee,  and  attended  its  sit- 
tings, 434;  it  is  due  to^the  committee  to  explain  their 
conduct  in  the  outset,  434;  Eepublicans  should  remem- 
ber that  a  few  years  ago,  a  set  of  men  who  held  different 
politics,  held  the  reins,  of  Government,  435 ;  if  your 
minds  are  resolved  on  war,  you  are  still  Eepnblicana, 
435 ;  what  are  we  called  upon  to  decide  ?  it  is  whether 
we  will  resist  by  force  the  attempt  made  by  that  Govern- 
ment to  subjaft  our  maritime  rights  to  the  capricious 
rule  of  her  will,  435 ;  war  is  already  begun,  435;  it  is 
a  question  of  peace  or  war,  486;  how  can  gentlemen 
falling  themselves  Eepublicans,  advocate  such  a  war? 
436 ;  those  who  opposed  the  army  are  denounce4  as  par- 
tisans of  France,  436;  in  1805,  the  committee  recom- 
mended raising  troops  owing  to  the  defenceless  condi- 
tion of  the  frontiers ;  yet,  this  report  was  considered,  too 
strong  "by  the  House,  437 ;  it  is  insinuated  that  the  mas- 
sacre on  the  Wabash  was  instigated  by  the  Briti^  gov- 
ernment, 437,  note  437 ;  .this  war  of  conquest,  for  the 
acquisition  of  territory  and  subjects,  is  to  be  a  new  com- 
mentary on  the  doctrine  that  republics  are  destitute  of 
ambition,  438;  the  war  spirit  in  gentlemen  from  the 
South,  not  surprising,  438;  gentlemen  avowed  they 
would  not  go  to  war  for  the  carrying  trade,  yet  they 
stickle  for  our  commercial  rights,  and  will  go  to  war  for 
them,  438 ;  gratifying  to  find  the  demoralizing  and 
destructive  consequences  of  the  non -importation  law 
acknowledged,  439 ;  the  committee  has  outstripped  the 
ExGfcutive,  439;  our  people  will  not  submit  to  ]>e  taxed 
for  this  war  of  conquest  and  dominion,  439 ;  the  defence- 
less state  of  our  seaports,  440  ;  danger  arising  from  the 
black  population,  440;  the  unjust  and  illiberal  imputa- 
tion of  British  attachments  against  certain  characters  in 
this  country,  440 ;  further  debate  441 ;  the  explosion  of 
the  British  from  their  North  American  possessions,  and 
panting  letters  of  marque  and  reprisal  against  Great 
Britain,  are  contemplated,  442 ;  for  tixe  .firat  time  there 
seems  to  be  but  one  opinion  with  the  great  majority  of 
this  body,  that  war  with  Great  Britain  is  inevitable,  442; 
we  must  now  oppose  her  further  encroachments  by  war, 
or  formally  annul  the  Declaration  of  Independence,  4^ ; 
the  Canadian  French,  443;  why  are  they  to  be  despised? 
443 ;  it  has  been  denied  that  British  infiuence  had  any 
agency  in  the  massacre  on  the  Wabash,  443 ;  our  identity 
with  the  people  and  institutionsof  Great  Briton,  444; 
the  ties  of  religion,  language,  blood,  as  it  regards  Great 
Britain,  are  dangerous  ties  to  this  country,  with  her 
present  hostile  disposition,  444;  the  military  regular 
forces  have  been  called  mercenaries,  445 ;  it  is  a.question 
of  war  or  submission,  445 ;  it  is  contended,  thajt  it  is  a 
dispute  about  the  carrying  trade,  445 ;  the  canying  trade 
is  as  mnch  the  right  of  the  American  people  as  the  car- 
rying the  products  of  their  own  soil,  and  is  secured  by 
the  British  treaty,  446 ;  the  massacre  on  the  Wabash, 
446 ;  the  principles  that  ought  to  govern  civilized  na- 
tions, have  at  all  times  been  disregarded  by  the  officers 
and  agents  of  the  British  Government,  446 ;  mercenary 
objects  should  not  be  ascribed  to  gentlemen,  as  motives 
for  the  war,  446 ;  the  report  means  nothing  but  war  or 
empty  menace,  447 ;  the  gentleman  from  Virginia  is  in 
error,  through  inadvertency,  or  mistake,  447;, a  n^enacing 
system  has  nothing  to  pommend  it,  447 ;  menaces  should 
be  resorted  to  with  as  much  caution  and  seriousness  aa 
waritseli^  sad  should,  if  not  succesaful,  be.. invariably 
followed  by  it,  448 ;  an  additional  force  is  a  measure  evi- 
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dently  loipropor,  but  os  a  propariitlon  for  war ;  but  un- 
doubtedly nocoBsnry  In  that  OTcnt,  448;  thia  country 
should  novor  resort  to  war  but  for  causes  the  most 
urgent  and  necossfiry,  448 ;  if  the  war  ensues  It  can  be 
proved  justlflahle  and  necessary  by  faets  undoubted,  and 
universally  admitted,  448 ;  the  question,  In  the  opinion 
of  opponents,  is  reduced  to  this  single  polnt^whieh  shall 
we  do,  abandon  or  defend  our  own  commercial  rights  ? 
448 ;  gentlemen  will  not  say,  we  have  not  a  good  cause 
for  war,  but  insist  that  it  is  our  duty  to  deftne  It,  448 ; 
what  do  they  moan  by  this  f  448;  the  objections  urged, 
consist  of  an  enumeration  of  the  evils  incident  to  war, 
however  just  and  necessary;  if  they  have  any  force.  It  is 
calculated  to  produce  unqualified  submission  to  every 
species  of  insult,  448 ;  it  is  said  the  country  is  In  an  un- 
prepared state,  449 ;  whose  is  the  fault  r  449;  It  is  said 
the  nation  will  not  pay  taxes,  for  the  defence  will  cost 
more  than  the  profit,  449 ;  the  dangers  of  war  ore  neit 
held  up,  449 ;  no  disposition  manifested  on  the  part  of 
Great  Britain  to  relax  her  oppression  or  to  make  resti- 
tution for  damages,  but,  on  the  contrary,  a  disposition  to 
persist  in  her  lawless  aggressions,  450;  remonstrances 
against  atrocities  have  been  made,  in  vain,  451 ;  we  have 
been  plundered,  oppressed,  and  insulted,  but  the  day  of 
retribution  is  at  hand,  451 ;  if  the  British  Government 
would  cease  to  violate  our  neutral  and  national  rights, 
our  dif&culties  would  be  at  an  end,  451 ;  we  must  pre- 
pare to  maintain  the  right  to  carry  our  produce  to  what 
market  we  please,  or  to  be  content  without  a  market, 
452  i  no  objection  to  declare  the  points  for  which  we  go 
to  war,  452;  the  previous  question  should  not  be  used 
to  put  an  end'  to  this  debate,  452 ;  further  debate,  453 ; 
the  resolutions  considered  as  a  measure  of  hostility, 
according  to  the  views  of  their  advocates  and  as  a  meas- 
ure of  defensive  preparations,  agreeable  to  the  spirit  of 
the  Executive  recommendation,  453;  the  invasion  of 
Canada  to  be  deprecated  as  an  act  of  foreign  conquest, 
454 ;  war  to  be  feared  {com  a  manly  dread  of  its  conse- 
quences, 454 ;  retrospect  of  our  relations  with  Britain 
since  nearly  the  commencement  of  the  present  G-ovem- 
ment  of  the  United  States,  455;  this  view  shows  the 
expediency  of  increasing  our  regular  force,  455 ;  by  the 
adoption  of  this  report,  we  are  entering  on  a  system  of 
operations  of  the  utmost  national  moment,  455 ;  some 
regret  that  vigorous  measures  had  not  been  adopted 
long  since,  456 ;  why  should  the  wise  policy  of  the  past 
be  condemned  ?  457 ;  reasons  for  opposing  the  measore^ 
457;  tills  is  to  be  a  foreign  offensive  war,  as  regards 
Canada,  458 ;  all  the  belligerents  had  deserved  war  at 
our  hands,  458 ;  but  the  policy  of  the  Eepublicans  had 
been  to  cherish  ^eace,  and  to  avoid  war,  even  to  this 
time,  458;  in  lT78-'9,  the  best  interests  of  the  country 
forbade  war,  and  so  the  people  determined,  458 ;  profes- 
sions of  peace  brought  in  the  Ecpublican  party  to  power, 
458 ;  if  there  were  any  differences  between  the  causes 
of  the  war  then,  and  now.  It  was  in  favor  of  the  former 
period,  468 ;  what  were  the  facts  f  468 ;  it  is  said  to  be 
a  principle  of  honor  to  resist  a  first  Insult,  458 ;  impos- 
sible to  perceive  how  the  present,  of  all  others,  had  be- 
come the  necessary  and  accepted  time  for  war,  458 ;  if 
the  country  ever  determines  on  war;  any  force  should  be 
voted,  459 ;  reasons  for  voting  for  the  measure,  459 ;  th6 
right  of  carrying  our  own  produce,  in  our  own  ships,  to 
any  quarter,  should  never  be  yielded,  460 ;  it  is  said,  ths 
war  will  be  one  of  aggrandizement,  of  conquest,  460 ;  if 
■we  force  England  to  a  treaty,  how  long  will  she  keep  It  f 
461 ;  new  men  and  new  doctrines  have  succeeded  to  the 
old  Eepublican  party,  462 ;  tho  nation  has  been  brought 
to  its  present  alarming  and  unprecedented  situation,  bj* 
means  in  nowise  unaccountable,  462;  by  steps  as  di- 


rect and  ancocsslve  as  the  pictures  of  the  "Hake's 
Progress,"  462 ;  An)«rifia  ought  to  be  proujd  of  her  Anglo 
Saxon  origin,  462;  it  has  been  asked,  why  was  tlie 
country  unprepayM  for  defence  ?  468;  this  is  not  tob^a 
party  war,  it  is  said,  468 ;  "  Goose  Creek,"  464,  «?o««,  464 ; 
second  resolution  carried,  464;  third  f  evolution  carried, 
465 ;  fourth  and  fifth  resolutions  carried,  465 ;  sixth  reso- 
lution laid  on  the  table,  465 ;  taken  up,  466;  what  rea- 
sons are  there  to  induce  us  to  authorize  our  merchant 
vessels  to  arm  against  unlawful  molestation  on  the  high 
seas,  467 ;  what  is  the  object  of  this  measure  ?  467 ;  leso- 
lutiop  concurred  in,  46^ ;  report  on,  SS4. 

FosTEE,  AcousTos  J.,  as  British  minister  dischilms  any 
knowledge  of  John  Henry,  622. 

France^  relaHoria  ■with,  duiing  John  Adams'  administration, 
866  Index,  vol,  2. 

Franking  Pri/eilege.—Bee  Index,  voK  1,  2,  Port  C^ee. 

Ebanklik,  Jesse,  Senator  from  North  Carolina,  3, 116, 176, 
252, 400, 566.    See  Index,  vols.  1,  2,  8. 

Fbanklik,  Meshack,  Eepresentative  from  North  Carolina, 
125, 188,  816,  425,  577.    See  Index,  vol.  8, 

Freedom  of  Conscience. — See  Index,  voL  1. 

French  Befugeet.—See  Indac,  voL  1.  _ 

French  SpoUaiions,  statement  and  representation  of  Capt 
Samuel  Chew,  626 ;  laid  on  the  table,  527.  See  Index, 
voL  2. 

FrorUiers,  Protection  of. — See  Index,  vol  1. 

Fugitives  from  Juettce.—See  Index,  vol  1. 

FuLTOif,  EoBEET,  letter  relative  to  torpedoes,  213 ;  referred, 
214. 


Gajllaed,  John,  Senator  from  South  Carolina,  8, 116, 166, 
260,  400,  566 ;  appointed  President  pro  tern,  of  Senate, 
179 ;  elected,  184.    See  Index,  yoL  8. 

GALLAT1I7,  Albert,  reports  relative  to  barred  claims;  185 ; 
letter  as  Secretary  of  the  Treasury,  188 ;  Secretary  of  the 
Treasury,  letter  of,  relative  to  suspension  of  non-im- 
portation, 714.    See  Index,  vols.  1,  2. 

Gannett,  Babzii.i.ai,  Eepresentative  from  Massachusetts, 

124. 187,  319. 

Gaedenieb,  Baeent,  Eepresentative  irom  New  York,  4S, 
124, 191,  360 ;  on  submission  to  the  late  edicts  of  England 
and  France,  87 ;  on  remunerating  those  who  resisted  the 
law  for  a  direct  tax,  187;  on  prosections  for  libel,  189; 
on  the  call  on  the  President  for  papers,  192 ;  supports 
petition  of  E^zabeth  Hamilton,  215.    See  Index,  voL  8. 

Gaednee,  Fbancis,  Eepresentative  from  New  Hampshire, 
86.    See  Index,  vol.  3. 

Gaednee,    Gideon,    Eepresentative  from   Massachusetts, 

124. 188,  816. 

Gaeland,  David  S,,  Eepresentative  from  Virginia,  212,  815. 

Gaenett,  Jambs  M.,  Eepresentative  from  Virginia,  36.  See 
Index,  voh  3. 

General  Officers,  additional,  bill  relative  to,  considered,' 
712. 

Georgia,  vote  for  President  in  1808,  27 ;  in  1812,  573,  Til. 

Georgia  Zand  Claim. — See  Index,  vol.  8. 

Geeman,  Obadiah,  Senator  from  New  York,  116, 166,  250, 
400,  566 ;  on  the  declaration  of  war,  416. 

German  Language,  laws  in,  see  Index,  vol.  2. 

Gbbet,  Elbeidge,  elected  Vice  President,  874.  See  Inden 
vols.  1,  2. 

GhomoN,  Thomas,  Jb.,  Eepresentative  iVom  Virginia,  36, 
126,  187,815,426,577;  on  foreign  relations,  63 ;  on  the 
Batture  at  New  Orleans,  151 ;  on  the  conduct  of  the 
British  minister,  198;  supports  petition  of  Elizabeth 
Hamilton,  216 ;  reporte  on  the  petition  of  Amy  Dardin, 
216;  on  the  admission  of  the  territory  of  Orleans  as  a 
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State,  824 ;  m  favor  of  the  admission  of  Mississippi,  852 ; 
on  the  Statutes  of  limitations,  ^TS^  on  the  British  In- 

■    ■  trignes,  616.  ' 

GiXES,  "William  B.,  Senator  from  Virginia,  8, 116,  166,  ^0, 
'    400;  on  the  repeal  of  the  Embargo  Act,  18;  reports  a 

<^  '-biU  for  the  enforcement  of  the  embargo  laws,  21 ;  on 

■   ftie  bill  for  the  enforcement  of  the  embargo,  23 ;  offers 

an  amendment  to  feKtend  non-intercourse  to  all  foreign 

nations,  118 ;  reports  a  bill  to  prevent  abuse  of  privileges 

-'-"  -by  foreign  ministers,  169;  on  the  conduct  of  the  British 
minister,  169 ;  on  incorporating  a  bank  of  the  United 
States,  275 ;  on  an  additional  military  force,  405.  See 
■  Index,  vols.  1,  2,  S. 

Oilman,  Nicholas,  Senatot  from  New  Hampshire,  8, 116, 
166,  250,  400,  566;  reports  the  bill  engrossed  in  favor  of 
an  additional  military  force,  408.  See  Index^  vols.  1,  2,  8. 

Gold,  Thomas  E.,  Kepresentative  from  New  York,  124, 137, 

315,  424,  f)11 ;  on  the  Batture  at  New  Orleans,  151 ;  sup- 
ports petition  of  Elizabeth  Hamilton,  215 ;  favors  post- 
ponement of  the  resolution  relative  to  the  apportionment 
of  representation,  224 ;  on  the  ratio  of  representation, 
817;  on  commercial  intercourse  with  France  and  Great 
Britain,  888;  on  rules  and  orders  of  the  House,  468;  on 
making  provision  for  a  corps  of  engineers,  531 ;  on  pay 
of  the  army,  584 ;  in  favor  of  a  naval  establishment,  601 ; 
on  an  additional  military  force,  615. 

GoLDSBOROUGH,  Chasles,  Representative  from  .Maryland, 

86, 124, 187,  315,  577 ;  on  the  ratio  of  representation,  819. 

See  Index,  vol.  8. 
Goodrich,  Chatincey,  Senator  from  Connecticut,  8,  116, 

166,  250,  400,  566 ;  on  the*biU  for  the  enforcement  of  the 

embargo,  21.    S&e  Index,  vols.  1,  2,  8. 
GoODWYN,  Fbteebon,  Representative  from  Virginia,  86, 125, 

187, 815,  424,  577.    S&e  Index,  vol.  8.  ' 
Goose  Creek,  note,  464 
Geat,  Edwin,  Representative  from  Virginia,  86,  125,  188, 

316,  482,  594.    See  Index,  vol.  3. 

Green,  Isaiah  L.,  Representative  from  Massachusetts,  86, 
424,  577.    See  Index^  vol.  8. 

Gregg,  Andrew,  Senator  from  Pennsylvania,  5,  116, 166, 
264,  400,  510 ;  elected  President  pro  i&m.,  see  Index, 
vols,  1,  2,  8. 

Griswold,  Stanley,  Senator  from  Ohio,  121, 166. 

Geobvbnor,  Thomas  P.,  Representative  from  New  York,  706. 

Grundy,  Felix,  Representative  from  Tennessee,  426, 577 ; 
on  domestic  manufactures,  438 ;  on  Indian  affairs,  428 ; 
on  foreign  relations,  434;  on  the  British  intrigues,  519 ; 
on  the  recall  of  absentees,  538 ;  on  the  bill  laying  an  em- 
bargo, 544;  presents  a  bill  to  raise  an  additional  military 
force,  547 ;  on  the  objects  of  the  war,  641 ;  on  war  taxes, 
715 ;  on  an  extra  session,  717. 

Ghmboats.—See  Index^  voL  2. 

£1 

JSabeaa  Corpus,  suspension  ot,  &c.,  see  Index,  vol.  8. 

Hale,  William,  Representative  from  New  Hampshire,  124, 
187,  319. 

Hall,  Bolling,  Representative  from  Georgia,  425, 577. 

Hall,  Obed,  Representative  from  New  Hampshire,  424, 677. 

SaU  of  the  House  of  Eepres&ntaM/oes,  how  it  may  be  used, 
214. 

Hamilton,  Paitl,  Secretary  of  the  Navy,  letter  to  Lieut 
Elliot,  573. 

MwmUUyn,  Mrs.,  claim  of,  in  the  House,  report  on  the  peti- 
tion of  Elizabeth  Hamilton,  212 ;  report  favors  the  claims 
of  the  petitioner  on  grounds  of  equity,  but  declares  they 
are  barred  by  the  statute  of  limitations  and  ought  not  to 
be  granted,  215;  the  late  Gen.  Hamilton  had  no  claim 
on  the  Government  under  the  resolution  of  the  old  Clon- 


gress,  315;  no  claim  notwithstanding  the  statute,  215 ; 
hundreds  of  cases  equally  hard,  215 ;  the  impoverished 
old  soldiers  shouldbe  relieved  before  claims  of  this  kind 
are  granted,  215 ;  if  the  statute  was  unjust  It  should  be 
repealed ;  if  not,  exceptions  should  not  be  made  but  with 
extreme  care,  215 ;  Gen.  Hamilton  in  service  un- 
til the  close  of  the  war,  215;  did  not  resign  his  commis- 
sion by  accepting  a  seat  in  Congress,  215 ;  Congress  had 
Telieved  the  daughters  of  Count  de  Grasse,  315 ;  the  sta- 
tute of  limitations  was  never  intended  to  bar  just 
claims,  215;  bill  ordered  to  be  reported,  217;  bill  re- 
ported and  amendments  proposed,  218;  passage  of  the 
bill,  218. 

Harpeb,  John  A.,  Representative  ftom  New  Hampshire, 
424,  577. 

Harris,  John,  Representative  from  New  York,  36.  See  In- 
dex, vol.  3. 

Haven^  Nathaniel  A.,  Representative  from  New  Hamp- 
shire, 124, 187,  320. 

Hawes,  Aylett,  Representative  from  Virginia,  434,  577. 

Sazen,  Charlotte,  petition  o^  366. 

Heister,  Daniel,  Representative  from  Pennsylvania,  126, 
187,  315.  .  See  Index,  vols.  2,  8. 

Hbistse,  John,  Representative  from  Pennsylvania,  86. 

Helms,  William;  Representative  from  New  Jersey,  86, 124, 
187,  316;  against  petition  of  Elizabeth  Hamilton,  215. 
See  Index,  vols.  1,  2,  3. 

Hempstead,  Edward,  Delegate  from  Missouri  Territory, 
620 ;  on  Mississippi  land  claims,  702. 

Henby,  John,  letters  of,  506,  508,  509,  510,  511,  512,  518,  514  ; 
memorial  to  Lord  Liverpool,  514 

HiOKHAN,  Harris  H,,  letter  to  Lientenant  Elliot,  578. 

HiLLHODSE,  James,  Senator  from  Connecticut,  8, 116, 166 ; 
offers  resolution  to  repeal  the  embargo  act,  5 ;  on  the 
repeal  of  the  embargo  act,  5  ;  resigns  his  seat  in  the 
Senate,  350.    See  Index,  vols.  1,  2,  8. 

HoGE,  "William,  Representative  from  Pennsylvania,  86. 
See  Index,  vols.  2, 8. 

Holland,  James,  Representative  from  North  Carolina,  87, 
125,  203,  815 ;  on  the  immediate  arming  of  the  public 
vessels,  98  ;  on  non-intercourse  with  Great  Britain  and 
France,  157  ;  in  favor  of  the  admission  of  Mississippi, 
862.    See  Index,  vols.  2, 8. 

Holmes,  David,  Representative  from  Virginia,  86.  See 
Index,  vols.  3, 8. 

Some  Mawufaclm^ea  in  the  Souse. — See  Index,  vol  8. 

Hobset,  Outerbridge,  Senator  from  Delaware,  250,  400, 
666 ;  on  the  occupation  of  Florida,  265. 

^ottfic— Meeting  of  2d  session  of  lOth  Congress,  36 ;  assem- 
bles on  1st  session,  11th  Congress,  124 ;  adjournment  of 
1st  session  of  11th  Congress,  165 ;  adjourns  at  close  of  2d" 
session  of  11th  Congress,  249  ;  meeting  at  8d  session  of 
11th  Congress,  315 ;  meets  at  1st  session  of  12th  Con- 
gress, 424 ;  meets  at  2d  session  of  12th  Congress,  577 ; 
adjourns  at  close  of  1st  session  of  12th  Congress,  644 ; 
adjourns  8d  session  of  12th  Congress,  720. 

Howard  Benjamin,  Representative  from  Kentucky,  36, 
125, 187;  presents  the  petition  of  naturalized  British  snb- 
jects,  46 ;  his  proclamation  as  Governor  of  the  Missouri 
Territory,  707.    See  Index,  vol.  3. 

Howell,  Jeremiah  B.,  Senator  from»Rhode  Island,  400,  566. 

Howland,  Benjamin,  Senator  from  Rhode  Island,  3.  Se* 
Index,  vol.  8. 

Hubbard,  Jonathan  H.,  Representative  from  Vermont, 
124, 187,  816. 

Hufty,  Jacob,  Representative  from  New  Jersey,  124, 187, 
815,  424,  577. 

Hdmphreys,  Reuben,  Representative  from  New  York,  86. 

HuNaEBPOBD,  John  P.,  Representative  from  Virginia,  424  ; 
declared  not  entitled  to  a  seat,  482. 
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IIUNTiNQTON,  Ebbnbkbr,  liiprcsontttUve  froDi  OonnectUjut, 

815. 
HuNTBEi  WiLLrAK,  Soiifttor  fi-om  Ehodo  Island,  400,  570. 
jttYNBMAN,  JouN  M.,  Keprosootatlvo  from  Peqnaylvania, 

424,  67T. 


Ilblet  Daniel,  Eepresentatlye  ftam  Massachusetts,  86. 

Jmpeadi/nteV't.—See  Indea^  vol.  8. 

JmportaPion  of  Slaves.— See  Indea^  vol.  8. 

Imports.— See  VuUea  on  ImporU. 

Imprisonmmtfor  Debt—See  Index^  voL  2, 

Jnaugv/ral  Address  of  Jamos  Madison,  on  commencing  Ws 
Second  term  as  President,  575. 

Indemnity  for  Spoliatianf.  See  Index,  vol.  1.,  Great 
Britain. 

Indiana  ^err*a<ory.— Committee  appointed  to  consider  the 
expediency  of  dividing,  87 ;  report  of  committee  rela- 
tive to  a  division  of,  96. 

Indian  JJu4rs.— In  the  House,  a  resolution  oflfered  to  ex- 
tend the  laws  of  the  United  States  over  all  white 
persons  residing  on  Indian  lands  within  the  United 
States  in  which  the  title  is  not  extinguished,  428 ;  Indian 
countries  have  become  an  asylum  for  persons  guilty  of 
every  ©n  ormity,  428  ;  do  not  the  laws  of  the  United 
States  at  present  extend  to  coses  of  this  kind,  428  ;  a 
recent  case  in  Georgia,  438  ;  some  d^ects  in  the  pres- 

-  ent  law  by  which  potty  officers  escape,  428  ;  laid  on  the 
table,  428. 

Indiem  lands  toitliin  a  State^  riglUs  over.^See  Index, 

-  vol.1.. 

Indian  Heading  Houses. — See.  Index,  vol.  1. 

iNQEEeoLL,  jAB»D,^voted  for  as  Vice  President  in  1812,  574. 

InoiyulaUon  of  the  Arvny,  petition  relative  to,  709. 

/n^ercOTWfifi,  CmrnmeroiUl. — In  the  House,  bill  from  the 
Committee  of  Foreign' Eelations  considered,  852;  the 
bill,  853;  exempts  all  vessels,  owned  wholly  or  in  part 
by  American  citizens,  and  merchandise,  from  seizure  or 
■  forfeiture,' which  have  left  British  ports  prior  to  Febru- 
ary 2d,  1811,  853 ;  m&ved  to  amend  so  as  to  exempt  all 
vessels  and  merchandise,  358;  the  amendment  will  at 
once  give  a  clear  deck,  858 ;  the  law  of  May  last,  author- 
ized the  President  to  proclaim  the  fact,  if  either  France 

'  or  Great  Britain  revoked  her  edicts,  and  non-inter- 
course should  ensue  with  the  other,  853;  France  re- 
voked het  edicts;  Britain  did  not,  and  non-intercourse 
Is  in  force  with  her,  353 ;  this  fiict  doubted,  and  should- 
be  inqnu'ed  into,  858 ;  the  bills  to  lay  additional  duties, 
and  to  authorize  a  loan,  furnish  additional  reasons  for 
this  bill,  858;  if  the  non-inteircourse  has  not  gone  into^' 
effect,  new  t^es  and  loans  are  not  needed,  858;  pro- 
ceedings of  the'  Executive  relative  to  Great  Britain, 
858 ;  the  President  has  actbd  differently  under  two  laws, 
which. onght  to  have  the  same  practical  construction, 
'  854;  is  it  said,  the  President  had  no  knowledge  of  the 
blockading  orders  of  May,  or  that  it  was  avowed  to  be 
-'  comprehended  in  the  Orders  in  Council?  854;  as  to 
France,  what  are  the  edicts  revoked  and  how  ?  854 ;  the 
Kambouillet  decree,  854;  it  purports  to  be  an  act  of 
reprisal  on  this  country,  854 ;  what  ought  to  have  been 
the  feelings  of  the  Administration  and  of  the  country,  in" 
relation  to  this  measure  ?  855 ;  this  is  taking  property 
under  false  pretences,  in  its  nature,  855;  another  view 

.  of  this  decree^  855 ;  another  mistake  of  this  Government, 
355 ;  the  practical  operation  of  our  law,  855 ;  apologists 

'  of  the  Emperor  point  to  the  act  of  1st  June,  855 ;  object 
in  view  in  this  examination  of  the  decree  of  Eflmbouil- 
let,  356;  threats  and  insults  of  the  French  Emperor; 
856 ;  have  these  decrees  been  so  revoked  or  modified  as 
to  cease  to  violate^the  neutral  commerce  of  the  United 


States  ?  856 ;  these  decree's  hftve.  two  distinct  operations, 
?56;  the  seizure  of  onr  property,  and' Its  sale,  85^';  if 
there  has  been  any  modlijlcatlon,  It  only.prevents  future 
seizures,  leaving  the  property'already  seized  to  take  the 
course  of  confiscation  and  sale,  856;  has  there  been  ^uch 
a  revocotlon  of  the  Berlin  and  Mil^n  decrees,  as  War- 
ranted the  proclamation?,  857;  it  was  not  credited  that 
It  could  be  issued  on  the  letter  of  the  Duke  of  Cadorev 
357 ;  what  Is  the  understanding  of  the  French  courts' and 
officers  on  the  subject  ?  857 ;  the  revocation.  If  any,  was 
a  future  one,  357 ;  it  was  also  conditional,  857 ;  puzzling 
to  determine  Ti^hether  it  was  a  condition  precedent  or 
subsequent,  358 ;  the  conditions  on  the  part  of  England, 
858 ;  conditions  on  the  part  of  France,  858 ;  conditions 
on  the  part  of  this  country,  358;  the  right  of  not  being 
vexed  or  endangered  by  paper  blockades,  respected,  858; 
the  flag  is  to  protect  the  property,  and  search  is  not  to 
be  permitted,  859 ;  how  are  we  to  cause  those  rights  to 
be  respected?  85!);  are  we  prepared  for  those  con- 
ditions ?  859 ;  it  may  be  said,  that  the  letter  of  the  Duke 
of  Cadore,  if  not  Itself  a  decree,  Is  evidence  of  a  rescind- 
ing decree,  359 ;  the  letter  of  Mr.  Russell,  859 ;  moved 
to  strike  out  the  whole  of  tho  bill,  860 ;  it  is  a  new  doty 
for  Representatives  to  present  under  a  suspicious  aspect, 
either  the  motives  or  the  acts  of  tho  Executive  branch 
of  their  Government,  860 ;  in  no  nation,  ancient  or  mod- 
em, was  such  a  thing  seen,  unless  in  the  last  stages  of 
corruption,  860 ;  the  whole  fact  should  have  be^  stated 
in  regard  to  the  letter  of  the  Due  de  Cadore,  and  the 
answer  of  General  Armstrong,  860 ;  why  is  the  Presi- 
dent's proclamation  d^approved?  860;  the  letter  of  Mr. 
Erskine  was  not  a  repeal  of  the  British  orders,  860;  no 
difference  in  the  ^ound  taken  by  the  Executive,  escept 
that  one  arrangement  was  with  Great  Britain,  and  the 
oiJier  with  France,  860;  shown  from  the  correspond- 
ence, that  the  President  did  not,  under  the  act  Of  the 
last  session,  require  the  revocation  by  Great  Britain,  of 
any  blockade,  except  that  of  May,  1806;  and  that  block- 
ade must  have  been  included  in  the  demand  under  the 
act  of  last  session,  861 ;  extract  from  the  Message  of  the 
President,  361;  declaration  of  our  Secretary  to  Qeneral 
Armstrong,  861 ;  declaration  of  General  Armstrong  and 
the  Due  de  Cadore,  361;  statement  of  Lord  "Wellesley, 
861;  do.  861;  thus  the  demand  was  confined  to  the 
blockade  of  1806,  862 ;  was  this  blockade  such  a  violation 
of  the  neutral  rights  of  the  United  States,  as  to  come 
decidedly  within  the  act  of  last  session  ?  862 ;  this  block- 
ade presents  three  distinct  characters,  862 ;  1st.  It  ob- 
structs a  trade  from  one  port  to  another,  of  the,  same 
enemy ;  2d.  It  obstructs  trade  from  the  port  of  one 
enemy  to  the  port  of  another ;  8d  It  obstructs  trade  of 
neutrals,  from  their  own  country  to  any  part  of  the  coast 
fVom  the  Elbe  to  Brest,  362 ;  it  is  in  violation  of  the 
principles  contended  for  by  every  Administration  under 
the  American  Government,  362 ;  letters  of  Mr.  King  and 
Mr.  Marshall,  862 ;  some  observations  on  the  bill  before 
the  House,  868 ;  the  construction  put  on  the  non-inter- 
course law  is  perfectly  within  its  object,  363 ;  further 
explanation  of  the  law,  363 ;  views  of  the  committee, 
863 ;  unwillingness  to  imply  by  any  vote,  a  recognition 
of  the  efficacy  of  the  non-intercourse  law,  which  could 
not  have  an  operative  force  until  May,  is  a  motive  to 
sustain  the  amendment,  364 ;  truth  of  the  position  as  to 
the  operation  of  the  law,  demonstrable,  864;  not  answer 
to  argue  from  the  Intention  of  the  le^slature,  864 ;  the 
words  of  the  act  are  explicit,  and  the  meaning  plain,  864 ; 
pledge  contained  in  the  act  relative  to  commercial  inter- 
course between  the  United  States,  and  Great  Britain  and 
France,  364;  explanation  of  this  pledge,  364;  the  same 
proposition  was  presented  to  both  the  latter  nations, 
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.  Se?) ;  if  either  iyould  revoke  its  e.dictsf  no  goods  or  wares 
of  the  other,^  should,  three  mouths  thereafter,  be  im- 
ported into  the  United  States,  365 ;  France  did  so  reToke 
her  edicts,  365 ;  this  amendment  proposes  £o  repeal  the 
Don-intercourse  act,  exoluding  the  merchandise  of  Great 
Britain,  although  JFraiice  has  so  repealed  her  edicts,  and 
Great  Britain  has  not,  365;  this  is  a  direct  breach  of 
faith,  865;  the  excuse  is,  that  t^e  President  had  no  right 
.to.  issue  his  proclamation,  and  that  the  assurances  of 
France  were  deceptive,  365 ;  the  President  is  expressly- 
instructed  by  the  non-intercourse  act  to  make  the  proc- 
Jamation,  365;  as  well  might  the  legitimacy  of  a  treaty 
be  questioned  after  it  had  been  ratified,  865;  how  could 
the  President  act  a  different  part  upon  the  evidence  in 
the  case?  865;  if  this  diplomatic  evidence  is  not  to  be 
received,  an  end  is  put  to  all  diplomatic  intercourse, 
,865;  i^Qreat, Britain  had  made  the  like  communication, 
and  the  President  had  taken  the  like  course,  what  would 
have  been  said  by  these  gentlemen  ?  365 ;  they  approve 
the  proclamation  in  the  case  of  Great  Britain,  but  de- 
nounce a  similar  proposition  in  the  case  of  France,  366 ; 
it  is  said,  the  non-intercourse  act  is  not  in  force ;  whence 
do  gQntleroen  derive  ,the  power  to  declare  an  act  of  Con- 
gress not  in  force  ?  366 ;  the  revoked  decrees  of  France 
are  considered  by  ^ome  as  more  obnoxious  than  the 
British  Orders  in  Council,  866 ;  who  can  be  an  apologist 
of  France  or  England,  when  each  has  cjiarged  the  other 
■with  the  first  aggressions  on  our  commerce  ?  -366 ;  while 
Gr^at  Britain  finds  some  able  advocates  in  this  House, 
Bhe  ^ill  find  no  necessity  to  redress  our  wrongs,  366. 

In  viewing  the  course  which  bas  been  adopted  this 
session,  it  is  surprising  that  the  present  measure  should 
bewailed  up -for  adoption,  867 ;  it  is  now  evident  that 
the  President  was  duped  by  the  French  Emperor,  and 
I,ed  to  issue  his  proclamation,  867 ;  what  has  occurred  to 

_  alter  the  face  of  affairs,  to  induce  this  new  attempt  to 
fasten  on  th^e  restrictive  system  against  our  intercourse 
with  Great  Britain?  367;  the  last  communication  from 

,  the  President  famishes  the  most  conclusive  evidence  of 
the  treachery  of  Bonaparte,  867;  how  has  the  President's 
proclamation  been  verified  ?  868 ;  the  remonstrance  of 
Mr.  Eussell  remains  unanswered,  and  the  New  Oi'Ieans 
packet  remains  under  seizure  to  t'his  day,  368 ;  after 
thirteen  dajs  a  partial  suspension  of  the  decrees  Was  or- 
dered, 368 ;  a  suspensioji  not  as  to  sequestration,  but  as 
to  condenmation,  368;  with  this  statement  before  their' 
eyes,  will  gentlemen  assert  that  the  decrees  were  re- 
voked? 368;  are  we  bound  by  any  faithful  performance 
had  on  the  part  of  France  ?  868 ;  have  either  France  or 
Great  Britain  complied  with  the  condition  ?  369 ;  must 
this  sacrifice  be  made  in  order  to  bolster  up  the  Presi- 
dent's proclamation  so  prematurely  issued  ?  869 ;  Is  this 
an  honest  neutrality  to  revive  the  restrictive  system 
against  Great  Britain,  while  the  French  decrees  are  still 
in  force  ?  369 ;  the  present  measure  is  intended  as  a  pro- 
pitiatory sacrifice  to  conciliate  Napoleon,  869 ;  is  it  calcu- 
lated to  produce  this  effect?  869;  a  view  of  the  coarse 
which  has  been  pursued  can  answer,  869 ;  the  amend- 
ments contemplate  the  continuaace  and  enforcement  of 
the  non-intercourse  law,  870 ;  after  long  d^lfy  the  Ad-; 
ministration  has  condescended  to  develop  their  policy, 
870;  the  proposition  contained  in  these  amendments 
has  relation  to  the  most  momentous  and  most  elevated 
of  our  legislative  obligations,  871 ;  the  nature  and  effects 
of  this  commercial  restrictive  system  are  no  longer  mat- 
ter of  speculation,  371 ;  only  a  word  on  its  nature  neces- 
sary, 871 ;  the  system  contained  in  the  law  of  May,  1810, 
and  March,  1809,  is  injurious,  is  not  fiscal  in  its  nature, 
nor  protective  of  manufactures,  nor  competent  to  coerce 
either  belligerent,  871 ;  who  was  ever  the  friend  of  non- 


intercourse?  371;^  It  was  agreed  upon  because  the  ma- 
jority could  agree  upon  nothing  else,  872 ;  the  system 
should  therefore  bo  abandoned,  372 ;  its  advocates  say 
we  cannot  abandon  it,  for  our  feith  is  plighted,  873 ;  is 
any  such  faith  plighted  ?  if  so,  whence  did  it  arise  f  372; 
under  the  act  of  May,  1810,  872 ;  what  is  its  character  and 
the  obligations  arising  u^der  it?  372:  the  obligations 
arise  under  a  certein  section,  373;  divested  of  technical 
expression,  it  provides  that  a  new  commercial  condition 
shall  result  on  the  occurrence  of  a  certain  fact,  which 
fact  the  President  shall  declare,  873 ;  the  terms  our  act 
proposed  was  the  modification  or  revocation  of  certain 
edicts ;  the  effect  to  be  produced  was  that  this  revoca- 
tion or  modific^lon  should  be  such  as  that  these  edicts 
should  "  cease  to  violate  our  neutral  comiQprce,"'  878 ; 
has  the  act  been  done,  and  in  such  a  manner  as  to  amomit 
to  an  honorable  fulfilment  or  acceptance  of  our  terms? 
878 ;  the  occurrence  of  the  fact  of  revocation  involves 
the  propriety  of  the  proclamation,  373 ;  has  the  £act  oc- 
curred ?  878 ;  this  point  examined  with  regard  to  Fiance, 
874;  letter  of  the  Due  de  Cadore  examined,  S74 ;  point 
of  honor  to  be  saved  to  France,  876;  how  was  Great 
Britain  to  accede  to  the  terms  ?  376;  the  declaration  on 
the  part  of  France  further  examined,  876 ;  the  fact'must 
be  done  and  the  effect  produced,  but  the  terms  of  that 
act  must  be  excepted,-  376 ;  the  proffer  we  piade  was 
only  to  revive  the  non-intercourse  law  againat  tha  con- 
tumacious belligerent,  after  three  months  from  the 
date  of  the  proclamation,  376 ;  what  the  French  mean, 
376 ;  our  efficient  concurrence  in  Bonaparte's  plan  of 
policy,  376 ;  is  it  possible  to  point  out  any  variation  in 
the  policy  of  France  to  this  country  before  and  since 
this  letter?  377;  the  true  nature  of  this  Cadore  policy 
is  to  be  discovered  in  the  character  of  Bonaparte,  377; 
it  is  impossible  to  reason  with  those  who  deny  that  the 
decrees  now  exist,  377;  the  act  now  proposed  is  re- 
quired by  no  obligation,  377 ;  the  present  is  the  most  fa- 
vorable moment  for  the  abandonment  of  these  jestrio- 
tions,  877 ;  the  edicts  of  the  President  are  far  more  de- 
testable to  the  merchants  than  those  of  France  or  George 
III.,  377 ;  it  is  time  to  take  our  own  rights  into  our  own 
keeping,  873 ;  why  not  give  the  same  credence  to  the 
letters  of  the  Duke  of  Massa  and  the  Due  de  Gaete,  as 
would  be  given  to  a  letter  from  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  in  Great  Britain  ?  378 ;  about  to  shut  up  the 
only  avenue  to  our  commercial  hope,  it  is  said,  878 ;  this 
point  examined,  878 :  extracts  of  letters  from  Liverpool, 
378 ;  one  gentleman  willing  to  surrender  the  carrying 
trade  to  Great  Britain,  378 ;  three  classes  of  your  citi- 
zens to  be  provided  for  as  contemplated  in  the  provis- 
ions of  this  bill,  879 ;  flrat,  sequestrations  in  France, 
Spain,  Italy,  &c. ;  second,  those  who  have  sailed  to 
France  under  the  faith  of  the  Duke  of  Cadore's  letter; 
third,  importers  of  British  manufactures,  379 ;  It  i£  to 
be  hoped  the  time  is  not  far  distant  when  we  shall  assert 
and  defend  our  rights,  379  ;  are  we  prepared,  after  hav- 
ing been  insulted,  robbed  and  deceived  by  the  French 
Emperor,  to  follow  the  example  of  petty  servile  stetes, 
and  throw  this  people  into  the  embraces  of  that  mon- 
ster ?  879 ;  principal  object  of  the  amendment  to  renew 
the  non-intercourse  of  1809,  so  far  as  respects  <5reat 
Britain,  879 ;  the  amendment  to  suspend  the  whole  re< 
strictive  system  should  be  adopted,  379 ;  this  amend- 
ment changes  the  position  recommended  by  the  ExecT^■ 
tive,  but  not  much  more  than  the  biU  with  the  amend- 
ment under  consideration,  379;  this  bill  would  have 
been  scouted  as  the  production  of  a  madman  previous 
to  the  reign  of  Bonaparte,  380 ;  we  have  conclusive  evi- 
dence that  the  edicts  are  not  so  revoked  that  their  ope- 
ration ceased  on  that  day,  330 ;  how  are  we  to  canse  our 
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righteto  be  respected  ?  880 ;  further  debate  respecting 
the  operation  of  the  decrees,  881;  exomlnatlon  of  the 
non-intercourse  Bystem  from  the  date  of  the  law  of 
March,  1809,  to  Inquire  what  its  profeflsed  object  ifl»  881 ; 
it  Is  thus  demonstrated  that  if  we  suffer  this  system  to 
go  into  operation,  we  are  not  only  again  to  rednoe  our 
citizens  to  a  state  of  bankruptcy  in  their  private  ibr- 
tunes,  but  our  Treasury  Is  likewise  to  be  more  com- 
pletely bankrupt,  882 ;  what  has  been  the  further  effect 
of  this  law  P  882 ;  history  of  its  results,  888 ;  further  re- 
marks, 888;  correspondence  examined,  884;  wtll  the 
servile  manner  in  which  the  rescinding  the  blockade  is 
coupled  as  a  condition  with  the  withdrawing  the  Orders 
In  Council,  escape  notice?  885;  what  American  can  read 
this  correspondeuee  without  laying  his  hand  upon  his 
beart  and  exclaiming  O,  my  Government,  my  Govem- 
ment,  now  is  the  gold  become  dim,  &c.,  885 ;  after  seeing 
how  the  law  of  May,  1810,  has  been  used  with  the 
French  Government,  until  it  had  assumed  the  character 
of  a  threat,  together  with  the  various  changes  of  posi- 
tion  taken  by  our  Government,  it  demonstrates  a  man- 
agement which  will  not  leave  much  doubt  whether  it 
be  Indispensable  to  suffer  this  law  to  go  into  effect  as  a 
measure  of  resistance  gainst  England,  or  good  faith  to 
France,  885 ;  the  proclamation  was  issued  when  there 
was  no  official  information  of  the  repeal  of  the  decrees, 
865 ;  the  faith  of  the  nation  Is  not  pledged  by  the  law 
of  1810,  886 ;  it  may  even  be  admitted  that  this  law  has 
all  the  binding  force  of  treattes,  88T ;  before  France  can 
claim  a  fulfflment  of  any  such  promise,  she  should  not 
only  revoke  her  Injurious, acts,  but  it  should  be  done 
fairly  and  honestly,  and  without  at  the  same  time  adopt- 
ing other  measures  equally  injurious,  837;  Is  this  that 
fair  and  honest  repeal  of  the  Berlin  and  Milan  decrees  ? 
is  this  that  hona  Jid&  performance  of  the  condition  ? 
887 ;  it  is  an  attempt  to  gull  and  deceive  us  by  an  artftil, 
intriguing  policy,  887;  this  is  the  fayorite  moment  to 
erase  the  restrictive  system  from  your  statute  books, 
887;  the  consequences  of  its  continuance  examined, 
887 ;  it  becomes  this  Government,  in  all  our  concerns 
with  the  belligerents  of  Europe,  to  manifest  to  both  a 
fair,  impartial  and  equal  conduct,  888 ;  has  such  a  spirit 

•characterized  the  proceedings  of  our  Government?  368; 
has  a  similar  temper  and  dispo^tion  been  shown  to 
Great  Britain  as  to  France,  in  the  interpretation  of  the 
Cadore  letter  ?  888 ;  this  part  of  the  case  will  not  well 
bear  scrutiny,  889 ;  the  bill  on  the  table  is  calculated 
much  more  to  put  in  jeopardy  the  neutral  character  of 
our  Government,  889 ;  the  principle  of  the  act  of  May 
was  just  and  equal,  889 ;  the  most  copious  source  of  er- 
ror is  found  in  the  extent  of  the  Berlin  and  Milan  de- 
crees, 889 ;  had  France  prbved  faithful  to  her  engage- 
ments, the  United  States  would  at  this  moment  liave 
had  a  prosperous  commerce  with  Europe,  390;  why 
shall  we  at  this  moment  make  this  marked  distinction 
between  France  and  England  ?  890  ;  the  great  question 
Is,  does  the  fact  upon  which  the  proclamation  was  ^one 
to  issue,  and  on  which  its  legitimacy  solely  depends,  ex- 
ist, or  does  it  not  exist  ?  891 ;  the  very  doubt  ought  to 
decide  the  question,  891 ;  such  is  the  case  that  we  are 
enabled  to  prove  a  negative,  891 ;  the  letter  of  the  Due 
de  Cadore  examined,  391 ;  the  case  further  examined, 
892 ;  the  purity  of  the  source  Whence  our  arguments 
come  has  been  questioned,  893 ;  the  order  of  May,  1806, 

'  has  scarcely  a  single  feature  of  a  regular  blockade,  894 ; 
notice  of  the  arrangement  with  Mr.  Erskine,  395 ;  if  the 
Berlin  and  Milan  decrees  had  been  actually  repealed, 
what  would  we  have  gained?  895 ;  there  caa  be  no  im- 
portation of  American  productions  into  France,  but  on 
terms  utterly  inadmissible,  895 ;  it  is  vain  to  eeek  for 


the  Justification  of  thi{B  measure  from  any  thing  Fraace 
hoa  done,  896;  the  dlapoaition  of  Bonaparte,  towards  us 
rests  not  alone  on  hia  acta  of  aggression,  Tapine  and 
plunder,  896 ;  motion  to  postpone  lost,, 897;  It'  wa»  con- 
tended that  the  Emperor  of  France  had  oot  fiiliflUed  his 
engagement,  397;  amendment  offered,  897;  lost)  897; 
further  debate,  897 ;  pre  vioos,  question  moved,  397 ;  car- 
ried,  897;  adjournment  moved,  897;  lost,  897;  bill 
passed,  898;  the  bill,  898. 

Mtareourse  .^orei^n^— Message  from  the  President 
relative  to  the  execution  of  the  act  of  1806,  appropriating 
two  million  dollars  for  defraying  any  extraordinary  ex- 
penses attending  our  foreign  intercourse,  2& 

JfiieroottreQ  Non.—ln  fienato,  bill  to  interdict  com- 
mercial Intercourse,  &c^  read  the  third  time,  28;  the 
effect  of  the  measure  must  be  war  with  Great  Britain, 
It  Is  stated,  28;  what  excuse  Is  there  for  leaving  the 
country  in  such  a  defenceless  state?  28;  what  are  our 
preparations  ?  28 ;  what  is  the  state  of  the  treasury  ?  28 ; 
what  plans  are  offered  for  replenishing  it  ?  29 ;  if  we  are 
to  have  war,  with  whom  is  it  to  be  prosecuted '9.29 ;  un- 
der these  circumstances  what  is  the  course  that  policy 
would  dictate  to  this  country  to  pursue?  29;  conse- 
quences of  non-intercourse  under  such  circumstances, 
80 ;  who  has  been  the  first  aggressor  ?  80 ;  bill  passed, 
8L 

In  the  Rouse. — Eesolution  previously  referred,  106; 
nature  of  the  bill  reported,  106 ;  whole  subject  of  em- 
bargo and  non  intercourse  should  be  incorporated  in  one 
bill,  106;  referred  to  committee  on  /oreign  relations, 
-with  instructions  to  bring  in  a  bill,  107 ;  the  whole  to 
present  a  general  system,  107. 

Bill  ibr  interdicting  commercial  intercourse  between 
the  United  States  and  Great  Britain  considered,  107 ; 
moved  to  strike  out  the  first  section  in  order  to  try  the 
principle  of  the  bill,  107 ;  imposaibility  of  carrying  the 
system  Into  effect,  107 ;  rather  than  accept  this  system 
it  would  be  better  to  remain  under  the  embargo,  107 ; 
the  idea  of  the  efiScacy  of  this  system  examined,  107 ; 
for  the  fiiture  the  remedy  is— to  follow  nature,  106 ;  she 
dictates  the  removal  of  all  obstructions,  108;  the  re- 
moval of  the  embargo  would  give  an  opportunity  for 
negotiations,  108;  also  show  the  effect  of  the  orders  and 
decrees,  if  these  were  not  injurious  no  further  steps 
would  be  necessary,  108 ;  legal  opposition  to  the  em- 
bargo laws  in  Massachusetts,  108 ;  when  did  the  -viola- 
lation  of  our  rights  commence?  108;  so  long  ago  no 
time  could  be  fixed,  108 ;  the  hot-bed  pohtlciaim  atirred 
up  the  people  of  Kew  England,  106 ;  if  we  cannot  get 
war,  or  a  continuance  of  the  embai^o,  non-interoonrse 
should  be  carried  into  effect,  108 ;  England  will  treat 
before  going  to  war,  109 ;  when  the  embargo  shall  cease, 
war  will  be  the  only  honorable  course,  if  reparation  is 
not  made,  109 ;  the  embargo  as  a  precautionary  and  co- 
ercive measure,  110 ;  when  the  injuries  were  committed 
resistance  or  submission  was  our  only  course,  110;  time 
to  change  our  measures  and  place  our  future  reliance  in 
Providence  and  the  energies  and  valor  of  the  citizens, 
110 ,  this  bill  is  conducive  to  the  interests  of  the  coun- 
try, 110;  it  maintains  our  attitude  and  continues  our 
solemn  protest,  110 ;  it  reserves  the  great  question  to  bo 
decided  at  the  next  Congress,  110 ;  objections  to  the  bill 
considered,  111 ;  question  on  striking  out  first  section 
lost,  111 ;  the  embargo  should  be  adhered  to,  until  a  ma- 
jority of  the  people  prefer  war,  112 ;  there  is  no  middle 
course,  112;  the  great  object  of  the  United  &tatea  in  her 
foreign  relations  is  to  maintain  honorable  peace,  112; 
reason  for  resorting  to  the  embargo,  112;  objects  for 
which  it  has  been  pursued,  112;  why  should  they  now 
be  abandoned  ?  112 ;  now  is  the  most  critical  period^or 
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the  eifcctortlie  embargo,  112 ;  views  of  Oreat  Britain, 
IIS;  what  will  be  the  inference  drawn  from  adopting 
■tiiis  measure  ?  US;  firmness  peculiarly  requisite  at  tMs 
time,  113 ;  motion  to  strike  oat  lost,  114. 

In  the  Senate. — ^Ajnendment  to  the  act  offered,  pur- 
porting to  extend  it  to  all  public  armed  vessels  untU 
modified  by  treaty,  118 ;  a  necessity  to  consider  the  snb- 
.  jeet  arises  from  the  limitation  of  certain  sections  of  the 
act,  119;  this  extension  should  have  been  made  at  the 
^Gt  session,  119 ;  it  is  merely  a  municipal  proposition, 
119 ;  overtures  of  the  British  cabinet,  119 ;  motive  of 
:  resisting  the  aggression  of  France,  119;  reasons  why 
modifications  shoald  be  made  by  treaty,  119;  Great 
Britain  cannot  complain,  119;  extract  from  Canning's 
speech,  120 ;  two  conclusions  deduced,  120 ;  the  princi- 
ple contended  for  not  new,  120 ;  report  on  the  amend- 
ment, 122. 

In  the  Sbw«6.— Resolution  to  suspend  the  non-inter- 
course act  offered,  127 ;  bill  from  the  Senate  to  revive 
and  amend  certain  parts  of  the  act  relative  to  non-inter- 
course considered,  152 ;  what  led  to  the  exclusion  of 
British  vessels?  the  attack  on  the  Chesapeake,  152; 
shall  the  measure  of  hostility  be  continued  i^ter  the 
cause  has  been  done  away,  152;  the  interdiction  of  the 
act  was  founded  on  the  violation  of  our  rights  by  the 
belligerents,  153 ;  the  hostility  ceased  when  the  act  was 
passed,  158 ;  it  was  not  the  act,  158 ;  upon  the  passage 
of  this  bill  may  depend  the  destinies  of  this  country, 
153;  the  question  is  what  regulation  shall  be  made  re- 
ep<M:ting  public  ships,  154 ;  shall  we  exclude  both— ad- 
mit both,  or  discriminate?- 154;  England  has  made  re- 
paration, 154 ;  the  ground  we  have  taken  in  respect  to 
France  and  England  reviewed,  154 ;  the  system  proposed 
is  one  of  impartiality  to  the  belligerent  powers  of  Eu- 
rope,  155;  why  were  French  armed  ships  excluded? 
155 ;  it  was  considered  a  measure  fkvoring  Great  Britain, 
155 ;  do  away  every  possible  justification  tiiat  can  be 
urged  by  France  for  not  meeting  our  overtures  for 
pe^ace,  156 ;  if  you  wish  to  gain  the  advantage  of  union 
at  home,  take  away  every  pretext  for  the  violation  of 
your  rights,  155 ;  did  not  this  bill  place  the  two  belli- 
gerents on  equal  footing  ?  156 ;  state  of  the  continent, 
156;  it  is  said,  we  should,  not  discriminate,  &r  France 
has  no  public  armed  vessels,  156;  it  is  not  consistent 
with  our  honor  and  dignity  to  admit  French  ships  with- 
in our  waters,  157 ;  if  we  are  at  peace  with  Great  Brit- 
ain are  they  entitled  to  idl  the  rights  of  hospitality  one 
nation  can  show  to  another  ?  157 ;  this  bUl  is  a  conces- 
sion to  Great  Britain  and  is  not  a  hostihty  to  France, 
15T ;  what  injuries  has  France  done  ?  157 ;  if  you  dis- 
criminate under  the  same  circumstances  you  jeopardize 
the  peace  of  the  country,  157 ;  what  has  Britiun  done 
which  would  require  a  discrimination  as  to  her  public 
vessels  ?  158 ;  the  bill  should  be  passed  in  its  present 
form,  any  material  alteration  will  cause  it  to  be  lost,  and 
thus  will  end  all  that  has  taken  place  between  this  coun- 
try and  Great  Britain,  158 ;  purport  of  the  amendment 
proposed,  158 ;  admission  of  English  and  exclusion  of 
French  ships,  159;  cause  of  the  interdict  of  British  ycs- 
sete,  159;  there  has  been  no  satisfactory  adjustment  of 
our  difficulties  with  Great  Britain,  159;  proceedings 
adopted  to  obtain  a  direct  question  on  the  first  amend- 
ment, 159 ;  a  precedent  furnished,  159 ;  moved  to  ex- 
trude both  French  and  Ei^lish  vessels,  159 ;  lost,  159 ; 
amendment  moved  that  penalties  and  forfeitures  incur- 
red should  be  recoverable  after  the  act  had  expired,  160. 
A  discrimination  should  be  made,  for  one  nation  -has 
complied  with  the  conditions  of  the  non-intercourse  act, 
whilst  the  other  has  not  changed  her  position,  160 ;  the 
armed  vessels  of  either  should  not  be  admitted,  .160 ; 


ahoujd  so  act  that  neitiier  of  the  belligerents  could 
charge  us  with  partiality,  160;  desirable  that  nothing 
should  be  done  to  embarrass  negotiations,  16ft;  this  bill 
has  passed  the  Senate  unanimously,  161 ;  this  bQl  does 
not  conform  to  any  system  of  policy,  161 ;  it  is  said* 
this  bUl  is  considered  as  comporting  with  the  views  _of 
the  Executive,  161 ;  nothing  due  for  any  boon  Great 
Britain  has  given  us,  162  ;  what  is  the  declaration  of  the 
British"  minister  ?  162 ;  diffienlt  to  say  what  other  system 
would  be  proper,  162;  bill  passed,  163. 

In  the  iSenaie.-r'Ka.Ye  been  for  years  contending  against 
the  tyranny  of  the  ocean,  and  pledged  ourselves  to  the 
world  not  to  surrender  our  rights,  177 ;  war  preferable  to 
ignominious  pe^e,  177 ;  what  are  the  means  for  carry- 
ing on  war  ?  177 ;  it  is  said,  no  object  is  attainable  by 
war  with  Great  Britain,  177 ;  it  will  deprive  her  of 
those  supplies  of  raw  materials  obtained  from  this  conn- 
try,  178;  it  w^ill  reproduce  and  cherish  a  commercial 
spirit  in  us,  178 ;  this  bill  is  a  total ,  dereliction  ot  all 
opposition  to  the  edicts  of  the  belligerents,  178 ;  motion 
to  recommit  the  bill  lost,  178- 

Question,  shall  the  Senate  adhere  to  their  amendm^its  ? 
179 ;  the  interests  of  the  country  require  that  the  subject 
shall  be  finally  acted  upon,  179 ;  committee  of  confer- 
ence appointed,  179 ;  report  and  the  question  to  adhere, 
180;  review  of  the  causes  that  led  to  the  measures  of 
this  government,  180, 181 ;  it  is  better  for  Coogress  to 
rise  and  do  nothing  than  to  dp  that  which  will  only  in- 
jure ourselves,  182 ;  Senato  vote  to  adhere,  182. 


jACKSOif,  F.  J.,  his  circular  to  British  Consuls,  193. 

Jackson,  John  G.,  Representative  from  Virginia,  36,  125, 
187 ;  in  favor  of  immediate  arming  of  the  public 
vesels,  101 ;  on  an  extra  session  of  Congress,  102 ;  on 
resolution  relative  to  election  of  presidential  electors  in 
Massachusetts,  105  ;  moves  to  postpone  the  considera- 
tion of  a  vote  of  approbation  of  the  conduct  of  the  Ex- 
ecutive, 129 ;  on  non-intercourse  with  Great  Briton  and 
France,  158.    See  Index,  vols,  1, 2,  3. 

Jackson,  Kickabd  S.,  Representative  from  Rhode  Island, 
87, 124, 187,  316,  424,  577  ;  on  submission  to  the  lato 
edicts  of  England  and  France,  84 

tlaHs  of  States. — See  Index^  voL  1. 

Jbffeeson,  Thomas,  message  as  President  at  a  2d  session  of 
10th  Congress,  3  ;  franking  privilege  conferred  on,  28  ; 
calls  extra  session  of  the  Senate,  33 ;  results  of  his  admin- 
istration, note,  114 ;  franking  privilege  granted  to,  122. 
See  Indeos^  vols.  1, 2,  3. 

Jenkins,  Bobeet,  Representative  from  Pennsylvania,  37, 
124,  205,  315.    See  Index,  voL  3. 

JzNNiNes,  Jonathan,  Delegate  from  Indiana  Territoiy,  1ST. 
315,  ^5,  577  ;  on  raising  mounted  rangers,  650. 

Johnson,  Bichaed  M.,  Representative  from  Kentucky,  36, 
125, 187,  315, 428,  577  ;  on  foreign  relations,  50  ;  on  non- 
intercourse  with  Great  Britain  and  France,  157 ;  sup- 
ports petition  of  Elizabeth  Hamilton,  216 ;  in  favorof  the 
admission  of  Mississippi,  352 ;  on  foreign  relations,  442 ; 
against  a  naval  establishment,  486 ;  on  the  limits  of 
Louisiana  as  a  State,  523 ;  offers  a  resolution  to  rase 
mounted  volunteers,  580.    See  Index,  voL  3. 

Jones,  Jacob,  his  letter  to  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy,  698. 

JoNBS,  Waltbe,  Representative  from  Tirginia,  37, 125, 188, 
319.    SeelndeiB,  vols.  2,  S. 

Jud/idary  System,  bill  to  amend,  read  twice,  84,  87.  Sm 
Indeas,  voL  2. 

Judges,  Federal,  removal  of^  in  the  House,  constitution  not 
perfect,  and  provision  made  for  amendment^  351^  the 
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amondmentla  to  plaoo  tlie  judiciary  on  the  same  fonn* 
dation  as  the  British  Judlclaty,  851 ;  resolutions  offered, 
852 ,;  House  reftisod  to  consider,  852.    89&  Indeas,  vol  8. 


K 

KxLLT  Jaues,  Reprcscntatlro  fVom  FennsTlvanla,  87. 

EsiNAN,  TuoMAS,  Beprcsentatlre  from  North  Carolina,  87, 
126, 188,  815.    See  Index,  vol.  2. 

Kennedy,  William,  Kepresentatlve  from  North  Carolina, 
125, 18t,'816,  TOD.    See  Xu-dea},  vol.  2. 

^NT,  Joseph,  Representative  from  Maryland,  424,  577 ;  on 
an  additional  military  iforce,  679. 

K&nPueby.— Vote  for  President  In  1808, 27  ;  In  1812,  678, 711. 

Key,  Philip  B.,  Eepresentative  from  Maryland,  87, 124, 191, 
816,  426,  577;  on  submission  to  the  late  edicts  of  Eng- 
land and  France,  63  ;  on  an  inquiry  relative  to  prosecu- 
tions under  the  sedition  law,  189 ;  supports  petition  of 
Elizabeth  Hamilton,  215 ;  on  reduction  of  the  navy, 
227 ;  on  the  British  Intrigues,  518.    Seelndex^  vols.  1, 8. 

JgjNO,  BuFus,  number  of  votes  for,  as  Tice  President,  27  ; 
letter  to  Lord  Grenville,  862.    See  Indea,  vol.  1. 

King,  William  E.,  Representative  from  North  Carolina, 
425,  577 ;  on  laying  additional  duties,  431 ;  on  foreign 
relations,  459. 

KjEKPATEiOK,  WiLLiAsr,  Eoprcseiitative  from  Now  York, 
86.    See  Index^  vol.  8. 

KiTCHELL,  Aaron,  Senator  from  N.  J.,  S.  Seelndeao^  vols.  1,2, 8. 

Knickeebockee,  Heeman,  Eepresentative  from  New  York, 
124, 192,  816. 


liAcooK,  Abnee,  Eepresentative  from  Pennsylvania,  425, 
577;  on  the  naturalization  laws,  548,  715. 

Lambebt,  John,  Senator  from  New  Jersey,  38, 116, 166,  250, 
400,566.    Seel7idexB,yo\,Z. 

Land  offi.oe^  bill  to  establish,  read  second  time  in  the  Senate, 
405. 

Lands,  Western,  see  Index,  vols.  1,  8,  Public  Lands. 

liANGDON,  John,  number  of  votes  for,  as  Vice  President,  27. 

Law,  Lyman,  Eepresentative  from  Connecticut,  424,  577  ; 
in  favor  of  a  naval  establishmeUtj  492  ;  on  an  additional 
military  force,  627. 

Lepevke,  Joseph,  Eepresentative  from  Pennsylvania,  424. 

Lbib,  Michael,  Senator  from  Pennsylvania,  21,  26, 116, 166, 
250,  400,  566  ;  makes  a  report  relative  to  forel^  vessels, 
122 ;  offers  resolutions  relative  to  demands  on  Great 
Britain,  179.    See  Index,  toIs.  3,  8. 

I^wis,  Joseph,  jr.,  Eepresentative  from  Virginia,  86,  125, 

187, 814, 424,  577 ;  presents  the  petition  of  the  Directors 

of  Washington  Bridge  Company,  74 ;  presents  a  bill  to 

establish  a  turnpike  company  in  the  District  of  Oolum- 

•      '  bla,  84.    See  Index,  vol.  8. 

Library  of  Con&reae.-^See  Index^  vol.,  3. 

Licenses^  Foreign,  bill  relative  to  passed,  718, 

Lighthouse  DuUe8.—S&6  Index^  voL  8. 

Mm4ia1d.6n,  Statutes  of,  In  the  House,  resolution  requiring 
the  Committee  on  Claims  to  inquire  into  the  expediency 
of  repealiiig  qr  suspending  the  statutes  of  limitation,  so 
ikr  as  they  operate  in  bar  of  the  payment  of  certain 
claims  referred,  468  ;  report  of  committee,  468 ;  report 
considered,  476 ;  all  this  class  of  claims,  being  liquidated 
claims,,  can  be  allowed,  so  the  Treasury  Department 
states,  without  danger  of  fraud  or  imposition,  475 ;  the 
amount  is  $300,000,  of  which  one-fifth  may  not  be  ap- 
plied for,  475  ;  what  is  thestatute  of  limitations?  475  ; 
in  such  statutes  there  are  always  exceptions,  475.;  what 
would  be  the  course  of  an  individual  ?  475  ;  report  not 
to  open  the  act  disagreed  to,  476 ;  resolution  recom- 


mending provision  for  their  payment  agreed  tp,  475; 
resolution  from  the  committee  considered  and  referred, 
B36.  See  Index,  vol.  2.  ' 
Little,  Petee,  Eepresentative  firom  Maryland,  424,  577 ; 
on  pay  of  the  army,  584 ;  on  privateer  jjenslon^  704  ; 
on  war  taxes,  715,  ■■■'-' 

LrvEHMORE,  Edward  St,  Loe,  Bej>resentat!vD  from  Massa- 
chusetts, 36,  124, 191,  351 ;  on  n  on -intercourse  With  Great 
Britain  and  France,  127  ;  opposes  the  postponement  of 
the  rebolutlon  relative  tothe  apportionment  of  repre-' 
sentatlon,  2^  See  Ind£a>,  vol.  8. 
Livekpool,  Lord,  his  despatch  to  Sir  George  !Prevos{,515.  ' 
Livingston,  Edwabd,  memorial  relative  to  the  Satture  at 

Orleans,  118.    See  Index,  v-ols.  1,  2. 
Livingston,  Bobet  Le  Eot,  Kepresentatlve  from  New 

York,  124, 187,  815,  424. 
Lloyd  James,  jr^  Senator  from  Massachusetts,  8, 83, '  117, 
166,  252,  408  ;  on  the  repeal  of  the  embargo  act,  8 ;  on 
non -intercourse  with  Great  Britain,  28  ;  on  the  post- 
ponement of  the  bill  for  additiqnal  duties,  81  ;  on  in- 
corporating a  bank  of  the  United  States,  270  ;   on  aU  in- 
crease of  the  navy,  405. 
Loan  Bill. — In  the  House,  the  bill  to  authorize  a  loan  not 
exceeding  the  principal  of  the  public  debt,  considered, 
227 ;  no  objection  to  the  principle  of  the  bill,  227 ;  doubt- 
ful as  to  the  amount  required,  227 ;  borrowing' money, 
should  not  be  called  paying  the  public  debt,  227 ;  ali  au- 
thority to  borrow  money  should  be  express  and  specific 
as  to  the  sum,  227;  mon6y  wanted  to  defray  the  debts 
heretofore  contracted,  227 ;  specific  in  ^t,  227 ;  amend- 
ments proposed,  227;  bill  ordered  to  be  engrossed,  227; 
further  debate,  229 ;  bill  passed,  229. 
Lowi^ana  Lead  Company,  bill  to  incorporate  rejected,  530. 
Louisia/na  Purchase. — See  Index,  vols.  2,  3. 
Loidsia/na  Territory,  petition  of  inhabitants,  474.  See  Ter- 
ritories. 
Louisiana,  State  of. — In  the  House,  the  bill  for  the  o&nis- 
sion  of  Louisiana,  &c.,  considered  In  Committed  523; 
amendment  relative  to  the  boundary  offered,  523 ;  better 
that  this  addition  of  territory  should  be  the  subject  of  a 
separate  law,  528 ;  there  is  no  difficulty  in  either  way, 
523 ;  the  bill  for  admission  should  state  the  boundary, 
523 ;  motion  passed,  523 ;  question  relative  to  the  in- 
habitants of  Florida  Territory,  attached  to  this  bill,  523 ; 
passage  of  the  bill  for  the  admission  of  Louisiana,  526. 
Louisiana,  vote  for  President  in  1812,  573,  711. 
Love,  John,  Kepresentatlve  from  Virginia,  86, 125, 187, 816 ; 
makes  a  report  on  petition  of  citizens  engaged  in  Mi- 
randans  expedition,  46 ;  favors  the  resolution  fbr  imme- 
~  diate  measures  to  liberate  American  prisoners  in  Cor- 
thagena,  95.    See  Index,  vol.  3. 
Lowndes,  William,  Representative  from  South  Carolina, 
425,  577 ;  in  favor  of  a  naval  establishment,  489.    ^i^ 
/mfeaj,  vols.  2,  8. 
Ltle,  Aaeon,  Kepresentatlve  from  Pennsylvania,  124, 187, 

315, 424,  577. 
LvoN,  Matthew,  Representative  from  Kentucky,  46, 125, 
212 ;  supports  the  resolution  for  immediate  measures  to 
liberate  American  prisoners  in  Carthagena,  95 ;  relative 
to  prosecutions  for  libel,  184 ;  charge  In  the  indictmoikt 
against  him  for  libel,  135;  facts  in  his  case,  133;  on  the 
torpedo  experiment,  219,  221. 

Claim  of. — In  the  House,  a  xnemoilftl  of  Matthew 
Lyon  for  refunding  his  fine,  under  the  Sedition  Act,  426 ; 
moved  to  refer  to  the  Committee  on  Claims,  426 ;  if  the 
petitioner  has  any  claim,  it  is  because  the  law  is  uncon- 
Btitutional,  of  which  this  committee  are  not  the  proper 
|ud^e,  426 ;  moved  to  refer  to  a  seleqt  committee,  426 ; 
the  whole  subject  of  these  prosectitions  was  referredto 
a  committee  at  a  fbrmer  session,  which  had  been  pre- 
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,  V^tadfroin  acting;  if  there  is  justice  in  anyof  this  class 
of  claims,  it  should  1)e  known,  427;  idle  to  attempt  to  do 
hy  statute,  what^  the  constitution  has'  endeAvored  in  vain 
,- to  enforce,  42T ;  amendment  proposed  to  the  reference, 
427 ;  proper  measures  had  not  been  taten  to  prevent.a 
recurrence  of  measures  of  this  kind,  427 ;  amendment 
carried,  427.    JSe^  IndeXy  vols.  2, 8. 

-:--,-'  .   ■■.  ,.       ^ 

MACX.AT,  Samttel,  Senator  from  Pennsylvania,  8;  resigns 
his  seat  in  Senate,  26.    See  IndesD,  toIs^  1,  2, 3. 

ilA,co»i  Nathaniel,  Eepreaentalive  from  "North  Carolina, 
-36,_125, 187,  815,  425,  577;  offers  resolution  relative  to 
the  expediency  of  continuing  the  embargo,  41;  opposes 
,  the. resolution  for  inomedlate  measures  to  liberate  Amer- 
ican prisoners  in  Cartliagena,  95;  on  the' immediate 
anning  of  the  public  vessels,  98 ;  on  an  extra  se^ion, 
ioi;  on  counting  bliink  ballots,  125;  declines  to  be  a 
candidate  for  the  Speakership,  125 ;  on  an  Inquiry  rela- 
tive to  prosecutions  under  the  Sedition  Law,  138, 189 ; 
on  the  Batture  at  New  Orleans,  149 ;  on  non-intercourse 
with  Great  Britain  and  France,  160 ;  on  the  remission 
of  certain  fines  on  emigrants  from  Cuba,  164;  opposes 
postponement  of  the  resolution  relative  to  the  appor- 
tionment of  Eepresentation,  224;  on  the  ratio  of  repre- 
sentation, 816 ;  oa  the  admission  of  the  Territory  of  Or- 
leans, as  a  State,  321,  824;  on  commercial  intercourse 
with  France  and  Great  JBritain,  397 ;  on  laying  ad- 
ditional duties,  431 ;  on  a  Quartermaster's  Department, 
477;  on  the  Britisji  intrigues,  518;  on  the  State  limits 
of  Mississippi,  522 ;  on  mode  of  relief  of  Caraccas,  532 ; 
on  pay  of  the  army,  589 ;  on  the  imprisonment  of  Amer- 
ican seamen,  595 ;  on  an  additional  military  force,  616 ; 
on  an  additional  military  force,  674.  /See  Index^  vols. 
1, 5,  8. 

Madison,  James,  his  letter  as  Secretary  of  State,  on  the  ob- 
ject of  thes  secret  appropriation  for  foreign  intereourse, 
26 ;  elected  President  in  1808,  27 ;  number  of  votes  for, 
as  President,  27;  number  of  votes  for,  as  Vice  Presi- 
dent, 27;  first  iusugnral  oi^  33;  letter  to  the  Senate  on 
the  time  of  taking  the  oath  of  office,  33 ;  first  message  to 
Congress,  167 ;  message  to  first  Session  of  Twelfth  Con- 
'  -gress,  401 ;  his  Message  at  second  Session  of  Twelfth 
Congress,  567;  elected  President,  574.  See  Index,  vols. 
r. .  1,  2. 

Maobudee,  Pathick,  chosen  clerk  of  the  House,  126 ;  elect- 
ed clerk  of  the  House,  435.    See  Ind^  vol.  3. 

ItfAGKCDEK,  Allan  B.,  Senator  from  Louisiana,  569. 

Malbone,  Fkancis,  Senator  from  Ehode  Island,  35,  116; 
decease  of,  121. 

J^ariUme  Defmcfi^ ,  bill  relative  to,  read  twice  in  Senate, 
418. 

Maeion,  Eobbet,  Kepresentative  from  South  Carolina,  87, 
135, 187 ;  on  the  remission  of  certain  fines  on  emigrants 
from  Cuba,  163,  J64    See  Ind&B,  yoI.  8. 

Maeshaix,  J.,  letter  to  Mr.  King,  362.  See  /Ttrfca),  vols.  3,  8. 

Maryland,  vote  for  president  in  1808,  27;  in  1312,  573,  711. 

Massachti»ett8,  vote  for  President  in  1808,  27;  in  1812,  573, 
711 ;  resolutions  relative  to  a  war  with  Great  Britain, 
415. 

Mabtebs,  Josiah,  Eepresentatiye  from  New  York,  37.  See 
Indeie,  voL  8. 

Mathebs,  James,  appointed  Sergeaijt-at-arms,  by  the  Sen- 
ate, 3 ;  chosen  8ergeant-at-arms  of  the  Senate,  116. 

Matthews,  Vincent,  Eepresentative  from  New  York,  126, 

isa 

Matthewson,  Eliska,  Senator  from  Ehode  Island,  3, 116, 

166,250.    See  Index, -vol  8. 
Maxwell,  Geoegk  0.,  Eepresentative  from  New  Jersey,  426. 


McBkidb,  AEftHiBAii>,Eepresentative  from  North  Carolina, 
125, 187,  315,  480,  677. 

MoO<3fT,  "William,  Eepreeentativefrom  Virginia,  424,  577. 

McCeeeet,  "William,  Eepresentative  from  Maryland,  86 ; 
presents  petition  of  citizens  confined  in  the  jails  at 
Carthagena,  South  Americh,  37.    See  Index,  vol.  8, 

McKeb,  Samuel,  Eepresentative  from  Kentuckyt  ^25,  187, 
815,  425,  530 ;  on  foreign  relations,  456 ;  against  a  naval 
establishment,  434 ;  on  the  bill  laying  an  embargo,  544 ; 
on  an  increase  of  thei  Navy,  600. 

MoKiM,  Alexander,  Eepresentative  from  Maryland,  124, 
188,1 315, 424,  577 ;  presents  petition  of  Americiin  prison- 
ens  in  Carthagena,  141;  on  Miranda's  Expedition,  142; 
on  the  ToTpe(OT  experiment,  220 ;  on  reduction  of  the 
Navy,  227;  oa  disbanding  the  master  commandants  in 
•the  Navy,  242 ;  in  favor  of  the  admission  of  Mississippi, 
352 ;  on  privateer  pensions,  704. 

McKiMLET,  "William,  Eepresentative  from  Virginia,  816. 

Medals  and  Prise  Money,  for  the  oflicers  and  crew  of  the 
Constitution,  reported  on,  593. 

MediteT^ane'an  Trade.— See  Index,  vol.  2. 

Meigs,  Eetuen  Jonathan,  jr.,  Senator  from  Ohio,  26, 116, 
166;  resigns  his  seat  in  the  Senate,  264^ 

Memorial,  from  ci|;izens  of  New  York  relative  to  the  em- 
bargo, &c.,  413 ;  remarks,  414 

Meridian,  a  first,  Eeport  on  the  establishment  ot,  222. 

Message  of  President  Jefferson  at  second  Session  of  tho 
Tenth  Congress,  8  ;  on  expenses  of  foreign  intercourse, 
26;  of  President  Madison  at  first  Session  of  Eleventh 
Congress,  117;  of  President  Madison  at  second  session. 
Eleventh  Congress,  167 ;  communicating  circular  of  F.  J. 
Jackson,  193 ;  with  reportr of  Secretary  of  State  relative 
to  Tombigbee  and  Alabama  rivers,  213 ;  of  President  Madi- 
son at  third  Session  of  Eleventh  Congress,  251 ;  confiden- 
tial from  the  President  to  the  Senate  in  secret  session, 
312;  relative  to  reparation  for'  the  attack  on  the  frigate 
Chesapeake,  403 ;  relative  to  the  battle  of  Tippecanoe, 
403 ;  and  documents  relative  to  the  hostile  policy  of 
Great  Britain,  404;  on  the  Hudson  Eiver  and  Lake  On- 
tario Canal,  404;  relative  to  British  Intrigues  to  dis- 
member the  Union,  408 ;  relative  to  a  temporary  em- 
hargo,  410;  relative  to  the  battle  of  Tippecanoe,  466; 
with  proceedings  of  a  convention  in  Orleans  Territory, 
506 ;  do.  with  documents  relative  to  British  intrigues, 
506 ;  relative  to  an  cimbargo,  544 ;  on  affairs  with  Great 
Britain,  551 ;  and  documents  relative  to  Florida,  562 ; 
Annual  to  both  Houses  of  Congress,  567 ;  communicat- 
ing the  capture  of  the  Macedonian  and  Frolic,  570  ;  and 
documents  relative  to  the  capture  of  British  vessels  on 
Lake  Erie,  571 ;  communicating  captures  and  destruction 
of  the  Java,  574;  with  documents  relative  to  the  capture 
of  the  frigate  Macedonian,  597;  relative  to  conduct  of 
British  officera  to  persons  taken  in  American  armed 
ships,  608  ;  relative  to  impressed  seamen,  705;  relative 
to  the  capture  of  the  frigate  Java,  710;  relative  to  the 
Orders  in  Council,  717. 

Messages,  FresidentiaZ.—See  Index,  vols.  1,  2,  3. 

Metcalf,  Aettnah,  Eepresentative  from  New  York,  4^ 
577. 

Millkdgb,  John,  Senator  from  Georgia,  21;  chosen  Pre- 
sident ^ro  tern,  of  the  Senate,  27;  See  ItuZob,  vGls.  1, 
2,  8. 

MiLLEE,  Pleasant  M.,  Eepresentative  from  Tennessee,  125, 
187,  315 ;  on  the  admission  of  the  Territory  of  Orleans 
as  a  State,  82S. 

Military  Force,  additional. — See  Army. 

MiMtary  Acad&my. — See  Index,  vol.  2. 

MiliUa,  arming  and  classing  of  considered,  708.  See  Index^ 
vol  3. 

Milnoe,  William,  Eepresentative  from  Pennsylvania,  86, 
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124, 187,  815,  424,  6T7;  on  an  extra  seaslon  of  Congress, 
102;  on  nou-lntcroourso  vtlth  Great  Britain  and  France, 
107 ;  on  ttio  sale  of  all  the  gunboats,  239 ;  oa  commercial 
Intercourse  with  France  and  Great  Britain,  867 ;  on  the 
protectloB  of  American  seamen,  429;  on  the  British  In- 
trigues, 510  ;  on  Increased  pay  of  the  Army,  688;  on  the 
Imprisonment  of  American  seamen,  694, 695.  See  Jndeeo, 
vol.  8. 

Mvtving  Compam/y^  bill  for  the  Incorporation  of,  In  upper 
Louisiana,  405 ;  bill  passed,  409, 

Mint^  establishment  of.— See  Indeao^  vols.  1,  3. 

Mircmda'a  Expedition. — In  the  House,  petition  of  thirty- 
six  American  citizens  confined  at  Oarthagena,  in  South 
America,  under  sentence  of  slavery,  87 ;  referred,  89 ; 
report  of  committee,  46 ;  resolution  of  committee  con- 
sidered, 95 ;  postponement  moved,  95 ;  lost,  95 ;  an  agree- 
ment on  the  resolution  would  involve  the  government 
In  difficulty  without  answering  any  good  purpose,  95 ; 
it  would  tend  to  prote  that  the  government  had  connec- 
tion with  the  expedition,  95 ;  the  persons  had  engaged 
themselves  in  foreign  service,  95 ;  had  been  taken  and 
condemned  for  piracy,  95 ;  appeal  to  humanity,  95 ;  such 
an  appeal  could  not  involve  the  government,  95 ;  the 
men  had  been  deluded,  95 ;  they  hod  been  sufficiently 
punished,  95 ;  reaolufion  lost,  96. 

Besolution  offered,  that  the  President  take  measures 
to  effect  their  liberation  If  satisfied  they  were  involun- 
tarily drawn  into  the  enterprise,  142 ;  In  this  case  to 
lean  to  the  side  of  humanity  Is  an  act  of  great  injustice 
and  cruelty  to  society,  142 ;  it  is  not  a  question  like  re- 
deeming our  brethren  from  slavery  in  Tripoli,  but 
whether  this  government  would  lend  its  countenance 
to  the  class  of  men  concerned  in  the  expeditions  of 
]\£randa  and  Aaron  Burr,  142 ;  in  passing  this  resolution 
we  hold  up  a  premium  to  vice,  142 ;  no  justice  in  the 
proposed  interference,  143 ;  a  bounty  should  be  allowed 
on  the  exportation  of  every  man  of  similar  principles, 
148 ;  the  Spanish  government  never  would  release  tiiem 
until  the  government  interfered,  143 ;  the  only  money 
necessary  was  to  de&ay  the  expense  of  bringing  them 
back,  143 ;  if  the  President  has  the  power  he  has  not 
chosen  to  exercise  it,  143;  did  not  knowingly  engage  in 
this  expedition,  148 ;  they  declare  they  did  not  under- 
stand the  natm*e  of  the  expedition,  148 ;  reasons  to  show 
this,  l44;  a  judicial  investigation  was  had  in  New  York 
previous  to  embarcation,  144 ;  those  who  enlisted  the 
men  declare  they  were  not  informed  of  the  object  of  the 
expedition,  144 ;  embarrassment  of  their  situation,  144 ; 
,  if  the  men  were  guilty  they  should  not  receive  the 
benefit  of  the  interposition  of  government,  144 ;  these 
appeals  for  mercy  would  apply  better  to  the  Spanish 
government,  145 ;  subject  of  the  greatest  delicacy  for  the 
United  States  to  interfere,  145 ;  statement  of  a  lawyer, 
145 ;  we  should  place  the  President  in  a  very  unpleasant 
situation,  146 ;  what  has  the  British  Government  done  ? 
146 ;  have  not  the  British  subjects  been  liberated?  146 ; 
what  has  been  the  situation  of  Great  Britain  to  Spain  ? 
146;  what  connection  exists  between  the  statements 
that  have  been  made  and  the  merits  of  the  case  ?  147 ; 
question  lost,  147. 

MisHssippi  Territory.—MemoTial  of  Legislative  Council 
264;  report  on  petition  of  citizens,  465.  See  Territories. 

Mississippi^  free  navigaUon  of. — See  Indew,  vol.  2. 

Missouri  Territory.— See  Territories. 

Mitchell,  John,  letters  relative  to  American  prisoners, 
705. 

Metchill,  Sxmu&l  L.,  Senator  from  New  Tork,  8;  on  the 
,  repeal  of  the  embargo  act,  16 ;  Eepresentative  from 
New  York,  815,  424,  577;  on  the  ratio  of  representation, 
817;  m^es  a  report  on  the  Spanish  American  colonies. 


436 ;  on  the  bill  to  enable  the  people  of  Mississippi  to 
form  a  State  Government,  521 ;  on  Imposing  addltli)nal 
duties,  689 ;  on  th6  temporary  embargo  bill,  550 ;  re- 
ports on  an  astronomical  observatory,  705.  See  InMex, 
vols.  2, 8.  '  ' 

MoNEOB,  James,  number  of  votes  for,  as  Vice  President,  27. 
See  IndeoDj  vols.  1,  2. 

MoNTGOMEET,  Daniel,  jr.,  Ecpresentative  from  Peniisyl- 
vanla,  86. 

MoNTGOMEEY,  Jomr,  Eepresentatlve  frorii  Maryland,  86, 
125,  187,  815 ;  on  non-lntCrcourse  with  Great  Britain 
and  France,  159 ;  on  remission  of  certain  fines  on  emi- 
grants from  Cuba,  164;  against  granting  petition  of 
Elizabeth  Hamilton,  215 ;  reports  on  Bank  of  the  United 
States,  215 ;  against  the  claim  ot  Jared  Shnttuck,  352. 
See  Indea:,  vol.  8. 

MooBB,  AHBEEvr,  Scuator  from  Virginia,  S ;  on  the  repeal 
of  the  embargo  act,  11.    See  Induce,  vols.  2,  8. 

MoOEE,  Nicholas  B.,  Eepresentative  from  Maryl^ind,  86, 
125, 187,  815.    See  Index,  voL  8. 

MooEB,  Thohas,  Eepresentative  from  South  Carolina,  53, 
125, 187,  315,  425,  677.    See  Index,  vols.  2,  3. 

MoEOAK,  Jaues,  Eepresentative  from  New  Jersey,  ^^680. 

MoEKOw^  Jeeemlah,  Eepresentative  from  Ohio,  86, 125, 187, 
815,  425,  677 ;  reports  on  the  claim  for  military  services 
in  the  old  French  war,  319.    See  In/lex,  voL  8. 

MoBBOw,  John,  Eepresentative  from  Virginia,  86.  See  In- 
dex, vol.  3. 

Moselt,  Jonathan  O.,  Eepresentative  from  Connecticut, 
86,  124,  167,  815,  424,  677 ;  on  an  additional  military 
force,  614.    See  Index,  voL  3. 

Mounted  Troops. — In  the  House,  resolution  presented  to 
authorize  an  expedition  of  mounted  volunteers  ag^nst 
certain  hostile  Indian  tribes,  579 ;  the  people  have  the 
will  and  power  to  extirpate  these  tribes  or  compel  tteir 
surrender,  579 ;  duty  of  Congress  to  organize  this  power 
and  direct  this  will,  579  ;  since  the  defeat  of  Braddock 
no  campaign  had  been  carried  on  with  them  suitable  to 
bring  them  to  reason,  579 ;  experience  of  the  past,  579 ; 
the  work  has  been  begnn  and  should  be  completed,  580 ; 
subject  considered,  650;  resolutions  relative  to,  ofieled, 
651 ;  laid  on  the  table,  651. 

McMFOED,  Gttbdon  S.,  Ecpresentotive  from  New  York,  36, 
212,  316 ;  on  submission  to  tiie  late  edicts  of  England  and 
France,  49 ;  opposes  laying  up  of  the  frigates,  229 ;  on 
commercial  Intercourse  witli  France  and  Great  Britain, 
878.    See  Index,  voL  8. 

N 

IfaUonaZ  University. — See  Index,  vol.  2. 

2^aturalisatiofi  Zaws. — In  the  House,  resolution  relative 
to  amending  the  law,  offered,  543 ;  by  the  law  the  courts 
are  prohibited  naturalizing  foreigners  since  the  dec- 
laration of  war,  543 ;  to  persons  who  have  taken  their 
first  papers  the  Government  is  pledged,  643;  resolution 
referred,  648  ;  supplementary  bill  introduced,.  694 ; 
amendments  offered,  594. 

In  the  House, — Motion  to  amend  considered,  715 ;  mo- 
tion lost,  715 ;  section  depriving  of  his  right  any  one  who 
leaves  the  country  for  two  years,  lost,  715 ;  bill  ordered 
to  be  engrossed,  715 ;  passage  opposed,  716 ;  bill  recom- 
mitted, 715.    See  Ind^x,  vols.  1,  2. 

2^aturali&ed  Ciifeens.— Petition  for  protection,  574. 

Nanoil  Mtdbli8?mient. — Bill  relative  to,  read  third  time  in 
the  Senate,  176. . 

In  the  House. — Bill  to  employ  an  additional  num- 
ber of  seamen  and  marines,  considered;  amendmLenta 
propose  immediate  arming  and  manning  all  the  armed 
vessels,  97 ;    President  already  authorized  to  fit  out 
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,Uiese  veseels  when  the  -public  service  requires,  97 ;  if 
no  occasion  exists,  the  expense  is  a  sufficient  arga- 
ment  against  it,  97;  take  six  months  to  prepare  our 
ships^  97 ;  they  are  rotting  now  at  the  docks,  97 ;  if 
out  at  sea  theymight  be  useful,  97;  a  naval  force,  the 
most  effectual  protection  to  our  geaporta,  97 ;  howev- 
er small  our  naval  force  it  should  notbe.underv^ued, 
97 ;  a  war  with  Gyeat  Britain  could  be  carried  on  only 
by  distressing  her  trade,  97 ;  if  we  had  a  navy  it  would 
famish  the  strongest  temptation  to  attack  our  scaportSf 
98;  moved  to  refer  amendments  of  the  Senate  to  a 
committee  of  the  whole,  98;  motion  lost,  98;  no  esti- 
mate accompanies  this  bill,  98 ;  tlils  House  as  much 
right  to  judge  of  the  force  requisite  as  any  other  depart- 
ment, 98 ;  advantages  that  will  accrue  to  the  nation 
fi-bm  a  few  fast-sailing  frigates,  98;  what  defence  a  few 
ftigates  would  he  could  not  be  understood,  98 ;  our  power 
of  coercion  is  not  on  the  ocean,  98 ;  sufficient  evidence 
in  history  to  warn  the  United  States  against  a  nav^ 
force,  98 ;  facts  bearing  on  the  case,  98 ;  economy  is  good 
in  time  of  peace,  hut  not  for  war,  99 ;  it  is  shocking  doc- 
trine that  this  country  ought  to  have  a  navy  competent 
to  cope  with  a  detachment  of  the  British  navy,  99; 
England  now  sole  mistress  of  the  ocean,  99 ;  as  well  think 
of  embarking  a  hundred  thousand  men  to  attack  France 
on  her  soil,  as  of  building  ships  enough  to  oppose  the 
British  navy,  99 ;  the  question  is  whether  we  will  call 
into  actual  service  the  little  navy  we  possess,  99 ;  those 
attempting  to  argue  in  Ihvor  of  this  measure  involve 
themselves  in  absurdities,  99;  these  absurdities  exposed, 
99 ;  not  wealth  enough  in  this  whole  nation  if  each 
should  gLve  his  all,  to  maintain  our  rights  against  Great 
Britain,  100 ;  at  the  close  of  the  Eevolutionary  war  we 
had  but  ono  frigate,  and  the  best  thing  we  did  was  to 
give  that  away,  100 ;  the  insult  at  Savannah,  100 ;  would 
It  be  good  policy  to  let  our  means  of  carrying  on  war  on 
the  coean  rot  at  oar  docks  ?  100 ;  why  then  should  they 
not  be  manned  ?  100 ;  the  expense  of  this  measure  will 
compel  Congress  to  borrow  money,  100 ;  disadvantages 
of  loans,  100 ;  on  the  score  of  protection  to  trade  it  is 
not  proper  to  fit  out  a  navy,  101 ;  this  proposition  a  mere 
entering  wedge,  101 ;  causes  an  extension  of  Executive 
patronage  which  should  be  limited,  101;  nothing  in  the 
nature  of  the  Government  or  foreign  relations  to  require 
a  navy,  101 ;  not  now  discussing  the  propriety  of  raising 
a  naval  force  for  offensive  purposes,  101 ;  an  invasion, 
whether  on  land  of  water,  touches  equally  the  life-blood 
of  every  man,  101. 

In  fhs  Souse. — Bill  to  r^uce  the  naval  force  read  in 
committee,  227 ;  moved  to  strike  out  so  much  as  pro- 
vides that  all  the  frigates  but  three  shall  be  sold,  228 ; 
moved  to  strike  out  the  whole  section,  228 ;  the  navy 
slionld  be  put  on  the  footing  of  the  peace  establishment, 
228;  reform  in  the  expenditure  desired,  228;  other 
amendments  proposed,  228 ;  motion  to  insert  Washing- 
ton as  a  place  for  a  navy  yard  carried,  229 ;  indefinite 
postponement  moved,  229 ;  withdrawn,  229 ;  question  to 
strike  out  so  much  as  orders  the  sale  of  all  the  gunboats,' 
229;  mortifying  to  witness  the  erents  unfolding  in  the 
Old  "World,  and  the  paralyzing  system  going  on  in  this 
country,  229 ;  some  system  should  be  adopted  for  the 
protection  of  our  commerce,  229 ;  "  millions  for  defence, 
not  a  cent  for  tribute,"  229 ;  the  vessels  should  be  fitted 
out,  230;  motion  to  place  the  navy  on  the  footing  of 
1806,  230;  the  system  of  the  navy  yards  requires  a 
thorough  reform,  230 ;  mode  of  equipment  referred  to, 
230 ;  a  reform  in  the  expense,  not  the  abolition  of  the 
navy,  was  the  great  desideratum,  230 ;  what  appearance 
would  the  passage  of  this  bill  present  to  the  world,  after 
the  resolutions  adopted  at  the  commencement  of  the 


session?  230;  the  ierrapwb  policy,  231;  no  one  can  be 
insensible  to  the  necessity  of  protection,  231;  consider 
the  immense  space  exposed,  281 ;  the  navy  is  at  present 
sufficiently  reduced,  231;  it  is  asked,  what  has  Uie  navy 
done?  231;  not  that  want  of  system  at  the  navy  yards 
which  is  complained  of^  232 ;  the  smaller  vessels  are  in 
perfect  repair,  2S2 ;  what  mighty  good  has  the  army 
done  by  land  ?  282 ;  the  effects  of  a  naval  force  upon 
Comwallis,  232 ;  the  people  of  the  United  States  ara 
destined  to  become  a  great  naval  power,  232 ;  object  of 
the  present  reduction  is  to  enable  the  Government  to 
dispense  with  loans  and  taxes,  233 ;  nottiing  can  so  tend 
to  strangle  the  infiint  Herculea  of  the  American  navy, 
as  the  injudiciomimanner  in  which  that  power  has  been 
attempted  to  be  brought  into  action,  238 ;  the  revenue 
necessary  for  a  naval  establishment  is  founded  on  com- 
mercial greatness,  233;  bat  we  have  changed  and  per- 
verted all  this,  233;  whence  come  these  proceedings 
which  we  find  ?  283 ;  the  redaction  will  not  do  any  ef- 
fectual service,  284 ;  comparative  expenses  of  the  navy 
tmder  the  several  administrations,  235;  expenses  of  the 
marine  corps,  236;  expenses  of  the  navy  yards,  236 ;  an- 
nual cost  of  a  seaman,  236 ;  ailments  considered,  237 ; 
is  it  necessary  to  continue  this  establishment  la  its 
present  state  ?  283 ;  when  the  United  States  had  forty 
&ail  afioat  and  eight  thousand  seamen,  they  had  mci  navy 
yards,  288 ;  our  duty  to  commence  a  thorough  investi- 
gation, 239;  examinations  of  the  committee,  239;  re- 
pairs of  the  vessels,  239 ;  naval  equipments,  239 ;  motion 
to  strike  out  so  much  as  orders  the  sale  of  all  the  frigates 
but  three,  lost,  240 ;  section  relative  to  dismissal  of  sea- 
men lost,  240. 

Motion  tu  strike  out  the  section  which  reduces  the 
marine  corps  considered,  240 ;  fi)rmer  price  of  rations, 
^40 ;  proportion  of  mariners  to  seamen,  240 ;  who  are 
the  true  friends  of  the  Administration?  240;  section 
stricken  out,  242 ;  motion  to  amend  so  as  to  disband  the 
master  commandants,  242 ;  reasons  asked  for,  242 ;  the 
proposition  is  preposterous,  242 ;  never  been  any  reason 
assigned  for  the  creation  of  these  officers,  242 ;  this 
amendment  called  submission  to  the  belligerents,  242 ; 
our  situation  requires  a  war  speech  against  somebody, 
243 ;  well  if  our  relative  expenditures  coald  be  teonght 
back  to  Mr.  Adams'  Administration,  243 ;  amendments 
proposed,  244 ;  save  an  expenditure  of  near  a  million 
dollars,  244 ;  the  original  bill  in  a  different  form,  244 ; 
amendment  proposed  to  limit  the  number  of  seamen  to 
fiiteen  hundred,  245 ;  this  retrenchment  in  the  navy  wiU 
end  in  smoke,  245;  Adams'  Administration  made  the 
only  reform  ever  made  in  the  naval  establishment,  245 ; 
reduction  made  by  the  act  of  1801,  245 ;  proceedings  in 
1806,  245 ;  fhrther  debate,  246 ;  amendment  moved,  247 ; 
lost,  247 ;  original  amendment  passed,  247. 

Jn  the  iSenate, — The  hill  relative  to  an  increase  of  the 
navy  considered,  405 ;  amendment  proposed,  authorizing 
the  President  to  cause  to  he  built,  as  soon  as  possible,  a 
blank  number  of  frigates,  405;  offered  from  a  sense  of 
duty  to  support  the  dignity,  protect  the  rights,  and  ad- 
vance the  best  interests  of  the  country,  406 ;  if  it  be  not 
the  purpose  of  the  Government  to  engage  in  an  open, 
actual,  efficient  war,  or  to  place  the  nation  in  such  a 
complete  state  of  defence  as  to  avert  war  froln  our  readi- 
ness to  meet  it,  then  some  of  the  measures  of  the  pres- 
ent session  are  not  only  inexcusable,  but  nearly  treason- 
able, 406;  what  was  the  consequence  of  the  course  of 
the  Government  in  1793  ?  406 ;  look  at  the  case  of  the 
war  with  Tripoli,  406 ;  then  followed  the  decrees,  406 ; 
commerce  has  been  abandoned,  406 ;  what  was  the  lead- 
ing object  of  the  adoption  of  the  Federal  Constitution  in 
the  northern  parts  of  the  Union  ?  emphatically  to  pro- 
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tect  commerce,  406;  tho  only  money  paid  into  the 
Treasury  which  can  justly  bo  placed  to  tho  exclusive 
.  credit  of  the  cttmrnercc,  Is  the  Blira  retained  In  com- 
merce; how,  then,  has  sho  done  every  thing  for  the 
G-overnmentP  407;  ^ho  are  most  Interested  in  com- 
merce; the  growers  of  the  articles,  or  the  factors,  or 
firelghtera  employed  in  their  exchange  f  407 ;  exports  of 
foreign  productloDs  constitutes  a  commerce  wbldb  Is  the 
legitimate  offspring  of  war,  and  expires  with  the  first 
dawntnga  of  peace,  408 ;  it  is  prosecuted  chiefly  by  com- 
mercial cities  east  and  north  of  the  Potomac,  408;  a 
navy  can  injure  commerce,  but  cannot  afford  it  protec- 
tion, unless  it  annihilates  the  naval  foi'ce  of  the  adverse 
nation,  408 ;  these  frigates  are  to  be  employed  in  de- 
stroying the  commerce  of  the  enemy,  and  not  In  fighting 
her  armed  vessels,  according  to  the  representations  of 
gentlemen,  408;  bill  concerning  the  Naval  establish- 
ment considered,  47T ;  moved  to  fill  the  blank  of  the 
first  section  with  $480,000 ;  a  great  question,  involving, 
in  this  subject,  to  a  considerable  extent,  the  fiite  of  a 
species  of  national  defence,  the  most  essential  and  neces- 
sary, 478 ;  if  the  Infant  Naval  establishment  is  put  down, 
the  majority  of  this  House  run  a  great  risk  of  becoming 
the  minority,  478;  It  has  been  said  this  country  is  a 
great  land  animal,  ^vhich  shonld  not  venture  into  the 
water,  4t8 ;  the  ocean  is  the  farm  of  a  great  portion  of 
our  people,  478 ;  we  are  now  going  to  war,  to  protect 
their  rights,  478 ;  if  Great  Britain  had  not  the  Canadas 
on  our  border,  how  could  we  attack  or  resist  her  ?  478 ; 
the  Naval  establishment  has  been  too  much  neglected, 
478 ;  the  committee  ask  what  this  House  will  do,  prin- 
cipally toward  establishing  and  perpetuating  a  respect- 
able naval  force,  for  the  protection  of  the  rights  of  the 
people  exposed  on  the  ocean,  478 ;  the  adoption  of  a 
respectable  Naval  establishment  is  deemed  improper  on 
the  groutads  of  its  enormous  expense,  and  the  inability 
of  the  nation  to  resist  with  effect,  the  immense  naval 
power  of  Great  Britain,  478 ;  Its  expense  during  eighteen 
years,  479 ;  an  examination  of  the  figurefe  and  statements, 
479;  the  average  annual  expense  is  little  more  than 
twice  the  amount  of  our  economical  civil  list,  479 ;  less 
expensive  than  the  military  establishment,  479;  com- 
pare the  service  of  the  army  with  that  of  the  navy,  479 ; 
if  the  expenses  have  been  extravagant,  there  is  an  op- 
portunity through  espeiience,  to  reform  the  abuse,  479 ; 
a  naval  force  the  cheapest  defence,  479 ;  compare  its  ex- 
pense with  that  of  permanent  fortifications,  479;  tho 
force  proposed  is  sufficient  to  protect  us  on  our  own 
seas,  and  defend  our  ports  and  harbors  against  the  naval 
power  of  Great  Britain,  479 ;  such  is  the  opinion  of  naval 
men,  479;  a  triple  force  will  be  required  by  the  enemy 
to  put  himself  on  a  footing  of  equality  with  that  of  the 
United  State8t-480 ;  the  force  sent  here  mnst  be  relieved 
every  three  months,  480 ;  Halifax  is  the  only  suitable 
port  Great  Britain  has  on  this  coast,  480 ;  great  miscon- 
ception on  the  subject  of  the  British  naval  force,  480 ; 
this  force  examined,  480 ;  only  a  limited  number  of  ships 
can  be  directed  by  her  towards  a  given  point,  480 ;  her 
seamen,  also,  are  liinited,  480 ;  her  pecuniary  resources 
are  limited,  480 ;  what  number  of  vessels  is  she  prac- 
tically able  to  keep  in  commission  ?  480 ;  some  oppose 
this  bill,  lest  we  should  become  too  great  a  naval 
power,  481 ;  but  a  navy  ia  said  to  be  anti-republican, 
481;  we  are  told  that  navies  haVe  ruined  every  nation 
that  has  employed  them,  481 ;  objections  to  tlie  bill,  481 ; 
after  the  war  is  over,  the  navy  will  remain,  4S2;  the 
army  will  be  disbanded,  482 ;  it  is  inexpedient  "to  com- 
mence a  permanent  naval  establishment,  483;  we  are 
unprepared  for  it,  482 ;  we  cannot  protect  our  commerce 
on  the  ^ocean,  482 ;  the  expenses  of  a  N'aval  -establisli- 


ment  exceed  the  profits  which  arisdftom  the tionimerco 
it  protects,  488 ;  these  expenses  are  a  serious  objection, 
483;  what  has  thd  nation  benefited  for  the  past  enor- 
mous expenditure  ?  483 ;  details  of  the  expenditure  at 
the  Wa«hlngton  Navy  Yard,  438;  a  navy  will  be  the 
means  of  exciting  many  wars,  483 ;  consider  the  fate  of 
all  nations  who  have  been  famous  for  their  navies,  483 ; 
Great  Britain  must  sink  under  the  heavy  pressure, 
484;  our  vessels  may  only  tend  to  swell  the  {Resent 
catalogue  of  the  Briti&h  Navy,  484 ;  small  ships  are 
proper  for  the  service  of  the  United  States,  484 1  if  we 
proceed  to  build  a  Naval  establishment,  it  may  affect 
the  destinies  of  this  nation  to  the  latest  posterity,  484 ; 
this  nation  Is  not  inevitably  destined  to  become  d  great 
naval  power,  484;  reasons  why  a  permanent  establish* 
ment  will  prove  ruinous,  484 ;  the  proJ^Osed  establish- 
ment cannot  be  maintained,  without  permanent  internal 
taxes  and  a  constant  increase  of  public  debt,  484;  navies 
have  never  been  considered  adequate  to  the  complete 
protection  of  commerce,  484;  the  situation  of  Europe  is 
in  all  respects  different  from  ours,  485 ;  instructions  of 
the  Virgiuia  Legislature  to  their  Senators  in  Oohgress, 
In  1801,  485;  establish  a  navy  and  this  country  ofoy  bid 
farewell  to  peace,  485;  onr  little  navy  has  already  con- 
tributed much  towards  the  irritation  which  exists  be- 
tween ns  and  England,  486;  the  object  In  view  is  as 
ruinous  to  the  finances  of  the  people  as  it  will  be  de- 
structive to  the  peace  of  tho  nation,  486 ;  since  th&'politi- 
cal  revolution  in  1801,  the  question  of  building  a  navy 
has  never  before  been  presented  directly  to  the  consid- 
eration of  Congress,  486 ;  the  United  States  cannot  main- 
tain a  navy  without  oppression  to  the  great  mass  of  the 
commnnity  in  the  persons  of  tax-gathererjs,  486;  the  , 
system  as  well  as  the  expense  objectedto,  486 ;  note^  486 ; 
the  people  will  not  support  such  a  naval  establishment^ 
487;  the  advocates  of  a  navy  need  not  expect  to  cover 
the  deformity  and  danger  of  the  system,  by  telling  the 
people  they  are  the  friends  to  the  protection  of  com- 
merce, 487 ;  the  division  uf  sentiment  in  the  delegations 
from  different  States,  487 ;  search  for  examples  in  an- 
cient and  modern  history,  487;  has  the  navy  of  Britain 
ever  been  confined  to  the  protection  Of  her  lawfal  com- 
merce ?  488 ;  the  report  has  assumed  principles  as  erro- 
neous as  they  are  novel,  488 ;  maritime  commerce  has 
only  a  coeval  right  of  protection  with  other  objects ;  still 
the  greatest  means  and  resources  of  the  Government 
have  been  devoted  to  its  protection,  488 ;  it  is  asked  how 
we  shall  contend  with  a  maritime  nation,  without  a 
navy?  objections  to  the  object  in  view  answered,  489; 
the  nature  of  commerce,  489 ;  the  value  of  commerce 
has  been  strangely  misunderstood,  489 ;  but  we  have 
determined  to  defend  it,  490;  we  must  employ  the 
cheapest  and  most  efilcaclous  means  of  hostility  we  pos- 
sess, 490 ;  if  it  is  absurd  to  protect  commerce  by  a  navy, 
how  much  more  so  by  an  army,  which  costs  more  than 
a  navy,  490 ;  the  strongest  recommendation  of  a  navy  to 
free  governments  has  been  that  It  was  capable  of  defend- 
ing, but  not  of  enslaving,  490 ;  a  navy,  it  is  said,  would 
terminate  in  an  aristocracy  or  a  minority,  490 ;  the  con- 
stitution was  formed  by  the  union  of  independent  States, 
that  the  strength  of  the  whole  might  be  employed  for 
the  protection  of  every  part,  490;  an  army  the  States 
can  have  without  the  Union,  but  an  adequate  navy  they 
cannot,  490;  the  experience  of  the  world,  491;  expenses 
of  the  navy,  491 ;  it  is  said  onr  resources  are  insufficient 
for  its  equipment,  491 ;  the  bill  embraces  two  objects, 
492 ;  one  relates  to  the  repairs'  and  equipment  of  the 
ships  in-  service ;  the  other  contemplates  bulilding  ten 
additional  frigates,  and  laying  the  founjlation  of  a  new 
Naval  establishtnent,  492 ;  as  an  abstract  question,  it  is 
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tor  the  interest  <>f. the  United  States  to  begin  th^ estab- 
lishment, 493;  this  proved  by  its  connectioniwith  the 
great  and  essential  interests  of  the  country,  492;  com^ 
merce  springs  from  our  agricnlture,  an4.  must  be  pro- 
,tected,  493 ;  -vRhile  England  and  France  have  been  conj- 
tending  for  the  mastery,  we,  witli  a  suitable  naval  force 
and  strict  neutrality,;  might  have  pursued  a  gainful  trade, 
498 ;  this  question  must  have  an  inflnenpe  on  our  destiny 
favorable  M',4ecided,  negatively,  apd  adverse  if  decided 
affirmatively,  493  ;  the  constitution  is  not  imji^erative 
■with,  regard  to  regulating  and  protecting  commerce, 
494;  the  general  , principles  and  remote  consequences 
npon  which  this  question. has  been  considered,  494 ;  how 
;.  It  i^  proposed'to  protect  commerce,  495 ;  from  a  nava,l 
power  have,  flowed  the  most  copious  streams,  of  human 
misery,  495 ;  the  plnnder.of,  half  the  irorld  has  not  sus- 
tained the  British  Navy^  495 ;  a  diversity  of.  opinions 
,,ha3  always  existed  on  this  6ubject,-496;  extraordinary 
,  that  60  much,  unreasonable  jealousy  should  exist,  in  re- 
,  gard  to  a  Naval  establishment,  496  ; ,  the,  source  of  alarm 
la  in  ourselves,  497  ; ,  abundant  security  in  the  nature  oif 
our  Government  against  abuse,  497,;  what  maritime 
strength  is  it  expedient  to  provide  fortherUnitedStates? 
497 ;  three  different  degi'ees  of  power,  present  them- 
selves,. 497 ;.  these .  degrees  considered,  497 ;  views  of 
,  Coh  Daviess,  498 ;  note,  49S ;  what  was  folly  in  1798  may- 
be wisdom' now,  498 ;  blank  filled  with  $100,000,  498  ; 
bill  reported  to  the  House,  498;  quegtionon  filling  the 
blank  for  repairing  with  $48Q,000,  it  was  carried,  498^; 
question  on  agreeing  to  the  report  of  the  committee  to 
,    strike  out  the  section  which  contemplated  building  new 
,  ftlgates,  49.9 ;  the  time  inauspicious  to  begin  anavy,  499; 
our  shii}S  probably  fall  a  prey  to  the  superior  force  of 
England,  499  ;  the  necessity  and  duty  of  a  systematic 
protection  of  our  maritime  rights  by  ma;ritime  means, 
499;  interest  la  our  only  sure  and  permanent  bond  of 
union,  499  ;  the  national  protection  of  our  essential  in- 
terests will  be  undertaken  by  the  States  if  it  is  not  by 
Congress,  499  ;  the  nature  of  the  interest  to, be  pjrotect- 
ed,  and  the  nature  of  the  protection  to  be  extended,  500 ; 
the  locality  of  the  Interest,  500  ;  it  is  the  leading  inter- 
est of  more  than  one-half,  and  the  predominant  interest 
of  more  than  one-third  of  the  Union,  500  ;  comparison 
of  our  commerce,  with  that  of  Great  Britp-in^  501 ;  the 
permanency  of  this  interest  exhibits  the  folly  and  mad- 
ness of  its  neglect,  501 ;  as  to  the  nature  of  nthe  protec- 
tion, rights  in  their  nature  local  can  only  be  maintained 
where  they  exist,  and  not  where  they  do  not  exist,  502  ; 
the  nature  and  degree  of  maritime  protection,  and  our 
capacity  to  extend  it,  502 ;  our  exertions  should  be  ex- 
tended rather  than  graduated  by  the  present  exigency, 
502 ;  there  can  be  no  mistake  touching  the  branch  of 
interest  most  precious  *to  commercial  men,  502  ;  some 
difference  of  opinion  may  arise  touching  the  nature  and 
extent  of  this  naval  force,  503  ;  is  it  a  w  ant  of  pecuniary 
or  physical  capacity  ?  503  ;  this  policyf  will,  produce 
confidence  at  home  and  respect  abroad,  503  ;  effect  of 
the  opposite  policy,  503 ;  a  navy  never  had  and  never 
could  protect  our  commerce,  504  ;  every  nation  which 
has  embarked  in  a  naval  establishment  has  eventually 
been  crushed  by  it,  504 ;  the  embarrassments  of  our 
commerce  are  not  owing  to  a  want  of  a  navy,  504 ;  this 
establishment  proposed  could  not  be  supported  but  by  a 
ruinous  expense,  504 ;  question  on  striking  out  carried, 
504 ;  amendments  offered  to  procure  a,  dockyard,;  and  to 
build  four  frigates,  505 ;  do.  lost,  505 ;  bill  ordered  to  a 
third  reading,  505. 

In  the  fioTMe.— Bill  ftom  the  Senate  considered,  599  ; 
moved  to  add  the  word  "  teen,'*  to  "  four,"  making^ 
fourteen  gunships,  599 ;  time  to  try  the  question  whether 


we  we  to  have  a  navy,  599  ;  British  arms  cannot  with- 
stand American  on  the  seas,  599  ;  four  seventy-fours  are 
mere  mockery,  599 ;  can  easily  support  such  a  force  599. 
SJiould  guard  against  being  carried  too  far  by  the  cur- 
rent .^  of  popular  opinion,. 599  ;    should   authorize  that 
force  which  can  be  prepared  at  the  shortest  notice,  599 ; 
for  what  purpose  are  these  ships  to  be  built?  600 ; 
where  is  your  commerce  to  protect?  600;  the  object 
of  these  vessels,  then,  is  to  fight  your  battles,  600; 
moved  to  strike  out  all  relating  to  seventy-fours,  601; 
to  introduce  these  ships  would  fix  the  policy  of  a  navy 
upon  the  Government,  601 ;  scene  in  the  British  me- 
,  tropolis,  601 ;  if  in  view  of  recent  events  a  navy  is  not 
sustained,  Its  <^e  is  hopeless,  601 ;    the  constitution 
,    settles  the  policy  of  a  navy,  601 ;  seventy-fours  as  com- 
pared with  smaller  vessels  for  service,  602  ;  protection 
due  to  every  right,  best  mode  to  effect  it,  603  ;  impor- 
tance of  a  naval  force  attested  on  record,  603 ;  facts 
which  we  have  in  the  case,  603 ;  is  it  for  an  infant  na- 
tion to  be  deterred  byawant  of  preparation  ?  603 ;  what 
were  the  preparatiorm  for  the  Jlevolutjonary  war  ?  603  ; 
a  naval  force  the  cheapest  the  nation  can  resort,  to  for 
defence  and  protection,  604 ;  cost  of  the  force,  604 ;  the 
different  kinds  of  vessels  proposed,  604  ;  the  question  is 
whether  it  is  bestto  build  any  ships  of  the  line  or  to 
confine  our  efforts  to  frigates,  605  ;  the  objects  for  their 
employment  to  be  considered,  605 ;    ships  better  for 
battle,  frigates  and  sloops  for  cruisers,  605 ;  as  we  have 
no  powerfhl  ships,  England  can  easily  protect  by  convoy 
,  all,  her  valuable  fleets,  605 ;  it  is  said  these  ships  would 
be  blockaded,  605 ;  we  are  in  a  prepared  state  to  build 
seventy-fours,  606  ;  motion  to  strike  out  seventy-fours 
negatived,  606  ;  motion  to  strike  out  seventy-fours,  and 
insert  frigates  and  sloops,  can-ied,  606  ;  question  on  the 
passage  of  the  bill,  609  ;  a  navy  will  cost  more  than  it 
ever  will  be  worth  to  the  nation,  609 ;  a  kind  of  popular 
delusion  at  this  time  about  a  navy,  609  ;  further  objec- 
tions, 610  ;  bill  passed,  610.    See  Index,  vols.  1, 2,  8. 
ITa/oigaiion  X<mos.  — lu  the  House,  ;resolutions  relative  to 
vessels  coming  from  ports  to  which  our  vessels  cannot 
go  and  also,  sea — ^letter  vesseLs  offered,  188 ;  motion  to 
refer  to  Committee  on  Commerce,  188  ;  investigation, 
the  object  of  the  resolutions,  188  ;   character  of  the  pro- 
positions such  as  to  require  it,  188  ;  they  are  founded  on 
permanent  principles,, to  which  the  nation  may  adhere 
in  every  alternative,  188 ;  reference  carried,  189. 
Ifegroes,  Kidnappim-g  of. — See  Index,  vol.  2. 
Nelson,  Hugh,  Eepresentative  from  Virginia,  424,  577 ;  on 
rules  and  orders  of  the  House,  471 ;  presents  the  peti- 
tion of  citizens  of  Louisiana  Territory,  474 ;  on  the  tem- 
porary embargo  bill,  547. 
Nelson,  Roger,  Eepresentative  from  Maryland,  8T,  125, 187 ; 
on  submission  to  the  late  edicts  of  England  and  France,  72 ; 
presents  a  bill  authorizing  an  increased  naval  force,  84 ; 
favors  the  resolution  for  immediate  measures  to  liberate 
American  prisoners  in  Carthagena,  95 ;  reports  on  peti- 
tion of  officers  of  the  Eevolution,  213.    See  Md^os,  vol.  8. 
NetUral  lights,  'oiolaMon  of. — In  the  House,  resolutions 
submitted,  which  are  designed  to  vindicate  the  commer- 
cial rights  of  the  United  States  against  belligerents  of 
Europe,  189 ;  their,  introduction  not  inconsistent  with 
the  most  friendly  negotiation,  189 ;  high  time  these 
rights  were  vindicated  or  abandoned,  189  ;  upon  what 
principles  do  the  belligerents  pretend  to  j  astify  these 
commercial  restrictions?  189  ;  not  the  true  ,pj:;inciple, 
189 ;  what  principles  are  more  specifically  asserted  by 
Great  Britain  ?  189 ;  the  right  to  blockade  by  proclama- 
tion, 189 ;  the  only  principle  we  recognize,  190 ;  this 
right  founded  on  the  most  arbitrary  power,  190 ;  have 
we  not  the  same  right  aa  Great  Britain  to -prohibit 
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tradeMOO;  olijcotefl,  that  thoodoptlon'of  thoresolutlons 
would  lend  to  hostility,  190;  the  resolutions,  190  ;  laid 
on  the  taWe,  191.    See  Jn.dm,  vol  B. 

Nsw,  Anthony,  Kepresentatlve  ftoti  Kcntneky,  424,  BTt; 
'on  tie  claim  of  Mattliow  Lyon,  426.  SeS  Tndeti,  Vdls.  1, 
2,8. 

NKwnbi.D,  Thomas,  EeprcscntatlTO  from  New  Jersey,  86, 
124, 181,  319,  424,  57T. 

Jfmc  jfampsMre.— Vote  for  President  in  1808,  27;  In  1812, 
6T8,  Til. 

JfetC'Jeraey.—Yote  for  President  In  1803,  2T;  ta  1812,  BT8, 
711.      ' 

J^ewspap'irs.—ThToe  daily  ordered  for  the  House,  425. 

Nkwton,  Thomas,  Ecpresentatlvo  from  Virginia,  86,  125, 
187,  SIB,  424, 577 ;  on  additional  revenue  cutters,  4T,  48 ; 
on  permitting  Swedish  and  Portuguese  vessels  to  land, 
127 ;  on  the  remission  of  certain  fines  on  emigrants  from 
CuT)a,164;  against  a  commitee  on  manufactures,  198; 
relative  to  the  conduct  of  the  British  MlnUtor,  206;  re- 
ports on  the  mortality  of  the  troops  near  New  Orleans, 
247;  on, laying  additional  jluUes,  431.  See  Index,  vols. 
2, 8.  ■      • 

STew  Fori.— Vote  for  President  in  1803,  27 ;  in  1812,,  678, 711. 

Nicholas,  "Wilson  Caey,  Eeprescntative  from  Virginia, 
87, 141 ;  on  the  proceedings  on  counting  the'  electoral 
Totes,  105;  on  non-Intercourse  with  Great  Britain  and 
France,  109.    See  Index,  vols.  2,  8. 

Nicholson,  John,  Eeprescntative  from  New  Torfe,  124,188, 
819. 

ironSxportatian,-  Temporary.— ^i\\  passed  Senate,  411. 

IToTirMEportation  in  Fored^n  Bottoms. — In  the  House,  the 
bill  to  prohibit  the  exportation,  &c.  of  certain  articles  con- 
sidered, 719;  bill  is  not  what  it  professes  to  be,  719;  it 
denies  commerce  to  neutrals,  719 ;  merely  calculated  to 
produce  vexation  and  embarrassment  at  home,  719 ;  what 
are  the  intentions  and  objects  of  the  bill  as  stated?  720; 
only  a  part  of  a  contemplated  system  of  non-exporta- 
tion, 721 ;  certain  articles  struck  out,  722. 

^on-Importaii07i,  suspension  of,  report  on,  713.  See  Index, 
vol.  3. 

2ibn-Iiitereowree. — See  Intercourse, 

North  Oa/roVmt,  vote  for  President  in  1808,  27;  in  1812, 
673,  711. 


Oaths. — See  Index;  voL  1. 

Ois&i^atory,  astronomical  report  on,  705. 

OAio.— Vote  for  President  in  1808,  27 ;  in  1812,  578,  TU. 

Ohio  Staie  Government. — See  Index,  vol  2. 

OJlaersoftlie  Bevohiiion,  report  on  petition  of,  212. 

Officers,  remmal  of.— See  Indm,  ■vol.  1. 

Offices,  pimrality  of.— See  Index,  vol.  8. 

Oemsbt,  Stbphen,  Eeprescntative  froiin  Kentucky,  442,  577. 

Ordmamoe  of  1787,  action  of  Indiana.— See  Index,  vol.  8. 

Orleiim  Territofy.—See  Territories. 


Paekbb,  Nahfm,  Senator  ftom  New  Hampshire,  8,116,166. 
resigns  his  seat  in  the  Senate,  250,  ■  See  Index,  vol.  8.  ' 

Peassoh,  Joseph,  Eepresentatlve  from  North  Carolina,  126, 
187,  815, 425, 577 ;  on  commercial  Intercourse  with  France 
and  Great  Britain,  390 ;  on  an  additional  military  force, 
618.  -     , 

Pemisyhiamia.—'Vote  for  President  in  1808,  27;  in  1812 
578,711. 

PernneyUamia  Insurgents.— See  Index,  vol.  1.  . 

Petitions,reeeption  of.— See  Index,  vol.  2,  &  Slavery,  vol.  1. 

PiOKiiNB,  Iskabl,  Representative  from  Norti  Carolina,  425, 
577 ;  on  Indian  Affairs,  428. 


I'lcKBRlNO,'  Timothy,  Senator  from  MaSsachusettsi  '^,'1^6, 
166,  460;  on  the  repeal  Of  tbe  embargo  oot,  21 ;  on  m- 
corpdratlnga  bank  Of  thii  UiltOd  StatcB,  802.  sie  III- 
tfcaJjVols.'  2,8.  ■     '  ' '  '' 

Pickman,  Benjamin,  jr.,  Eepresentatlve  from  Mass.,  124, 
197,  819;  on  non-Intercourse  with  Great'  Britain  and 
France,  160;  moves  to  postpone  the  resolution  relatlyp 
to  t'he  apportionment  of  liepresentatlon,  224.  - 

PtKH,  Capt.  Z.  M.,  Mil  making  compensation  to,  96.  "S^e 
Index,  vol.  8.  '  ' 

PiNCKNEY,  C.  C,  number  of  votes  for,  as  President,  27. 

PipEE,  William,  Eeprescntative  from  Massachusetts,  424 
708. 

PiTKii*,  TiMOTirr,  jr.,  Eepresentatlve  from  Connecticut,  86, 
124, 1ST,  815,  424,  677;  against  immediate  cUgrosSiiient 
of  the  till  relative  to  the  power  of  territorial  govern- 
ments, 40;  supports  petition  of  Elizabeth  Hamilton, 
215 ;  reports  on  the  establishment  of  a  first  meridian* 
222 ;  on  the  ratio  of  representation,  317 ;  on  the  admis- 
sion of  the  territory  of  Orleans  as  a  State,  826;  against 
the  admission  of  Mississippi,  352 ;  on  commercial  inter- 
course with  Frince  and  Great  Britain,  397;  on  rules  and 
brders  of  the  House,  472;  on  the  British  intrigues,  515; 
on  French  spoliations,  526 ;  on  pay  ct  the  Army,  583 ; 
on  an  additional  military  force,  623.    See  Index,  vol. «, 

Pleasants,  Jahes,  jr.,  Eepr«sentative  from .  Virginia,  424, 
677;  presents  memorial  of  Inhabitants  of  St.  Xouis,  434; 
on  an  additional  military  force,  617. 

PpiHDEXTBK,  Geohge,  delegate  from  Mississippi,  86,  126, 
187,  819,  426,  678 ;  reports  a  bill  relative  to  the  poWir 
of  territorial  governments,  39  ;  proposes  to  have  the 
bill  engrossed  at  once,  for  a  third  reading,  39,  40 ;  on 
territorial  government  ibr  Mississippi,  42 ;  on  the  peti- 
tion for  a  division  of  the  Mississippi  territory,  141 ; 
on  the  admission  of  the  territory  of  Orleans  as  a  State, 
825 ;  in  favor  of  Ifisslsslppl  being  admitted  into  the 
Union,  852;  on  Indian  affairs,  42S;  on  the  bill  to  enable 
the  people  of  Mississippi  to  form  a  State  government, 
619 ;  on  the  admission  of  liouisiana,  523.  See  Index, 
vol.  S. 

Pond,  Benjamin,  Eepresentatlve  from  New  York,  424,  577. 

Pope,  John,  Senator  from  Kentucky,  S,  118,  166,  250,  400; 
670;  on  the  repeal  of  the  Embargo  act,  7;  on  the  en- 
forcement of  the  Embargo,  26 ;  on  the  occupation  «f 
Florida,  258;  on  incorporating  a  bank  of  tho  tlnlted 
States,  285 ;  on  a  recess  of  Congress,  412,  See  Index, 
vol.  8. 

PoETEE,  John,  Eepresentatlve  from  Pennsylvania,  86, 134, 
187, 816.    See  Index,  vol.  8. 

PoETEE,  Pbtee  B.,  Eepresentatlve  from  New  Tort,  124, 187, 
816,  424,  705 ;  on  the  Bank  of  the  United  States,  348;  re- 
ports relative  to  the  continuance  of  the  charter  of  the 
United  States  Bank,  898 ;  on  Foreign  Eolations,  432;  on 
the  bill  laying  an  Embargo;  546. 

PolTEB,  Elisha  E.,  Eepresentatlve  from  Ehode  Island,  124, 
187, 815, 430 ;  on  imposing  additional  duties,  542 ;  on  an 
increase  of  the  Navy,  699.  See  Index,  voL  2. 

PoSET,  Thohas,  Senator  from  Lonislsna,  570. 

Postage  of  Newspapers.— See  Index,  vol.  3. 

Post  Office. — See  Index,  vol.  1. 

Potomao  Miver,  Sridge.—See  Index,  vol.  8. 

POTDEAs,  JrLiEK,  Delegate  from  the  Orleans  Territory,  141, 
187,  816 ;  on  the  Battnre  at  New  Orleans,  148, 149. 

Pbeele,  Commodore,  letter  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy  r* 
atlve  to  a  gold  medal  for,  610.    Bee  Index,  \o\:i. 

Presents  to  Ministers. — See  Index,  vol.  2. 

Presidency,  Vacancy  in. — See  Index,  voL  1. 

President,  certificate  of  election  of,  27. 

Presidential  Mection,  certificate  of,  674. 

Pi-eeidentiaiMlectton  in  Massatshnsette.—'hi  Hoose,  resolu- 
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tihzt  relative  to  the  mode  in  wbich  it  waa  conducted, 
X05;  the  pr^ent  conrse  will  make  no  difference  in  the 
result,  hat  it  shonld  induce  the  House  to  consider  the 
propriety  of  proTiding  some  mode  of  distingaishing  be- 
tween legal  and  illegal  elections,  105. 
Preioiotte  Question. — ^In  the  House,  amendment  offered  to 
the  roles,  that  when  the  preTions  question  is  ordered  to 
he  taken,  upon  the  motion  In  question  being  put,  every 
member  who  has  not  sx>oken  shall  be  at  liberty  to  speak 
once,  468 ;  this  secures  to  every  member  the  right  to 
speak  at  least  once  on  every  question,  463 ;  what  is  to 
justify  ttus  measure  of  imposing  silence?  it  is  said  the 
right  of  debate  has  been  abused,  463  ;  the  majority  insist 
that  the  rule  will  not  be  abused,  469 ;  neither  the  jqur- . 
nals  of  State  L^islatures  nor  the  laws  of  Parliament  of- 
fered examples  for  this  arbitrary  proceeding,  469 ;  there 
is  a  difference  between  the  freedom  of  debate  and  the 
abuse  of  it  when  you  cannot  get  a  decision  without  an 
exertion  of  physical  strength,  469 ;  this  Jiaa  been  our 
eourse  several  times,  469 ;  a  debate  is  often  prolonged  to 
prevent  a  decision,  469 ;  if  the  majcolty  abuse  tiiis  re- 
sponal^ty,  tiie  people  will  correct  it,  469. 

If  the  majority  do  not  possess  it  under  the  constitn- 
tion,  it  shonld  not  be  given  to  them,  469 ;  the  role  de- 
serves the  character  of  a  Gag  law  more  than  the  se- 
dition law  ever  did,  469 ;  this  question  affects  the  es- 
sential principles  of  civil  liberty,  and  saps  its  hopes  at 
the  very  foundation,  469 ;  the  promid  taken  by  those 
who  oppose  this  proposition  is,  its  necessity  and  conve- 
nience, 469 ;  these  are  the  points  which  should  be  most 
vigilantly  guarded,  469 ;  the  subject  is  in  some  respeets 
difficult  to  manage,  469 ;  a  feeling  in  and  out  of  the  House 
unpropitions  to  an  impartial  debate,  469 ;  what  is  that 
principle  of  <UTil  liberty  which  is  amalgamated  and  iden- 
tified with,  the  very  existence  of  a  le^lative  body  f  469 ; 
the  right  of  every  individual  member  is  in  £iet  the  right 
of  his  constituents,  470 ;  let  not  any  man  say  this  power 
will  not  be  abused,  470 ;  the  right  to  speak  is  an  individ- 
ual right,  limit  it  as  you  please,  consistent  with  its  single 
exercise,  470 ;  it  is  not  true  that  this  power  ever  was,  or 
ever  can  be,  necessary  in  a  legislative  body,  470 ;  it  may 
be  sometimes  convenient,  471 ;  the  haste  and  clatter 
which  always  attends  the  close  of  a  session  Is  urged  in 
fitvor  of  this  measure,  471 ;  shonld  a  member,  on  great 
questions,  be  denied  the  privilege  of  speaking*  471 ;  to 
interdict  the  freedom  of  speech  is  a  violation  of  right, 
471 ;  freedom  of  speech  is  secured  by  the  constitution, 
472 ;  shall  we  be  deprived  of  it  when  we  come  to  thi* 
House  ?  472 ;  this  rule  has  always  been  in  practice,  472 ; 
the  principle  is,  tiiat  a  majority  at  any  time  in  this  House 
can,  by  calling  the  previous  question,  cut  off  all  debate, 
472 ;  a  new  construction  was  given  at  the  close  of  last 
session,  by  which  this  rule,  which  it  is  proposed  to  amend, 
was  adopted,  472 ;  no  such  power  ever  before  the  last 
session  exercised  over  the  members,  472 ;  see  Journal  of 
the  first  session  of  the  Third  Congress,  472 ;  reason  of  the 
introduction  of  the  previous  question,  473;  no  necessity 
for  it  exists,  478;  amendment  lost,  474;  farther  amend- 
ment proposed,  474;  rules  adopted,  474;  note^  474. 
Privateers,  encouragement  to — ^petition  of  citizens  of  New 
York  for  a  redaction  of  duties  on  prizes,  578 ;  bill  for 
encouragement  o^  580. 

Captures,  petition  relative  to,  594;  a  bill  relating  to 
captures,  606 ;  do.  regulating  pensions  to  persons  on  board 
private  armed  ships,  607 ;  duties  on  privateer  prize  goods, 
report  on,  60T;  documents  referred  to  in  the  report,  607; 
bill  granting  a  bounty  to,  considered,  719 ;  passed,  719. 
In  the  Rouse.— Bi]l  to  compensate  officers  and  crew 
of  our  public  vessels,  for  vessels  of  the  enemy  necessa- 
rily destroyed  at  sea,  703 ;  bill  grows  out  of  the  case  of 
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the  Gherriere  and  Constitution,  7dS ;  principles  of  the 
bill  unprecedented  in  any  country,  703 ;  bill  defended  on 
the  ground  of  expediency  and  precedent,  704 ;  Inexpe- 
dient and  unprecedented,  704. 

Iti  the  Eiau8e.~-^iilto  provide  pensions  for  persona 
disabled  in  private  armed  vessels,  704 ;  improper  to  adopt 
a  principle  so,  liable  to  ahus^  704;  a  jter  cent,  of  wages 
had  been,  heretofore  reserved  to  provide  a  fond  for  this 
object,  704 ;  important  services  rendered  by  privateers, 
704 ;  donbtiul,  704 ;  hill  reconunitted,  T05 ;  report  on,  712. 
-Jn-^e  S&me. — Bill  to  encourage  by  remitting  all 
ciahn  to  duties  on  captured  goods,  716 ;  private  armed 
vessels,  enconragement  o^  bill. for  the,  passed,  716. 

JProceedisigs,  cor^ldetd^il^  in  the  Senate,  415. 

Protective  dutie8.See  Index,  voL  1. 

P^  tern,  appoin  tment,duration  of, — In  the  Senat^  will  an 
appointment  under  a  State  executive  to  represent  a 
State  in  the  Senate,  cease  on  the  first  day  of  the  meeting 
,  of,  the  I^egislatnre,  considered,  118 ;  resolution  submitted, 
121 ;  amendment  moved  andlost,  121 ;  resolution  passed, 
121. 

Public  credo,  bill  to  provide  for  the  support  o^  passed, 
122. 

Public  lands,  report  on  the  cash  system,  61L 

Public  lands.— /See  Indeao^  vols.  1, 2,  S, 

FuGH,  JoH27,  Bepresentative  from  Fennsylvania,  36.    8u 
Indeto^  vol  8. 

Q 

Quakers,  memorial  of — See  Index,  vols.  1, 2,  S, 
QuaHennaster^s  department. — In  the  House,  a  bill  for  the 
^tablishment  of,  from  tiie  Senate,  came  up  for  its  third 
reading,  476;  no  nec^sity  for  this  office,  and  that  of  a 
Purveyor  of  pnbUc  supplies,  477 ;  the  great  oligect  is  to 
provide  for  a  Quartermaster-General^s  department,  in- 
stead of  military  agents,  as  employed  at  ^resent,  477 ; 
these  agents,  without  much  responsibility,  had  nearly 
controlled  the  whole  war  department,  477;  the  duties  of 
Quartermaster-O-eneral  and  Purveyor  are  very  different, 
477 ;  the  former  is  next  in  consequence  to  the  Command- 
er-in-chieii  every  movement  of  the  army  is  first  commu- 
nicated to  him,  477 ;  if  not  a  Purveyor  of  supplies  daring 
the  Eevolutionary  war,  there  was  a  clothier,  who  did, 
nearly  the  same  business,  477;  impossible  to  go  to  war 
without  a  Quartermaster-General,  477 ;  bill  passed,.47T.. 
QuiKCT,  JosiAs,  'Heprescntative  from  Massachusetts,  86^ 
124, 187,  816,  4M,  681 ;  on  resolution  relative  to  amending, 
the  act  laying  an  embai^,  41;  on  voting  twelve  addi>- 
tional  revenne  cutters,  48;  on  submission  to  thfr  late 
edicts  of  England  and  France,  49, 56 ;  on  non-intereourse 
with  Great  Britain  and  France,  107 ;  relative  to  prosecu- 
tions for  libel,  134;  on  the  c^  on  the  President  for 
papers,  192;  on  the  conduct  of  the  British  minister,  197; 
on  t^e  Torpedo  experiment,  220 ;  favors  postponement 
of  resolution  relative  to  the  fl^portionmant  of  represent- 
ation, 224 ;  offers  a  resolution  relative  to  Col.  Washing- 
ton, 226;  on  theratioofreprie^ntati(»i,818;  on  the  ad- 
mission of  the  territory  of  Orleans  as  a  State,  827; 
ag^nst  the  admlfision  of  Missisdppi,  352 ;  on  commercial 
Intercourse  with  France  and  Great  Britain,  870 ;  on  lay- 
ing additional  duties,  431 ;  on  rules  and  .orders  of  the 
House,  469 ;  on  a  Quartermaster's  department,  477 ;  in 
favor  of  a  Nav^  establislmient,  499 ;  on  the  British  izi- 
trigues,  ■  516 ;  on  the  temporary  embargo  bill,  547 ; 
on  the  temporary  embargo  bill,  548;  moves  an 
amendment  to  the  bill  declaring  war  with  Great 
Britain,  559 ;  on  the  pay  of  the  army,  5S5 ;  on  the  poli<7 
of  the  war,  62S ;  on  encouragement  to  privateer  cap- 
tures, 704;  on  non-importation  in  foreign  bottoms,  .723^ 
See  Index,  vol.  3. 
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Eaudolph,  John,  Eopresontatlvo  from  Vlrglnln,  8T,  128,  21T, 
425,680;  on  proceedings  on  coantiDg  eleetoral  votea,  10& ; 
on  conntloK  blank  bnllotii,  120;  on  a  vote  at  approba- 
tion of  the  conduct  Bf  the  Exocutlvo,  127 ;  on  postponing 
•     do.,  129 ;  on  Miranda's  Expedition,  142, 146 ;  on  tlie  Battare 
at  Now  Orleans,  149 ;  offers  a  resolution  relative  to  the 
decease  Of  Colonel  Washington,  225 ;  reports  a  bill  for 
the  redaction  of  the  Naval  e8tat>Usbinent(  221;  on  the 
ftitare  Naval  establishment,  282 ;  on  the  reduction  of  the 
Marine  corps,  240 ;  on  disbanding  the. muter  command- 
ants, 242 ;  on  reduction  of  the  Navy,  24S ;  on  the  claim 
of  Matthew  Lyon,  426 ;  on  the  expenditure  of  public 
money,  429  ;  against  the  bill  for  the  Government  of  the 
territory  of  liouWana,  480;  on  foreign  relations,  484, 
486,  462 ;  on  mode  of  relief  of  Caraeeas,  682 ;  on  the  bill 
'    laying  a  temporary  embargo,  646,  646;  on  pay  of  the 
.  Army,  690 ;  on  the  Imprisonment  of  American  seamen, 
696,  696;  on    an  additional  military  force,  6S1.    See 
■;     India,  vols.  2,  8. 

Jlangire/or  the  Frontier^  bill  to  raise  passed  in  iho  Senate, 
..     404.      '. 
Bea,  Johh,  Bepresentative  from  Pennsylvania,  86, 124, 18T' 

815.    See  Indeas,vo),8. 
Bees,  Fhiup,  Senator  from  Maryland,  8, 121,  16S,  250,  400, 

669.    <S9e/»tf«i!j  vol.8. 
Beed,  William,  Bepresentative  from  Massachusetts,  424, 

B80. 
Jieport,  on  the  petition  of  clnzena  engaged  in  Miranda's  ex- 
rr'  pedition,  and  confined  ia  Uie  jails  at  Carthagena,  47;  in 
Senate  relative  to  foreign  armed  vessels,  122 ;  of  &Ql»%tary 
of  Treasury-relative  to  barred  claims,  183 ;  on  the  letter 
of  I.  A.  Coles,  204 ;  on  claim  of  Elizabeth  Hamilton,  212 ; 
on  the  claim  of  Alexander  Scott,  for  Indian  depredations, 
217;  on  the  mortality  of  the  troops  at  Terre  aux  Boeni^ 
247;  on  the  conduct  of  general  Wilkinson,  248 ;  on  ex- 
tending charter  of  the  bank,  811 ;  on  the  claim  of  Gene- 
ral Wilkinson,  812 ;  on  the  claim  for  services  in  the  old 
French  war,  819;  on  the  Spanish  American  colonies, 
486 ;  with  amendments  to  the  report  on  memorial  of 
Legislative  council  of  Mississippi  for  admission  as  a 
Btate,  465 ;  relative  to  the  pay  of  the  officers  and  soldiers 
.  . '  of  the  battle  of  Tippecanoe,  475;  on  sundry  divorces  in 
the  district  of  Columbia,  605;  on  the  disclosures  of 
John  Henry,  524;  not^,  625;  relative  to  the  Cumber- 
land Bead,  580 ;  relative  to  the  conduct  of  Judge  Tonl- 
mln,  533 ;  on  an  Astronomical  observatory,  705;  relative 
to  amending  the  act  for  the  fiovemment  of  the  Missonri 
Territory,  707 ;  on  the  suspension  of  non-importation, 
718. 
BepreemicMon,  ratio  o/.—In  the  House,  resolution  to  ap- 
portion one  Bepresentative  to  forty-five  thousand  in- 
habitants offered,  224;  motion  to  postpi^ne,  224;  better 
be  decided  at  the  next  session,  224;  better  to  decide  the 
ratio  now  tlxan  after  the  result  of  the  census  was  known, 
224 ;  if  a  law  is  now  passed,  tlie  fractions  would  cause  an 
alteration,  224;  this  is  an  attempt  to.  settle  a  principle 
before  the  facts  are  known,  224 ;  if  postponed  till  after 
the  census  and  a  particular  ratio  should  suit  the  three 
,  large  States,  they  would  carry  it  without  regard  to  frac- 
tlons  In  the  small  States,  224 ;  if  made  now  It  will  enable 
the  Legislatures  to  district  the  States,  224 ;  extreme  diffi- 
culty in  settling  it  alter  the  results  of  the  census  were 
;  known,  225;  Its  settlement  heretofore  had  ended  In  a 
.  _  bargain  between  the  members  ftom  the  different  BJates, 
:  225 ;  laid  on  the  table,  225 ;  queatloa  on  filling  the  "blank 
with  the  number  of  souls  which  should  entitle  to  a,Bep- 
resentative,  816;  it  should  be  filled  before  the  result  of 
the  census  is  known,  816 ;  better  if  the  till  declare  that 


the  JQo)we  shoul^.  ooMlst  "^ '» <iO,rl»I;^,  i»ij>?il)e^  «f  ,|icm- 
bA^  to  be  apportioned  )>^r«afte|r>  SW^  a  very  tmpo^nt 
blllfl^ng  ^9 ,CQqBt^uctlon  of,.aprovisjon,of  the  cb.nstl- 
tutlofl,.  ^],1f;,  Important  c^ps^eratlon^  i^^faVdt  of  a 
large  numiier,  817;  th*  pr0!(?Rt.,(?9P£'«Mf^yi^  *^» 
.  ratio,  liiitlt  wUH-ntit^h^  p)>^;f^tory_np9piBone^t;Con- 
gress,  818;  tbe  bill  prenutijire,  SlB;  yiii^tiqit  of  the 
.  (sonj;t)tatlpa  tq  pass  fbis,  bitl,  818;  it  estahU^h^^  a  ratio 
which  piustbe  abortive,  818;  the  apportionment  must  be 
according  to  the  numbers  in  eacl^  State,  318;  the  num- 
bers are  as  yet  un^known,  813  ^  idea  of  its  unconstlt.u^lon- 
allty  unwarranted,, 8^8;  bill  fixes  only  tbe  ratioj'818; 
'  object  ot  declaring  the  ratlp  is  that  the  Bta^  Legislatures 
may  proceed  to  district" their  States,  8i8;  postponepient 
opposed,  819;  postponement  nrg^d,  219;  bill  laid  on  the 
table,  819 ;  question  on  filling  the  blank  for  the  niiinber 
of  inliabitants  to  a  Bepresentation,  482 ;  87,000  moved, 
432;  bill  ordered  to  bf  engrossed  for  a  tMrd  resfflng, 
482.  (See  iJwieo!,  vob.  1, 2. 
R^riepZs  on  BrUlfth  C^onz;»^rc^.— Amendments  to  tl^  bill 

declaring  war,  416, 
JRetigjuMm,  doeeit  eaute  a  Vacancy  t—See  Index,  vol  L 
Re8oJvii<yn.~wi!o  repeat  the  embargo  act,  5 ;  relative  to  count- 
ing Electoral  votes,  27 ;  relative  to  the  time  of  the 
meeting  of  the  House,  86 ;  relative  to  tbe  ezpedien^cy  of 
-  contii^nlng  the  embargo,  41 ;  relative  t6  cUiz^na  engaged 
in  Miranda's  expedition,  47 ;  relative  to  submission  to 
\iifi  late  edicts  of  Englipid  and  France,  48 ;  relative  to 
copies  of  pii])Uc  docomeats,  56 ;  relative  to  admtssfon  of 
British  vessels  in  American  ports,  94;  do.,  passed,  94; 
relative  to  immediate  measures  for  public  defence,  ^5^ 
relative  to  counting  Electoral  votes,  l05;_relntlve~io  pe- 
titions respecting  the  Presidential  election  in  Massac^tt- 
setts,  105;  of  thanks  to  Speaker  Yamnm,  114;  relative 
to  the  decease  of  Senator  Mdbone,  121 ;  relistlve  ii>  ex- 
iled Cubans  and  their  slaves,  I2I4 122 ;  relative  to  ^nse- 
catlons  for  libel,  188 ;  relative  to  the  decease  of  Senator 
Malbone,  141;  relative  to  the  liberation  of  American 
.prlsoiters  confined  at  Carthagena,  142;  on  decease  of 
Samuel  Wlilte,  168;  relative  to  the  conduct  orthe  Brit- 
ish Minister,  169 ;  relative  to  demands  on  Great  Britain, 
179;  do,,  withdrawn,  179;  relative  to  publishing  the 
laws  of  Louisiana  In  the  English  language,  184;  relative 
to  barred  claims,  186 ;  relative  to  the  navlgation^lawB, 
188 ;  on  the  violation  of  neutral  rights,  189 ;  relative  to 
the  batture  at  New  Orleans,  191 ;  calling  on  the  Presi- 
dent, for  papers,  192;  for  the  appointment  of  a  Com- 
mittee of  manufactures,  189;  vote  on,  193;  relative  to 
trade  to  the  Baltic,  206 ;  relative  to  a  Bank  of  the  UAited 
States,  216 ;  rela^ve  to  the  establishment  of  a  first  me- 
ridian, 228 ;  relative  to  apportionment  of  Representation, 
224;  relative  to  the  decease  of  Col.  Washington,  225; 
relative  to  secrecy  In  tbe  Senate,  818;  confidential  from 
the  House,  814;  amendments  to  do.,  814;  on  an  amend- 
ment to  tbe  constitution  relative  to  the  removal  of  fed- 
eral judges,  852;  of  thanks  to  Speaker  Tarnum,  899; 
relative  to  tbe  burning  of  Blcbmond  theatre,  404;  rela- 
tive to  British  Iqtrlgnes,  t&c,  409 ;  relative  to  the  de- 
cease of  Tlce  President  George  Clinton,  412 ;  relative  to 
a  recess  of  Congress,  412 ;  relative  to  the  accounts  of 
Gen.  Wilkinson,  414 ;  on  the  till  declaring  war,  i\X', 
aatborizlng  the  President  to  siddress  a  proclamation 
to  the  inhabitants  of  Canada,  421 ;  relative  t6  exfend- 
Ing  the  laws  of  the  United  States  over  whites  In  the  In 
dian  territories,  428;  relative  to  the  protection  of  Amer- 
ican seamen,  429;  relative'  to  Increased  mllitary'and 
naval  force  In  present  state  of  foreign  relations,  465; 
relative  to  memorial  of  Leglsiatlve  Council  of  MIssI^ 
slppi,  466 ;  relatlvo  to  paying  the  officers  and  soldiers 
who  served  on  the  Wabash,  466 ;  of  inquiry  relatiyo  to 
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^  exciting  the  I^dtkns  dn  the  Western  frontier,  466;^Tela- 
tive  to  t^e  pay  of  officers  ind  ebldto  !ii  the' battle  of 
TTippecanoe^  476 ;  relative  to  lltnitiitibii  of  claims  oil  the 
Government;  525;  relative  to  Virj^Hia  military  bounty } 

"  ',  Wnds,  527;  committing  NAtIian!6l  Eonnsavelt  to  the 
custody  of  the  sei^eant-at-amls,  628 ;  idischargin'g  Na- 
thaniel ^^omisavell,  580  i  telatite  to  the  rtiinoval  of  fed- 
eral judges,  530;  of  respect  to  the  memory  ofTlce  Pres- 
ident Clinton,  531 ;  relative  to  the  relief  of  Caraccas, 
531, 532;  relative  to  amendment  qf  nataralization'laws, 
6^;  of  inquiry  relative  to  -vtolaiions  of  secrecy,  548; 
xelafive  to  the  occupation  of  Florida,  561 ;  of  inquiry  ; 

"       relative    to  any  proceedings    respecting  the   country ; 
South  of  Georgia,  562;  to  supply  each  Senator  with 
\  newspapers',  566 ;  to  &iquir0  iht<i  the  expediency  of  of- 
fering encuur^ement  to  privateers,  STO  ;  of  respect  for 

\  "  ,the_  meinory  of  John  Smilie,  571;  of  honors  to.  Hull, 

'  Decatur,  Jones,  and  Elliott,  573;  relatlve.to  the  capture 
of  the  Guerriere,  578;  relative  to  the  exemption  of  eoj- 
dlere  &om  arrest  for  debt,  578;  Telatlve  to  autjzorizing 
on  e^edition  of  mounted  volunteers,  580 ;  relative  tp 
sales  of  the  public  lands  for  casli,  611 ;  relative  ti>  the 

^._. ,  dec^a^e  of  Smilie,  614;  relative  to  raising  mounted  ran- 
gers, 651 ;  relative  to  the  land  claims  in  Mississii^iT'er- 
'ritory,  703;  relative  to  encouragement  of  privateers, 
705;  relative  to  Vlr^nj^  military  bounty  lands,  710; 
^  calling  for  infonmitioii  relative  to  repeal  of  the  decrees 
,  of  France,  718;  of  thanks  to  the  Speaker,  719;  for  in- 
,  -7  fprnifttion,  relative  to  the  navy  yardSj  71&. 

BeUUiaMon. — ^BiU  giving  power  to  the  President,  read  third 
time,  718;  passed,  718;  the  bai,  718. 

RacetiiiA  CvMers. — In  the  House,  till  to  authorize  the 
employment  of  twelve  additional,  considered,  47 ;'  this 
for<je  necessary  for  thq  proper  execution  of  the  reve- 
|ijie  l^ws,  4Ti  ^^9s  any  letter  been  received  _froni  the 
gecretaiy  of  the  Treasury  ?  47 ;  information  had  been 
received  directly  from  him,  47;  more  tlian  verbal  infor- 
ii;iation  required  to  make  -  the  proceeding  correct,  48 ; 
^nev«r  more  than  ten  employed  in  the  most  floorishing 
_  times,  48;  no  consequenpe  to  the  Hpixse  whether  there 
h^  been  a  ^ritte:!^  communication^BO  the  information 
come  fiom  tjie  proper  source,  48;  committee  rise,  48; 
engrossed  bill  jcead  K  third  .  time,  74 ;.  motion  to  recom- 
.  mit  lost,  74;  bill  passed,  74 

BaEA,  John,  Eepreseniative  irom  Tennessee,  86, 125, 187, 
815,  425, 577;  on  an  extra  session,  103;  on  the  conduct  of 
the  British  Minister,  204;  favors  postponement  of  the 
resolution  relative  .to  tjie  apportionment  of  representa- 
tion, 225;  on  reduction  of  the  navy,  243,  244;  on  domes- 
tic manufiwturefi,  428 ;  on  Indian  aflSiirs,  428;  on  the  bill 
to  enable  the  peo^e  of  Mississippi  to  form  a  State  0-ov- 
emment,521.    jSefi /fw^,  vol  3. 

Rhode  Island.— Yote  for  President  in  1808,  27 ;  ia  1812, 573, 
711 5  resolulions  relating  to  maritime  defence,  &c^  413 ; 
admission  o^  see  Indese,  vol.  1. 

KiCHAEDS,  Jacob,  Eepresentative  from  Pennsylvania,  87. 
See  Index,  voL  3. 

fExCHABDS,  Mathiab,  Ecpresentative  from  Pennsylvaiu^  36, 
124^  187,  316.    See  Iiideai,  voL  3. 

BicoABDfioir,  WnJiAH  M^,  Eepresentatirc  from  Miassachn- 
Mtts,  496, 577 ;  on  the  bill  tp  authorize  the  people  of  Mis- 
Hssipppi  to  form  a  constitution,  592. 

BicffmoTid  rAaa^r6.T-Eesp]ution  in  Senate  relative  to  the 
burning  of,  404. 

EmGELY,  Heney.  M.,  Representative  from  Delaware,  424^ 
578;  on  an  additional  military  force,  62l 

Eikbk,  Samuei,  Ecpresentative  from  New  Tork,  36.  See 
index,  ToL  3. 

^j^^QOUi,  BmmujsLj  Eepresentatiye  fro™  Maryland,  816, 


Roads  Post.— See  Indfx^  vo^^3. 

EoANE,  John  T.,  Representative  from  Tirginia,  125,  187, 

,-'^  Sf5,425,--577,-'     ..■■■■•    rns^n-,-^-        --..-«.  ivsj...:  h  a'J 

BOBERTS,  Jonathan,  Eeppesentaittye  from  .Pennsy^^iuiia, 
424^  57-7;  «n  foreign  relations^  455 ;  against  a-<na<val  es- 
tablishment, 493 ;  on  the  recall  of  absentees,  538.     ' 

E^BBBTSCNff,  'ThohAs  B01.LING,  -EppFesentative  froih  liouisi- 
ana,5TT;  infavor  of  an  additional  military  forces  666; 
on  noUHSxpOTtatipQ  in  foreign-'bottome^^  719« 

E«BiN80N,  Jonathan,  Senator  from  Vermdnt,' 8, 116^  166, 
250,403,566.    See  Index,  y<A.  9. 

E<yoMAN,  Wiujam;  Eeptesentative  from  Pennsylvania^  424, 
-  -  577.^  —    >  '■,<...■ 

EoQEEB,  John  B.,  loiter  with  documents  relative  to  im- 
pressed seamen,  706.         ^  ■  ' 

■EooT,  Eeastus,  Representative- from  New  Torky  141^  187, 
■     8W.SeeIndex,'v'o\J9. 

Rose,  JdHN,- Eepresentatiye-from  Penn^lvairfa,  124^' 191; 
moves  an  amendment  relatiTe  to  the-lnqufry  respecting 
prosecutions  for  libel,  137, 13&;  ontheremiB^oii  of  cer- 
tain fines  on  emigrants  from  Cuba,  163, 164;  on  the  con* 
duct  of  the  British  Minister,  195. 

EowAN,  John,  Ecpresentative  from  Kentucky,  97.  See  In- 
'■    <fea5,  voL6~  '  '  ^"--^^ 

Eu^BLL,  John,  Representative'  from  New  York,  86.'  See 
Ind£X, -vol.  S.        -"''•■■-  .       ■  3'iA 

Etuuid,  Hebuan  W.,  letter  to  John  ffenry,  506. 


Sag^  Ebenbzee,  EepreisentatiTe  from  New  Tork,  124;  18T, 
316,424.577.      '^ 

Bajchons,  Thomas,  Ecpresentative  from  New  Tork,  124, 
187, 315, 424, 577 ;  on  the  bill  to  authorize  the  a^int- 
ment  of  additional  brigadier-generals,  551*    See  Index, 
-    vol  8l 

Sa^cmnah,  reUef  of.— -See  Index,  vol.  2. 

Sawtbe,  Lkhttbi^  EepresentatW&  from  North  Oarolin'a,  86, 
125, 187, 316, 425,  580 ;  against  Immediate  arming  <»f  the 
public  vessels,  100 ;  on  the  appointment  of  a  committee 
of  marinfectures,  189 ;  on  a  Naval  establishment,  599. 
See  Index,  vol.  3. 

Say,  Benjamin,  Eepresentative  from  Pennsyivitoia,  37, 141 ; 
presents  memorials  from  officere  of  the  Eevolutionary 
army  in  Pennsylvania,  56. 

SctJDDEB,  John  A.,  Eepresentalive  from  New  Jersey,  815. 

Seamen,  American. — In  the  Honse,  a  resolntion  offered 
'  relative  to  an  inquiry  into  the  laws  for  the  "prot^tion 
of  American  seamen,  ^9;  our  laws  Materially  defectiv« 
on  this  subject^  429;  their  object  should  be  twofold— to 
protect  'bona  fide  American  citizens,  and  to  prevent  the 
abuse  of  those  protections  b^  citizens  of  other  conntFtra. 
^9 ;  case  of  an  Italian  at  Baltimore,  429. 

InthieSimse. — Resolution  of  inquiry  relative  to  the 
seizure  by  Great  Britain  of  persons  fighting  under  the 
American  flag  and  laying  claims  to  tiiem,-  &c,^94;  seve- 
ral cases  had  occurred,  594;  olgections  to  the  form  and 
expressionofthere8olutlon;594;  instance  Pf  many  of  the  ■ 
crew  of  the  Wasp,  595 ;  every  man  must  be  protected 
that  is  on  board  a  ship  of  the  iMted  States,  595 ;  motion 
withdrawn  and  a  substitute  offered,  595;  vigorous  re- 
taliation should  be  made  if  onr  countrymen  found  in 
arms  are  treated  as  criming  695;  not  a  question 
whether  such  i)6T6ons  are  Britah  subjects  or  not,  if 
fhey  have  been  fighting  otir  battles,  596 ;  naturalized 
foreigners  should  be  protected  the  same  aa  native'  citi- 
zens, 596;  expatriation,  597;  resolution  agreed  to;  597, 
See  Index,  vol.  8. 

Sedni&n,  Regulation  (J^— Bill  fbiv  713 ;  passed;  718. 

^tof  Goi}effvm€nt.-^SeeIndex,y<>lB,%%S, 


76B 


immmx . 


SiUTiiii,  Ebkhekbb,  BeprdsentatlTe  from  MoBBaehm^tte,  36, 

,     124,193,1816,  484,  577.    See  Inam,  rol ». 

Seeret  JProceedingai  pwbMeati<mo/.--rla  the  Boiuo,  report 

of  the  committee  dtrcctoil  to  Inquire  whether  there  hud 

been  nny/violation  of  the  seoreo;  Unposed  by  the  Bouse 

oonsldciedf  B37i;  Nathaniel  Boansavell  brought  to  the 

bar  of  the  Honeo  and  qnesUoned,!  627 ;   ordered  into 

,.  oustody  till  fnrtheisnoUce,  527 1  letter  I'cum KounwreU, 

627;  manner  in  which  the,  information  relatlv.ejte  the 

embargo  was  obtained  wlthoutdoor^  527,;,-)explanfttlons 

of  members,  628 ;  Bounsavell  dlspii^ed,  627.         : 

In  the  Uouee, — Be^plntion  offered  to  Inquire  If  .there 
had  been  »  violation  of  the  eecreoy  imposed,  50;  do.  I 
,  poAsed,  548.,  ., 

Secret  Prooe&Mngt.—OouBiienUal  eopplementAl  joHmal  of, 

,.,,6H    ,„,  |,,., 

Seoretary  of  Staie.—'B.\&  letters  to  Qen,  Matthews  and  CoL 
McKee  relvtliie  t«  posansslon-of  ^lorldi^  662,  568 ;.  do.  to 
,,   governor  of  Georgia,  564.     ,, 

Sedition  Iittiip, — In  the  Bouse,  resolution  offered  for  an 
.    inqnlry  as  to  what  proseenUonsfor  llbelshad  beenlnstl- 
tuted  nnder  the  aet  to  pnni^h  certain  o^imes  against  the 
1  -.United  .States,., 133;  If . the^ committee,  i^qnire  in  the; 
,  case  of.Ubeis  at  common  law  it  la  proper  they  ehquld  in- 
quire in  the  oth^  cose,  183,;  pne  ^oae^iber  bee^aau^erer' 
.under  the  sedition  law,  133;  resolution  moved,.  133; 
aipendment  propoaedirc^lating  to  any  private  compensa- 
,,  tion  to  such  suiferers,  133;,  Govemmeut.  could  not  right- 
fully inquire,  into  this,  184;  the  disclosure  might  be! 
amusing  if  the  House  had  power  to  make  it,  134;  who 
.compensated  Callender?  ,184;,  proaequtions  under  the; 
,  common  law,  and  the,  sedition  law  essentially  Afferent, 
,,,  134;  who, contributed  to  thegentJieman&om.Eentucky; 
,.  i(I,yon),  134;-thisappsara,to  be  a  proposition  to  aid  a 
single  )Lndividna)„'.apd  by  the. .amendment  gentlemen: 
seem  anxious  to  prevent  him,Jfropi  gaining  ;more  than^ 
he  had  paid,  134 ;  the  pobllo  should  knoW:  -many  .of  thej 
i.  circumstances  of  that  cose,  184i;i^h(!bnj>risanment,  135;^ 
J  ...charge  of  Ubel  in  the  indietqient  of  Lyon,  186 ;  what  do 
;,,ithese  words  amount  to.?  13$ ;  ithe  Jaw  .was  passed  ofter 
■  '_  >  3-the  words-.wore  uttered,  185;  further  facts  in  tlw  case, 
136;  amendment  lost,  137;  amendment  moved  to  in- 
. '  quire  i^bat  compensation  should  be  made  to  those  who 
had  suffered  in  consequence  of  Oieiact  to  lay  andjooUect! 
,    a  direct  tax,  187 ;  where  shall  we  stop  if  we  tread  back 
on  the  steps ' of. 6Sfihoth«Til  137;, propriety  of  going  the; 
:    whole  length  of  the  principle,  181 ;  those  who  paid  the 
tax  should  also.be  remunerated,  IS?,;  lijs  principle  has 
not  been  sesumed,  138;  where.  Is,  the  difference -in  the 
,    coses _of  any  of  these  sufferers f  188 ;  is  this^Ponee  sitting 
as  a. body  to  remunerate  those  who  violated  -th^  laws?' 
138;  movedtopostponelndeflnitely,  138;  the  whole  dis- 
cussion of  the  sedition  law  turned  on, its  constitution- 
ality, 188;  if  nnconstitutionali  can  it  be  vtewftd  in  the 
same  light  as  if  ooastitutional?  188 ;  the  subject  of  con- 
-tiilbution  considered,  18»;.JetithB  inquiry  be:made,  139; 
what  good  purpose  can  it, answer?  189,;  under  what 
;    «lauBe  of  the  constitution  was  Cspt.  Murray  remuner- 
ated, 189 ;  duty  of  the  House  to  make  the.ftiquiry,  189 
fhifther  debates,  14»;  Indoflnitely  postponed,  140. 
,  SB^Uaas'J'ractieeSi^See  Jtidex,  vol,  2.    .  .      ,,     , 
Bmois.— Adjourns  at  closeof  Second  Sessioo  of  Tenth  Con- 
gress, 83;  extra  Session  of;83;ja(^offirji8,  35;  adjourns 
' ,  at  First  i  Bosaion,  Eleventh ,  Congress,  128 ;,  a<youTns  at 
■   Second  Session,  Eleventh  Congress,  18,6  ;,s'Jhlrd,  Session, 
Eleventh  Oongress  adjourns,  812 ;,a^ouEUs  at  close  First 
■/ISeasion,  Twelfth  Congress,, 423,    .   ,, ,  .-'-, 

SsviBE,  JoHK,  Eepresentatlve  ftqm  Tennessee,  42S,  5JT.  i 
■guTiBBBTij..  Adam,  Bepie^ntatlve  from  F^n^y}:?ania,  187j 
" ;  ■ .  '.^15, 424,  577 ;  in  favor  of  a  commlt.tee  ou,  mwufaotures, 


193;  on  the  Bank  ef  tho  United,  gt»tes,  34(t;,  .ogaipst  a 
If airal  establishment,  481;  on  i  the.  caso"Of  I$[.^banlel 
Bounsavell,  629;  oQ^h#  rctnewali  of  ,"S)i^liilpey'a.ip<>tent 
right,  53T;  on  the  bin-  laylwi  ^n  «spbargq„,6^645tj<» 
tholiHprlBO?m»nt  pf.Awsricsn  SBam«B,,696,,  6B6j;^(}n  an 
increase  of  the  navy,  699.  i.r. 

BsATTiroE,  Jabes,  his  cl%lnpf  352r  <  ,      ,.  ,    v,'.  ,v  / 

Bhaw,  S*mr«:i,  Kcprese^itatlViO  liom  :V6rmpnt^,i87,  J?4, 187i 
316, 424, 677.  ..  <  ,  

itsxwV)  PAjfiBi,  BejaeseolatlTe  from  Virginia,  126,816, 
425,  680 ;  on  the  battnre  at  K^w  Orleans„148,t  ofC^n;  res- 

.  >  qlutions  ;reliiJtlv^  to  the  battnre  at  New/  0^ans,.pii; 
supports  petition  of  Elizabeth  Hamilton,  215;70n  the 
admission  of  the  Territory  of  Orleans  as  a  State,  3%^ ;  ^ 
fiivorof  the  adqlwloq  of  Mississippi,  352 ;.|0i)'.  the  li^- 
prisonmentofitmerican  seamen,  596). on  an  addittfu^ 
military  foree,  660.- 

/$2a«e  2Va<i^>—Mem9rtaI  relative  to,  714.         .  .,  .^ 

Slava,  ImpartaUon  of.— Bee  Indeai,  vol.  8.  Duties  on  Im- 
port^;j  -  .   : 

SUner-j/  and  Slcmee.—See  Indete,  vols.  Ir  2,  8.  , 

8i.0tAH,  Jahes,  EepresentativB  from  New  Jersey,  86;. favors 
the  resolution,  fo];  immediate  measures  to  llberate.Ajmer- 
Ican  prisoneiB  in  (/arthogena,  95.    Sea  Indeie,  vol,  g. 

Smblt,  DENins,  Eepresentative  from  Georgia,  40, 128, 191, 
31&    Seef/utea,  vol.  3. 

SmLix,  Joqs,  Eepresentative  from  Pennsylvania,  86, 1^ 

.'... .    187,  816, 424, 577^  opposes  the  resolution-  for  Immedla^ 

p  measures  to  liberate  American  prisoners  in  Carthogcna, 
96 ;  against  the  immediate,  anqiiig  .of  ^he  public  vessels, 
9T;  on  an  extra  session  of  Cangrese,102;  on  thepro- 
ceedlnga-on  counting  the  electoral  voteB,.106^  oif  a<^ 
intercourse  -with  Great  Britain  and  France,  15S ;  opposes 

.,  ■■'<-  the  postponement , of ;the T^solutlo.n  rejatiyertOTtho, ap- 
portionment of  representation  225;  on -the ,  resolution 
relative,  to  (he  decease  of  Col>  Washington,  226 ;  on  1^^ 
ing  additional  duties,  431;  presents  memorial- of^man- 
agers  .of  Union  CanalCompony,  432;-on  rules  and  oi^rs 
of  the  House,  469 ;  on  the  British  intrigues,  618 ;  on  tlie 
case  of  Nathaniel  Bounsavell,  628;  on  mode  of  relief  of 
Caraccas,  532 ;  on  the  biS  laying  an  embargo,  546 ;  de- 
cease of,  61fe   iSe»/«4«>S  vols.  1, 2, 8,-         '■•         .  .   t 

Bmitii,  DAioEb,  -Senator  from  Tennessee,  8,  See  .Indeas^ 
vols.  2,  8.  •  .     . ,  • 

BuiTji,  GROB&x,'Bepresentative Jicom  Fennsylvania,  124K^a7, 
316,424,577.  .      ,  , 

Smith,  J^weuiah  IE,,  Bepresent^tivafrpm  J9^ow  Hampshire, 
Si.    Se6Jndeie,val.S. 

SiuTH,  John,  Senator  from  Now  Totk,  8, 121, 176,  252, 400. 
/See /mtea;, vol 8.  .  ...--•-  -   i 

SuTH,  JOHir,  Bepre8entatlv»from  Virginia,  36,126^  187,  316, 
425,677.    &6,/»d«o,  vol.  8.  r,,      .,,, 

SmTH,  Sauttel,  Senator  from  Maryland,  3,  S3, 116, 168,  260, 
400,  666 ;  on  the  repeaJL  of  the  £mt>argo  A^t,  IQ ;  f^ms 
resolution  relative  to  the  mode  o^  counting  the  £»{ectoral 

r  :  vote,  Z1 ;  on  incorporating  a  Bfknk  of  the  UnitedSti^^ 
292,    iS«8  Index,  vols.  2,  8, 

SuiTH  Samoxi,  Bepresentative  from  Fcnnaylvajoia,  36, 124, 
187, 315 ;  on  adherence  of  the  Se^t^  to  omqji^iif^ts  to 
the  bill  respecting  npn-lpt^rcourse  with  Gre:^  !^tain 
:  and  Franco,  180,,  SeeIndea>,Yq\,,8.     ,     ,, 

Bauei,  CaroUna,  vote  for  President  in  }S08,  ^7 ;  in  181;?,  678, 

"1-      -■     .      ■       -         -  .■ ..-,f 

'SoldiemofiJte Sei!oinUon.—See  In4(»,y9l.-S.,,       ,   ,  , -,- 
Soir^BABp,  He^bt,  Eepresentative  firom  ^ew,  Jersey,  SO, 
124, 187, 315 ;  <>ppoB6S  f hs(  resolutip;!  ;['qr  injni^diate  meas- 
ures- to  lib,^rate,-Amerieai\  prisoners  in  Carthagena,  96. 
(See  An^ffl?,  v<>)s.  2, 8. , ,  ,    ,,     ,  , 

Btabfoed,  Eiohaep,-  Be prB.sputative  frpjf  ,ljrorth  Cairolino, 
86j.l25,,487j  S^6, 425,.677;  p'n iiouutin5>lanfc  bf^i^H,  125,- 
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Brililsh  Mlft1st6r','n9T;   o^^forfelfitilrelatronsi' 45^;  on 

fiTAsfi^T;  ■  JoHM*,  Etipres'i^tative  firbrii-  NoTth.'  CJarrfiiiii,  125, 
■■ '    "'iSl'i  815  i  -i^lim-krto  the^  ednauct  bflhe  Bfltl&h  Minis  tcr, 

208,  »       -   ., 

iS'toie  Balances.— See  Ind&s,  -vol.  2.    " '      '    ■    '  ;-■.'^ 

STfiDirAw;  "WiLtiAM,  EeiiresentatiVe  from  Massacfaiisetts,  B6, 

124,  191.    See  IndecB,  vol.  8. 
■fe^Ei'iiEN'soN,  James,  ifeepiees'eiitatite'ftfoni  Virg;inia,'l'2e;  1ST, 

815.    See  Index,  ^oV.  S.  '' 

9TETEi?80N,  Aechee,  EepresentiitiTe  from'  MaiylaiiA,  424, 

'■'      577;.  ■:  ■'•'■.■;  ^   ■  .,,,,,-    n..     , 

"Bt.  I>'6mtn'ff<>.^Ste'IiidS^l  Vol-,  8.         ' 

St.  Z(kii6,  inemorliil  df  liihabiiants  oi;  434.      '  ' 

Stokt,  Jo^irpn-,  E6presentaf5vd'fi'6hi''MaS9a<ilinset'ts,  96;  in 

favor  of  an  immediate  arming  of  the  public  v6bs^  97. 
Btoeer,  Clement,  Representative  ftwm'Ne-wHBimpshh'fe,  80. 
"^^  SS6'TM€x,Y(iVS.   .'■  ■■-  -  ■■>  ''■■  ^'■-  -\ 

Stow,  Silab,  Representative  from  New  York,  424,' 5TT;  on 

the  bill  laying!  an  embargo',' 54f;  on^6  Wnlpotaiy' em- 
■'"'    targo  till,  647;  on  pkf  of  the  army,  5S2;  in  ikvorbf 

■building  seventy -fours,'  6O8*  on'  an  additioriill  military 

ibrCej  690;  on  ^rivateeir  pensions,  704;  oni -wdr  titses, 
■  ,    ,71-5.,       -,J      .*  fp'      ■       .  ^.,      ' 

Stkohg,  "William,  Representative  froni  Y^rniolit,  424,  677. 
Sl^^AE^,  ThilH*,  Representative  from  MaryKfid,  436,  577. 
'S*tJEGE3i  lifiwra  B.,  Representative  frofti  Odnnecticut,  86, 
*  124;  187, 816,  424, '578;  oti- commercial  Intercottrse^with 
*■'-"  France  and'Great  Britain,  864.  566  Tndeci,  vol..3. ' 
Suability  Of  States. — See  Index',  vol.'2. ' 
Sullivan  G-eORGe,  Eo^rodeiitatlve  from'  New  Hdtiilpsliire, 

424,  T16.  "  ''  "'  " 

SuMPTBR,  Thomas,  Senator  from  Stfuth  Carolina,  8, 116, 166. 

See'Indeia,Yo\s,  2, 81  ■    '  '^'^    ■  '  ' 

SwAteTy  Petee,  Representative  froni  New  York,  36.'    See 

Index,  vol.  8. 
SwoopE,  Jacob,  Representative  frbm  Yirglnia,  126j  187,  316. 


Taggurt,  SamfeIj  'jRepresentative  from  Massachusetts,  87, 

.'^■'^-  186, 187,  ^6,'424i'  578.'    See  iTidece,  vOl  8.  ^  -  ; 

Tait,  Chaeles,  Senator  from  Georgia,  176,  250^  400j  566. 

TALritrittito,  John,  Representative  froin'Virginia,  48!?,  678. 
See  Index,  vol.  2.  ''■'■■ 

TallmaIjge,  Benjamin,  Kepresfintatlve  from  <3onne<stIctit,; 
36, 124, 187,  315,  424,  5T8 ;  on  the  Torpedo'  «xperiment,| 
221 ;  'on  estahlishing  a  Quartermaster's  departzttenl^  477 ; 
on  the  resolution  of  the  Senate  relative  to  the  decease! 
of  the  Vice  Presldetft,  631;  on  an  additional  military 
force,  613;  on  the  causes  of  the  war,  6^.  SeA'-^.^ideoi,l 
"  voi.8.'     "     ■■•'"'■'■    '  "         "^'-.  ; 

Tallman,  PfiLEG,  Representative  from  Massachusetts,  424,| 
708. 

'Taxes,  War. — In  the  House,  resolutfon  to  Instrucfthe  Com- 
mittee of  Ways  and  Meatis  to  report  a  hill  laying  taxes' 
fot  "the  siipport'of  the'war,  715;  opposed,' as  imprac- 
ticable, 715;  advocated  bectfuse  the  House  shoidd  re- 
deem pledges  of  last  session,  715;'  unnetoessaiy  to  lay 
taxes,  715 ;  impracticable  to  act  on  the  subject  at  this 
session,  715;  farther  deb^tej  716;  resolution  lost,  716. 

Taxes,  direct  a/nd  indirect. — See  Index,  vol.  2. 

Tatloe,  John,  Repfesentiitive  from  Sontfa  Carolina,  86, 125, 
187,  315 ;  opposes  the  resolution  for  immediate  measures 
to  liberate  American  prisoners  in  Carthageaa,-95;  on! 
non-Intercourse,  106 ;  on  Miranda's  expedition;  145 ;  on 
non-intercourse  with  Great  Britain  and  France,  158, 159,^ 
160 ;  on  the  remission  of  CeTfain  fines,  on  emig^a&ts  from 
Cuba,  164 ;  reports  on  the  letter  of  I.  A.  Gble^,  204;' 


Senator  from  Sit)tf£h.- Oarolina,  268,  400,' 566;' oti  Incor- 
porating a  bank  tff  the  TJiiltcd  Stated,  800 ;  reports  in 
favo?  of  l)ostpottin^btlls  relative  to  the  Missi^ippt  ter- 

^-''-''  rltot-y^becoming ■« 'State,  &c.,  411;  oH  the  menaoHal  of 
citizens  ofNewYork,  414.    S^&Indew,  voLS.      "■- 

TenfVessee^  vote  for  President  in  1808,  27' ;■  in  1812,  578^  711. 

T&rm-esme,  admission  of.—8&^  Ind&sj  vol.  1. 

i'etHt6H!dlG<P0€T^iwfiemt8^~ordvna'n-ceofVl^.—lTi  the  House, 
'  blllTe^rted  to  take  away  from  Governors  of  Territories 
-the'powerof  prarijgWngor  dissolving thelr^legisMture, 
39;  mov^dtoeugross  for  a  third  residing,' 39;  a  decision 
of  ^  question  *)f  this 'kifid  shbuld  not  be  precipitated,  89; 
the^  otdliiante  ^:for  the  govemmeiit  of  territories'  ^ould 
be  treated  with^  much  delicacy  as  the  constitution  of 
-the  Gefaeral  Government^  85) ;  this  Is  a  mistake';  the  or- 
dinance is  a  mere  statute,  40 ;  these  ordinances  'should 

'  be  regarded' as  d'cohipact  between  the  General  Govern- 
ment anil  the  'territories,  40 ;  questlohabie  whether  an 
alteration  could  be  made  without  their  consent,  40; 
matttre^eliberation,  not  procrastination,  was  what  was 
wanted,- 40;  the  ordinancse  is  considered  as  a  compact 
equally-  sacred  with  the  Constitution  of  the  United 

'  '     States,  attd  as  unalterable,  with6ut  the  consent  of  the 
'  partiesto  it,  40;  opinion  ofSt.  George  Tucker,  40;-fcflfect 

'  '  of'taktiig  aWiiy'thiS' power,  40";  taking  away  the  |)ower 
■  td  prttrogue  would  not  ^deprive  the  governors  ■  ^' their 
veto  bh  laws,  40 ;  now,  if  there  is  any  misunderstanding, 
the  G^bvternor  sends  tlleln  "home,  40 ;  right  of  this  House 
to  'padS'  the  bill  denied,  42 ;  ■  condition  of  the  cession  by 
Gebr^a,  42 ;  note,  42 ;  "basis  of  the  territorial  govern- 
ments, 42 ;  aiti'eiidment  proposed,  42 ;  two  parts  'to  the 
ordinance,  48;  opinion  of  Jxiflge  Tucker,  43; ■■Special 
reason  fofr  the  bill,  48;  this  principle  must  have  been 
adopted  originally  without  -ally  discilssion,  44 ;  tliis  was 
ah  objection  to  Gteorge  liT.,  In  the  Declaration  of  Inde- 
pendence, 44 ;  dpihion  of  Judge  Tucker  read,  44 ;  parties 

' '  to  the  present  compact,  44;  what  was  the  policy  of  the 
ordinance,  and  what  the  object  of  itsframersf  44;  if 
you  have  a  T%ht  to  repeal  one  part  of  the  ordbiance, 
yoti  can  another  part,  44 ;  the  Constitution  of  the  tlnited 

'  StiteS  does  not  give  to  the  people'  of  the  territories  the 
same  rights  as  the  people  bf  the  States,  45;  the  articles 
of  this  ordinance  were  enacted  previous  to  the  adoption 
of  the  constitution, -ahd  are  made  binding  by  that  in- 
strument, 45 ;  the  old  Congress  wisely  reserved  the  right 
to  contrdl  the  people  of  the  territories,  45 ;  the  state  of 
things  now  existing  ■  in  Mississippi  noticed,  46 ;  what 
'  part  of:  these  articles  is  unalterable  f  ^45 ;  the  articles  of 
ordinance  and  not  the  form  of  government,  46;  applica- 
tion of  the  opinion  of  Judgft  Tucker,  46;  situation -of  the 
peopld  will  be  improved,  45 ;  whatever  leads  to  the  con- 
clusion that  the  people  are  always  wrdng  and  the  Exe- 
cutive right,  strikes  at  the  root  of  republican  instita- 
tions,  45;  facts  respecting  the  people  of  liGssIssippi,  45; 
ho  proposition  for  the  good  of  this  territory,  but  has 
met  the  oppoMtion  of  G&o^a,  46;  a  compact  exists  be- 
tween th'e  United  States  &nd  Georgia,  and  let  It  be  ad- 
hered to,  46;  indefinite'poetponement  Inoved^  46;  car- 

'       ried,46. 

Territory  of  Louisiana.— In  the  House,  bill  for  the 
government  of  the  Louisiana  Territory  considered^  430 ; 
moved  to  strike  out  the  section  requiring  a  freehold  to 
be  possessed  by  all  vdters,  430-5  moved  to  amend  by 
strikihg  out  every  qualification  but  that  of  free  white 
male  tiitizeiis,  &0.,  430 ;  question  considered,  whether  it 
is  better  to  Tequlre  voters  to  hold  freehold  property,  or 
to  suffer  every  man  to  posses^  the  privilege  who  is 
twenty-one  years  old,  480 ;  life  and  Ubertyare  superior  tc 
-  property,  480 ;  dearer  to  the  poor  man  than  all  hie  prop- 
erly to  the  rkih,  480  ;  impossible  to  ciny  ttie  principle 
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'''»f  cqnality  to  ft8  fullcssi  extent,  430 ;  remcrnatrttnce  of 

the  Inhabitants  o1  St.  Coiils,  484, 
'  TenHiory  of  MUsiastppi.—la  the  House,  petlHi6ii  tot 
the  division  of,  141;  moved  to  Uy  On'  the  table,  141; 
c(>nBont  0^  three  parties  Heeit^ltty  to  a  dlvisloli,  141  ; 
the  Territory,  Georgia,  and  the  United  States,  neither 
has  consented,  Ui;  If  t&ereqnest  was  Improper,  th^ 
report  of  a  committee  would  settle  it,  141 ;  no  barm  can 
arise  from  the  inquiry,  '141 ;  certain  facts  might  be  In- 
880^4 MOfSUOh  o»*»R»MU9P,  tlielT  (!haracter,,&9„141; 
petition  laid  on  the  table,;  142 ;  report  1^  favor  of  ad- 
mitting the  Mississippi  Territory  MiO^^gi^Jiif/SffSSfi;, 
have  sv,ffip|.e)it  populaUon  beibr^  a  ^epr^ssontative  is 
elected,  852  ;  Orleans  when  admitted  hod  a  minor  popni- 
lation,  852 ;  some  respect  due  to  the  feelings  of  the 
Eastern  States,  852 ;  admission  of  one  State  during  o 
'  sessYbn  was  sufficient,  852  ;  wliy  not  wait  fbr  the  actual 
census  of  the  territory  f  852  ;  resolatlonogreed  to,  852, 
■'In  the  Senate. — BUI  to  authorize  Mississippi  to  form 
State  Government  referred,  411 ;  report  on,  411, 

Trithe  JSouae.—'&iU  to  authorize  the  people  dfiUs^sstp- 
pl  Territory  to  form  a  State  Government,  M9 ;  the  popula- 
tion is  sufficient,  knd  authority  has  heretofore  wisely  been 
conferred  In  all  sucb  cases,  519 ;  particulars  respecting  the 
limits,  520;  amendment  offered  relaUve  to  the  Territory 
of  West  Florida,  520  ;  debate  thereon,  621 ;  carried, 
522;  bill  passed,  622  ;  blir  to  authorize  the  people  to 
form'  a  State  government  considered,  692 ;  inexpedient 
to  g^ve  a  territory  with  so  small  a  population  an  equal 
representatidn  In  the  Senate  wltb  a  State,  592 ;  proposes 
to  include  Mobile,  now  In  possession  of  a  foreign  power, 
592  ;'pbpu1at!on' greater  thau  represented,  599 ;  anxious 
to  bear  their  share  of  the  burdens  of  the  war,  692  ;  bill 
ordered  to' third  reading  and  passed,  692, 

Territory  of  Orleans. — In  Senate,  bill  to  authorize 
the  Territory  of  Orleans  to  form  a  State  Government, 
265 ;  Vin^ous  amendinents  proposed,  265 ;  bill  read  a 
third  time,  265. 
In  He  JSiwie,— Bill  for  admitting  the  Territory  of  Or- 
'  leans  as  a  State  into  the  TTnion,  820 ;  the  bill  proposes  to 
include  in  the  State  all  that  part  of  the  territoqr  lying 
west  of  the  Perdido,  tho  riglit  to  this  part  Is  declared  to  be 
subject  id  negotiation ;  If  It  becomes  a  State,  this  right 
of  negotiation  will  be  taKen  from  the  Fresldent,  820 ; 
the  necessity  of  a  State  government  calls  for  this  meas- 
ure, 820 ;  it  is  a  poiut  of  country  particularly  importaut 
to  the  TTnion,  820 ;  power  of  self-preservation  necessary 
tolhe  people  there,  821 ;  the  objection  of  title  does  not 
meetil^e  merits  of  the  bill,  321 ;  not  ready  to  transfeir 
the  ftiherttance  purchased  by  the  blood  of  our  fatbers  to 
foreigners,  821 ;  doubtful  if  80,000  inhabitants  In  the 
territory,  821 ;  these  people  ore  a  port  of  the  notion, 
and  should  so  be  considered,  821 ;  the  great  object  is  to 
moke  us  one  people,  821.  ^ 

Have  we  constitutional  anthtfrlty  to  legislate  on  this 
suyect;  and'is  It  expedient  so  to  do  f  821 ;  by  the  enacting 
clause  of  our  constitution  It  was  ordained  and  established 
forthetAew  tlnited  State*,  822;  its  framers  and  those 
who  adopted  It  Aever  Intended  its  immediate  operation 
,  shoiild  eilend  to  any  people  that  did  not  then,  or  should 
not  thereafter,  be  included  In  the  limits  of  the  United 
States,  822  ;  they  did  not  intend  to  enter  Into  partner- 
ship of  this  sort,  822;  Orleans  was  not  within  these, 
limits  when  the  constitution  was  established,  822 ;  upon" 
this  principle  we  may  form  all  the' territories  into 
States,  then  What  will  beepme  of  the  old  tJnitefl  States? 
88a;  the  constitution  requires  that  Senators  should! 
ha-ve  bfeen  citizens  nlnlj  years,  a  period  longer  than  the 
people  of  this  territory  have  belonged  to  the  Union,  i 
822 ;  it  Is  said,  several  iew  States  ha're  beeh  foStmed  by  1 


Oongress,  822^   tileSe  ^ere  fcnfle4^«  itf  te«itorie» 
wltWn  tie  limits  of  the  Union  OB  ithe'adoptliwof  the 
constitution,  82^;  «Ves  ir'eousatlitlttnal.  It  iS'iin  ex- 
tr^mtfly  ItnpiHitlc  and  ihexpedtent  iileasBre,  028!;  two 
applications  pending,  neither  has  suffieletit -popjAatlon, 
828;  <t  is  Ot^icted  to  this  bill  that  tlie  poplilatlo)i«of  the 
State  will  Bot  tte'Amerieati,  828 ;  what  power  have  wa 
to  negolttl*  about  the  territory  of  ony  of  the  States  1 828 ; 
ol^ectlons  to  annexing  West  Florida  to  OrhiftU,  823 ; 
amendment  movod  io^consolldat^e  the  Ch*leaus  andlffis- 
sissippl  Territories; '828;  a  stipulation  in  the  treaty  of  «es- 
slon,  824 ;  to  waste  the  territories  would  violiite  pluvious 
engageiiientsi  824 ;  the  Consdnt  of  Georgia  wo61d  be  ne- 
cessary;'824;  meaning  of  the  Oonstttutlotf,  824;  the 
right  to  become  States  was  conceded  to  the  old  terri- 
tories before  the  tidoptionof  the  oonetitatU)n,'$S)5 ;  the 
article  ofthe  constitution  was  unnecessary  Unlesslt  ap- 
plied to  new  territoi'y4'825 ;  not  fbr  us  to  consider  who 
sfa'all  bo  their  Senators,  325 ;  Mobile  and  Orleans  shoild 
not  be  nnder  the  same  government,  825';  the  trust  em- 
braced In  the  amendment' is  too  extensive  for  fl^Io£al 
State-  government,  825 ;  -  other  geogta^hicar  limits  pro- 
posed,  825 ;    amendment  disagreed  to,  826;  claims  of 
the  United  States  respecting  the  western  limits  of&e 
Orleans  Territory,  826 ;  this  bill  extends  jniisdietionOver 
the  province  of  Texas,  826 ;  remarks  relative  toarrang&g 
the  western  boundary,  826 ;  the  principle  of  this  bill  ma- 
terially affects  the  liberties  and  rights  of  the  whMe  peo- 
ple ofthe  United  States,  827;  It  would  Justiiy  a  revolu- 
tion in  this  country,  S2T ;  if  this  bill  posses,  the  lyends  of 
the  Union  are  virtually  dlssol-^ed,  827 ;  called  to-order, 
827 ;  repeated,  that  its  passage  Is  virtually  a  dissolution 
of  the  Union,  &c,,  327;  decision  of  the  Speaker  on  the 
propriety  ofthe  expression  demanded,  827;  decision 
that  a  portion  of  the  remarks  are  In  order,  and- a  por- 
tion not;  827;  appeal  from  the  decl^on,  327;  Weaker 
not  sustained,  827 ;  the  separation  of  the  States' Result- 
ing from  a  -violation  of  the  constitution,  is  a  neiiessity 
deeply  to  be  deprecated,  837 ;  the  bill  assumes  that  this 
National  government  -without  recurrence  to  conven- 
tions ofthe  people'or  Legislatures  ofthe  States,  oan  ad- 
noit  new  portions  In  countries  Out  of  the  original  limits 
of  the  United  States,  828;  if  thisanthori'tyis  delegated 
by  the  oonstltutlon.  It  results  from  tta  general  nature  as 
froni  Its  particular  provisions,  328;  the  preamble  ex- 
amined, '828;  its  meaning,  the  extent  of  the  country 
at  that  time,  Iionistana  not  then  in  the  limits,  828; 
if  any  particular  power  exists.  It  is  -the  treaty-making 
power,  829;  this  power  examined,  829;  this  ^estlon 
goes  to  the  very  seat  of  the  power  and  influence  of  the 
present  members  of  the  Union,  829  ;  the  term,  ^'  New 
States,"  applies  to  territory  vrithSii  the  then  Umits  of 
the  Union,  829  ;  evidence  of  history,  829  ;  resolution 
passed,'  July   3d,  1788,  Is  further  authorityv.829;  ,lts 
meaning,  880  ;'  the  evidence  should  be  very  strong'u'to 
prove  the  terms  intended  something'  else  besides  this 
ob'vious  purpose,  830;  its  meaning  con  he  proved,  both 
affirmatively,  with  regard  to  new  States  from  the  oxlat- 
Ing  limits,  and  negatively,  against  neir  states  without 
those  limits,  880;  this  assertion  exftmlned^  830.;  i^it 
possible  thot'suoh  a  power,iif  it  had  been  Intended  to  be 
given  by  the  people,  should  have  been  left  dependent 
upon  the  effect  of  general  expressions;  831 ;  iti»,n»t'so 
much  a  question  concerning  the  exercise  of  sovwieignty, 
as  it  is  who  shall  be  sovereign,  831 ;  the  treaty;qioking 
power  has  limitations,  881;  the  situation  of  New  Orleans, 
832 ;  the  mtiral  and'  political  consequences  of  usurping 
tills  power,  882;   what  is    this  liberty  of  which  so 
-  much  is  sold  ?  888 ;  no  fCar  of  analyzing  tha.jnature 
.  of  this  love  of  our  Union,  883 ;   this  bill,  if  passed 
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l:  -o.W  »  de«th-l>low ,  to  ,»J^ft  consljtatton,  83ij',tUe   biK 

_,::  I  will   neitheir  joBtify  a  dissolatioa  of  tjije  U»ioB   nor 

1,  ciead  any  oi^ijen  sUaehed  to   It   to   eont^mpUto   it, 

2»i;  oaf  wthorlty  J^,  erect  new  gtotes  fi  rpi;ored  by 

;,;,. theory  and  practice.  53(1;,  the  articles  of;  confederation 

are  evidence, gs^;  BiiBilaiity  of  the  canstjtotion  and  thi 

artii^ea  ,or.  confederation  in, .  ipai^y  sections^  ^34;   fur- 

tl»sr;debate,a34i-iind«ftnite  postponement  lost,  ^;  bill 

paesed,  886.,    ,-,;■,  '.,_    ,,  _  .^j 

rerniSorf^t-TiSM /ndSesei  T/oli  i,  2,  8. 

<4&rr^(%i-^M«<'»rii;report-relatiye  to  amending  th^  act  for 

-  ,    ,  tlte  governmentoi^  TOT.  ,     ,  ^  ,     , 
raoiiae^jjESWB,,  Delegate,  from   Indiana  Territoiy,  58; 

1 1:     noveatbe  appointment  of  a  comniittqe  rel^tJArota  a  di- 
.  -vjsioB  of  Uie  Indi»n^  TeJrtto^,  BJ j  n^akcaa.irej^ort  rel- 
;)     Rllvetoadivision^rfthe.Indianft  TerritorytSfik   -.< 
rBO«M0N,,Ji)»if,  Kepresentatiye  from  JSew  Yoik,T§6, 124, 

187,815.    iSM/«<i«B,  vote. 2,  a...  , 

XauBSiroNjiBirojSHBRi.  Senator  ti:am  Kentucky,  8,  ,116,  166. 

<S«.^Mi«o,Tol,?,  T 
.TiFFrw,  EawABD,  Senator -from  QH<t,  8  ;;,r6porta -^grossed 
billon  uon-u»terconisoTrttl»<Jreat  Britain,  28..,  Beelinr 
tim,  TOl.  8. 
;  ryipptfC€bn,f)6,  Battle  af^  message  ^ommnnieaitlng,  466b 

Ti>rpeio^  Sfjperinmtt,—lii  the  Hoose,  letter  &om  Bobert 

Polton,  ^18*;  the  author  a  man  of  science.and  snccessfol 

experiment,  214;  letter.ieforted,  214 ;  report  on.do.,  214; 

rosolnijon  to  grant  Mr., Fulton  nse  of  th&HaU  for  a  pnb- 

',    ,   t  Ue  lecture,  914;  the  Hall  ia  exclosirely  appropriated  to 

-  ,-  legifilatfcve  porposes,  214;   an  injurious,  preeede^at,  214; 

bold  out  .the~  idea  that  the  Hopse  sanctioned  it,  214; 
words  *^ public  lecture"  struck  oot-and  "explaining"'  in- 
:  -  sertedt,915f  billm^ingan  appropriation  foran.experi^ 
ment  on  the,practical.use  of  Ihe  Torpedo,  or  submarine 
explosion^  218 ;  is  this  such  a  proposition  that  ,we  can 
,ctepoatof  the  ordinary  coarse  of  encom^ement  given 
,,,    ta. inventors?  218;  ia  the  experiment  worthy  to  be 

..  '.naado¥-21S;  ^his,resoii|tion appropriates  money vfor  an 
experiment)  219;  nothilignew  in  It,.  219;  th^  Indention 
«f  Savid  BpsbofiUi  219 ;  difference  between  the  two' 
219 ;  ftll-impoi^nt  to  defend  our  ports  and  harbors,  219; 
Mr.  Folton  has  little  merit  in  originating  this  thing,  220 ; 
alarm  occasioned  to  the  British  dnring  ,tbe  BeviOlution- 
ary.  war,  220 ;  verses  of  ^HopkinsoB,  220 ;  if  one  of  these 
machines  in  a  hnndred  should  tako  effect,,  the  object 
would  be  perfectly:  gaiQcd,  220 ;.  nothing  re,salt  &om  it 
of  service  to  the  country,  220 ;  if  a  iair  experiment  is 
intQided,  the  appropriation  is-totally  inefficient,  220 ;  why 
has  not  the  inTeotion,been  patronized  by  the^^rench, 
221 ;  an  actual  experiment  should  be  made  on  an  ene- 
my's vessel,  221;  oxtterience  daring  the  war,  £21;  the 
experiment  .should  not  be  made,  221;  bill  passed,  222. 

ToTTLunr,  Judge,  repofft  relative  to  the.  conduct  o4,§d3. 

Tbaot,  XJm,  BepresentatlTC  &om  New  York,  1^191,  815, 
424,  6T7.    Bet  Indm,  voL  8; 

H-efMonand Sedition,  hiU  to  ieSne.    /See  Itidex,.v!>L2. 

lyeasurff  JtTo^,  issue  authorized,  421 ;  bill  to  authorize  the 
issue  o(  706. 

TreatifViUh  Oreat  SrHwin,-^S6e  Index,  toL  1. 

Tnise,  Abbak,  Bepresentattvefrom  Virginia,  86.  Seelnita, 
vols.  2,3.  .-  -  - 

Tboct,  Geobgk  M.  Sepresentatlya  from  Georgia,  86, 125, 
187i  815, 425, 577 ;  opposes  immediate  engrossment  of  the 
bill  relative  to  the  power  of  territorial  governments,  89, 
40 ;  on  the  ordinance  of  17ST,  44, 40 ;  moves  to  postpone ' 
the  bill  reUitive  te  the  ordinance  of.1786,  46;  in  &vor  of 
immediate  arming  of  the  public  vessels,.  98;  on  the  peti- 
tion relative  to  the  Mississippi  Tenitoiy,  141;!,on  the 
.  '  Battoie  at  New  Orleans,  149;  on  violation  of  neutral 


rights,  189;  ontheSrmshintrigues,  517,519;,  on  pay  of 
the  army,  588.    See  IndaBfyfiL.i,.      -,.,..-. 
,^T^b#99,,Cj^BLEs,  jr^'Bepresentative  from  Massachusetts, 

",■      1«^S1S,4»4,  ^77.    ;;..,-,,.-,         .,.,         ,  ,.".',.. 

Ttbneb,  <riuu»,  Senator  from,  i^ortb  Carolina,  3,41^  l^ 
,    2«4,«a,566,,     r  ; 

TuiOrthirds,  vq^,    iSee  Index,  vol  3w 


tfpHAUt  Jasbz,  Bcpresehtatlve  fW>nl  Massachusetts,  86, 124, 

I8T.    See  Mdek,  vol.  3. 
'^7wm,-dlssolutionof,  8CT. 
Vfatrline  ITwia  of  New  Orleans,' potion  oi^  476.  ' 

V    JSe&  Index,  vols.  1,-2,  8. 

y,U7  Cp^LutDT,  PaiLip,  ..EepreiientatiTe  &o;ia  ]^«w  York, 

47.,  t  ^  IwieXf.Y6\a,  l„2rS. 
:T4K  CoETLASDT^.  PiBssB,  jr.,  BepreGentatLTO  tcoxa  Kew 
T9ifk,424.WT-.^-,  _'    : 

Yan  Dyke,  J!7icho;[;A5,  EepreseutatlTe  from  Delaware,  141, 
,212,330.,   See  Indeso,  Yo},.3.  . 

Tan  Hq^ne,  Aschibaxj),  Representative  Jrom  Maryland,  36, 
- 125, 187, 815.    Sef  Ind^^  voU.  2, 3* 

Ya^x  Ben^elaeb,  Kxllus  K,  EepresentatlTe  firom  New 
York, 36,124, 187, 815.    Beelnd^^  vola.2,3,  ' '..- 

Yasnitm,  JpsEPH  B.,  Bepresentative  £r^l£assaclLa^etts,  86, 
124,  1^, .  815 ;  oa  measnres  of  noa-intercoorse,  114 ; 
acknowl^ges-tJiie  thanks  of  the  H<>tide,  114;  elected 
Speaker,,  125,  126}  remarks,  126;  againsc  petition  of 
Elizabeth  H«mltpp,215 ;  acknowledges  the  iiianks  of  the 
House  to  hiza  as  Speaker,  399;  Sena^r  from  Massachu- 
setts, 400, 566.  ;See /»<i€a),.TQis.  1,  2,  3^ 
Y&rmwU^  vote  for  Pre^dent  ia.lSOS,  27 ;  in  1812, 573^  711- 

yjC&pi4Ai|c%X>AH;cKL  G^  ^epredentative  from  ]^ew  York, 

m.    See  Iiideso,  voL  8. 
<7^&^  Registerijig  a/ihoL  eleariTig.—Stie  JndesB^  yoL  1. 

y^i  MaeovMive^  on.  the  bill  proyiding  for  the  trial  of  small 
causes  In  t^e  District  Courts,  410^ 
jPt^.,^rfi«<<?6ni  Cliktok,  decease  oi;  531. 

F^fr^^T^Boim^  Lands,  resolufion  relative  to,  527,  710. 

yirgitday.  vote  for  Presideiit  ittiSQS,  27 ;  in  1812, 678,  711 

Vote  of  AjppropaUoTi. — ^In,the  Hoose,  to  approve  the  con- 

,  ,  dnctjof  the  President,  considered,  127;  an  alteration  has 
ta^en  place  in  the  manner  of  doing  business  atthe  com' 
mencement.of  pongress,  127;  message  of  Jeffe;^n  to 
Congress,  127;  wisdom  of  suspending  the  speech  of 
the  President  to  Congress,  127.;  an  answer  to^the  ad- 
dress was  in  fact  the  greatest,  opportunity  which  the 
opposition,  tp  ^th^  measures  pf  the  administration  had 
of  nfting  and  canvassing,  those  measures,  127 ;  -whatever 
goes  to  take  away  this  opportunityr  goes  to  narrow 
dowii  the  minority,  or  opposition,  127;  the  present  is 
an  occ^^on  which,  behoves  this  Honse  to  express  ite 
opinion  on  public  affairs,  128 ;  it  is  due  to  the  executive, 
1^;  xesolotlon  moved,  128;  this  proposition  contem- 
plates a  novelty  in  our  legislative  proceedings,  128; 
whore  -WonJ|d  It  ^nd  if,  the  Hon^.  were  now  to  make 
a  solemn  resolution,  approving  the  conduct  ,of  tho 
,  Pf^ident,  128^;  to  adopt  the  resolution  at  this  time 
would  not  comport  with  the  object  of  the  mover,  123 ; 
the  conduct  of  the  last  administratioa  in  tbig.  respect 

,      met  the  approbation,  of  the  country,    129 ;   pflstpone- 

.      ment^ovcd,  129;  in  his  proclamation  the  President 

,  ,  ias  dfiserva^  weU,of  Ills  countjy,  127;. is  thlg  an  ab- 
stract proposition?  .128;  is  this  House  to  have -no  in- 
fluence on  the  conduct. 9f  tjie  i;k^cutive?  130;  the 
President  is,  condemned  by  some  for  his  prodfunation. 


m 
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180;  how  the  non-Importatloa  act  was  repealed,  ,181 ; 
prospect  of  good  terms  wtth  Groat  Britaip,  182;  this  act 
of  duty  which  the  President  ha3  done  Is  only  an  ordl- 
Ddry  pno,  182 ;  why  then  give  hlfli  our  approbation  ?  188 ; 
Indoflnitely  postponed,  lS3. 


W 


War,  Declaration  of,  against  Great  Britain, — Confidential 
message  sent  to  the  Senate  by  the  President,  415 ;  do, 
ftom  the  SouBO,  415 ;  the  act  docl&tlng  war  as  passed  by 
the  House,  415;  read  twice  antl  referred,  415;  debated 
in  committee,  415 ;  amendment  proposed,  416 ;  motion 
to  postpone  to  the  first  Monday  in  Novetaber,  416 ;  a 
general  view  of  the  situation  df  the  country— of  its 
means  to  carry  on  offenslie  operations,  as  well  as  to  de- 
fend Itself  and  of  the  situation  and  relative  strenglth  of 
the  conntry  we  are  required  to  mate  war  upon,  416, 417 ; 
our  situation  upon  the  lakes  to  Dtoolt  and  Fort  Mal- 

-  ^den,  418 ;  motion  lost,  418;  amended  to  authorize  priva- 
teering on  Great  Britain  and  France,  418;  bill  piiBfl6d  on 
committee,  418 ;  reported  to  the  Senate,  Correctly"  en- 
grossed, 418 ;  moved  to  pbstpone  to  October  thirty -first, 
418;  notatlme  to  declare  war,  418 ;  the  Senate' sli^uld 
not  act  from  passion  or  any  considerations  which  do  not 
arise  out  of  an  extended  and  distinct  view  of  the  Inter- 
ests of  the  conntry,  418 ;  neither  the  government  nor  the 
people  had  expected  or  woreprepared  for  war,  418 ;  yon 

-■•■-■  have  an  iHitoelise  property  abroad,  a  great  portion  in 
England,  and  part  on  the  ocean,  hastening  home,  419 ; 
tiie  question  of  war  had  bfeen  doubtfiil  till  the  present 
moment,  419 ;  it  was  supposed  they  were  Obliged  to  ad- 
'  Vance,  or  become  the  object  of  re^oach  and  scorn  to 
friends  and  foes,  419 ;  if  we  were  doubtful,  as  to  war,  how 
could,  how  was  it  to  be  known  by  merchants  and  others 
that  the  nation  would  be  wantonly  plunged  in  war, 
419 ;  we  should  select  the  time  when  the  first  shock 
should  be  least  disastroos  and  best  resisted,  419 ;  what 
should  hurry  ns  Into  war,  420;  question  on  postponement 
lost,  420;  motion  to  adjourn  carried,  420. 
In  theBottse. — Bill  to  declare  war  against  Great  Britain 
reported,  55  ;  read  first  time,  658 ;  opposed,  558 ;  ques- 
tion on  the  rejection  of  the  bill  lost,  558;  amendment 
'moved,  559;  lost,  559;  moved  to  recommit  the  bill 
and  amendment,  559;  ordered  to  be  engrossed  and 
passed,  559 ;  returned  from  the  Senate  with  amen  d- 
ments,  560 ;  moved  to  lay  on  the  table,  560 ;  lost, 
560 ;  moved  to  postpone  indefinitely,  560  ;  lost,  560  ; 
moved  to  postpone  until  October,  660 ;  lost,  560 ; 
moved  to  postpone  to  July,  660;  lost,  660;  Senate 
amendments  concurred  in  by  the  House,  660 ;  signed 
by  the  President,  561. 

Watebhoitse,  Benjamin,  petition  relative  to  inocnlation  of 
the  army,  709. 

WaAKLET,  BoBEBT,  Eepreseutative  from  Tennessee,  127, 187, 
816. 

■Welleslet,  Losd,  extracts  from  his  letters  to  Mr.  Pinkney, 
861. 

West  Point  or  "Washington  as  a  location  for  a  military 
academy,  681, 

Whaeton,  Jesse,  Eepreseutative  from  Tennessee,  86 ;  pre- 
sents petitions  from  the  officers  of  the  revolutionary 
army,  66.    See  Index^  vol,  8. 

WnEATON,  Laban,  Representative  from  Massachusetts,  124, 
187,  816, 424,  577 ;  on  the  admission  of  the  Territory  of 
Orleans  as  a  State,  821 ;  on  pay  of  the  army,  582 ;  on  the 
policy  of  the  war,  652. 

White,  Leonabd,  Eepreseutative  from  Massachusetts,  424, 
577. 


WntTB,  Samuel,  Senator  from  Delaware,  5, 27, 11^  5^  /ft- 

dEfiO),  voffl.  3,  8.  ...   ,     J j.,r, 

WniTBniix,  EoBKET,   E^oresentfltlve  from  p,ennsyj[,y^gi# 

66, 124, 187,  815,  424,  577.  '  ^eeJii^eai,  yot  3.  ' ;,'  i^. 
Whitman  Ezbribi^  Eepreseutative  fro-m.  M^«5Wl\^&<?tte 

141,188.  .       .    ,   .,.,     V 

WBiTswnft  Jenkin,  Senator  from  .Tennessee,  118, 17,6, 32S', 
WUiney''9.  Patent  RigM  to  ifie,  Cotton.  Giti;.,  rMf^at 
o/.—In  the  bill  Jor  the  relief  of  Ml  Whitney  ^fij^sld- 
ered,683;  moved'to  strike  out  so  mnoh,  as  rpj^^jd  to 
B.  renewal,  533 ;  altto^gh^e  bUlassumef?  the  phw^tcr 
of  a  private  ^ct,  ltl^voiy,^d.  consLdfiratlona  of.great  na- 
tional import;ance,  638^  source  of  authority  oV^|r  the 
subject,  {^ ;  tere  is  a  delegation  of  power  to  prpioote 
science  and  art,  and  ji  description  of  the  fneaTi-ajfii^^ 
Ized  to  be  employed,  6^4;  the  distinctic«i  between  the 
mean  and  the  ohjAci  shonld  be  kepi  constantly  In  view, 
534;  this  renewal  is  not  intended  or  calculated  to  pro- 
mote science  or  useful  arts,  534;  the  object  of  the  con- 
stitution is  attained  by^anti^ig  monopoU^  ^r  a  lim- 
ited time  to  future  and  not  to  paat  inventions,  534;^  the 
passage  of  the  bill  ]&  a  departure  from  the  intent  pf  the 
constitution,  534 ;  the  operation  of  this  bill  will  lavy  a 
tax  on  Oeorgla  Kod  Mlssissjp^  and  Loulaian»  TcsTito- 
ilea  only,  w^lch  is  not  a  uniform  tax  throughout-  tho 
coun|;ry,  534;  the  right  of  using  has  been  purchased  by 
the  Legislatures  of  some  of  the  Sta4«s,  535;  -the  ^patent 
«xpired.four  years  ago,  and  an  unqualified  right- then 
vested  in  the  people  of  the. United  -States,  535;  the  &- 
mous  case  of  Miller  'oe.  Taylor,  586 ;  English  deei^ons, 
536 ;  has  Congress  tiie  right  to  divest  the  people  o{  their 
right?  586;  the  passage  of  this  bill  will  render jnptice  to 
Whitney,  637;  he  has  received  but  trifling  compei^a- 
tion,  637;  case  o£.Wh.itney  vs.  Carter,  537;  absolute  ne- 
'  cessity  of  the  gin  to  bring  the  cotton  of  the^  .^ited 
States  to  naarket,  538 ;  extract  from  Edwards'  History  of 
the  West  Indies,  588;  the  case  of  Arkwright,  538;  com- 
mittee rose,  538. 
WiDSEET,  William,  Eepresentative  from  Massachusetts, 
426,  577 ;  on  the  temporary  embargo  bill,  547  ;  on  the 
imprisonment  of  American  seamen,  697 ;  on  an  increase 
of  the  navy,  602. 
WiLBOtTB,  Isaac,  Eepreseutative  from  Ehode  Island,  86; 
supports  the  resolution  for  immediate  measures  to  lib- 
erate American  prisoners  in  Carthagena,  95.  See  In- 
deas,  voL  8. 
Wilkinson,  Gen.  James,  letter  to  Speaker  of  the  House, 

227;  claim  of,  report  on,  812.    See  Index,  vol.  3. 
WiLLiAMB,  Datid  E.,  Eeptesentativo  from  South  Carolina, 
86,  425,  677 ;  on  submission  to  the  late  edicts  of  England 
and  France,  75 ;  opposes  the  resolution  for  immediate 
measures  to  liberate  American  prisoners  in  Carthagena, 
95;  against  immediate  arming  of  the  public  vessels,  99 ' 
on  an  extra  session  of  Congress,  102;  on  establishing  a 
quartermaster's  department,  477 ;  against  a  naval  estab- 
lishment, 499 ;  on  the  temporary  embargo  bill,  647 ;  on 
increased  pay  of  the  army,  681 ;  on  pay  of  the  army, 
586;  on  an  additional  military  force,  611.    See  Indexo^ 
vol.  8., 
Williams,  Marmaditke,  Eepresentative  from  North  Caro- 
lina, 111.    jSee  Indeea^  vol.  8. 
Wilson,  Alexander,  Eepresentative  from  Yermont,  36. 

See  Index^  vol.  8. 
Wilson,  James,  Eepresentative  from  New  Hampshird,  124, 

187,  815. 
Wilson,  Nathan,  Eepresentative  from  New  York,  86. 
Wilson,  Thomas,  Eepresentative  from  Virginia,  425,  577. 
WiHTBES,  EusHA,  petitions  for  the  reward  for  destroying 

Mason,  the  Mississippi  river  pirate,  164. 
WniiBBSPOON,  EoBEET,  EepreseutativB  from  South  CaroU- 


INDEX. 
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'    M,  12S,'-l88,^8l5;  teports  oti  Uie  claim  for  Irfaian  depre- 
dations. 21T. 
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cda&e.—S^  In^eoi, 


V^ofRTmifGTok,  Thomas,  Semtdr  from  biiToiss^  400,666. 

See  IndeXy  toL  3.   ^ 
#KiGHT,  EoBUBT,  fe^p^esentativfl  from  Maryland/siS,  424, 
-^  '  5T7 ;  on  the  ratio  of  reprteseatatiicin,  818 ;  on  the '  admis- 
sion of  the  Territory  of  Orleans  as  a  State,  884^  on  an 
amendment  to  the  constitation  relatiye^o  the  removal 
of  federal  judges,  851 ;  in  favor  of  the  admission"  i>t  'Mis- 
"^■^'-^  sissippi,  852 ;  ou  Indian  affait'S,'428';  on  foreign  relations, 
446;  on mles  and  orders  of  the  House,  469 ;  pntheBHtish 
intrigues,  516.    See  Ifidsx^  vols.  2,  8.  -     > '  ^ 

Wtnw.-^Kichaed,  Representative  from  Souti  Carolina,  47, 
-  -  i4li  212,  816, 425,  5S6.    500  JtoosJ  vols.  3,  SL; 


YecLs  aAid  Nhya  in  the  Senate. — On  the  "bill  for  the  enforce- 
ment of  the  embargo  act,  26 ;  on  loill  to  prohibit  com- 

-  mercial  Intercourse  with  Great  Britain,  si ;  on  postpone- 
ment of  the  bill  for  additional  duties,  32 ;  on  bill  to  pro- 

-  vide  for  the  stipport  of  public  credit,  122 ;  on  reBotution 
relative  to  the  conduct  of  the  Sritish  Minister,  176 ;  on 

;'  the  bill  relatlvfe  to  non-intercourse  -with  Great  Britain 
and  France,  17& ;  on  the  adherence  of  the  Senate  to 
amendments  to  the  bill  respecting  non-tntercourso  Vith 

-'  Great  Britaitij'lSaj  on  stribirig  out  first  sectbn  of  the 
■^  bill  to  establish  a  National  Bank,  184;  dn  the  resolution 
relative  to  jrablishing  the  la'Ws  of  Louisiana  in  the  Eng- 
lish language,  184 ;  on  motion  to  jiostpone  further 'con- 
sideration of  bill  to  establish  a  National  Bank,  184;  on 
bill  to  authorize  the  Tenritory  of  Orleans  to  form  a  State 

-  eohstitulion,  185;  relative  to  the  admission  of  Orleans 


territory,  265 ;  cin  striking  out  first  section  of  bill  to  in- 
corporate a  tinted  States  Bank,  811 ;  on  resolution  rel- 
ative ^  secrecy,  812;  on  biU  to  raise  an  additional  mill- 
tai'y  force,  404;  on  the  bill  relative  to  the  limits  of  Lou- 
isiana, 409 ;  on  removing  the  injuhciion  of  secrecy^rela- 
tlve  to  a  temporary  embargo,  410 ;  on  a  temporary  em- 
bargo, 410 ;  on  House  biU^^lative  to  temporary  non-ex- 
portation, 411 ;  on  a  recess  of  Congress,  418 ;  in  commit- 
^  tee  on  the  declaration  of  W-ar,  416;  on  the  deolarafei,toi 
;  of- war  with  Great  Britain  passing 40  third  readingj418; 
on  the  ,i5S,up  of  Treasury  notes, -421 ;  on  'the  J)ill,to  au- 
thorize the,P:residenttp  accept  volunteers,  4S!1-;;  onTcso- 

j  JutJons  r,elative  to  the  Canadas,  422,    , 

Jtvthe  Hoiise^OTi  the  motion  to  postpone  thef  bill 
,    relative  to  the  ordinance  of  1T87,  46;  onthe  billto  au- 

,  thorize  the  president  to  employ  additional  revenue  cut- 
ters, 74 ;  on  t'be  resolution  prohibiting  the  adpaisslon  of 

,  .British  vessels  into  Anaerican  portSj  9^;  on  bill  relative 

,  to  non-intercourse  with  .Great  Britain,  and,  France,  168; 
on  the  resolution  relative  to  tl^e  (jonduct  of  -tiie  British 
Minister,  211 ;  relative  to  the  bill  respecting  theconvoy 
system,  226 ;  on  the  bill  to  continue  ti^e  charter  of  the 

.  Bank  of  the  Uoiited  Statps,  351 ;  .7lo^  S51-;  ou  \h.&,  bill 
,  relative  to  commercial  intercourse  with  France ^  and 
Great  Britain,  898 ;  in  committee  on  resolution  to  raise 
additional  troops,  464;  on  the  bill  to  enable  the  peojUo 
of  Mississippi  to  form  a  State  government,  522;.  on  the 
adinlss;on  of  X^ouislana,  526 ;  on<  the  bill  declaring^war 
with  Great  Britain,  559 ;  do.  on  the  amendinents  of  the 
.  Benate  to  the  bill  declf^rtng  war,-&c.j^  560 ;  in  committee 
on  the  bill  to  ^nthorize  the  President-i  to  tal^e  possession 

_  of  territory. ^^uth  of  Mississippi,  561 ;  on  an  additional 
military  force,  613;  on  the  bill  for  an  additional- mUitary 
forq_e,702.  - 
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